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NEWS CONFERENCE OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
HELD AUGUST 6, 1974
Reported by:
Beverly D. Toms, CSR

(This rough transcriquf the Governor's press conference is for

' the convenience of the News Corps. only. Because of the need to get

it to the News Corps. as quickly as pessible, no corrections are made

‘and there is no guaranty of absolute accuracy.)

===000===
GOVERNOR REAGAN: I have an openiﬁg statement here.
Have we got copies, Governor?
A Yes, there will be copies available.
(Whereupon Governor Reagan read Press Release No. 442.)

Q Do you think he shoul%?esign?

A What? No, I believe that this process should go forward.

I made it cleér, I think before =- I always believed that resignation

B a way in which the issues, many of them, wil%&émain unresolved. There
will be constant speculation and I think the only way is through this
judicial process to determine the whole truth. |

Q Governor, when you say that he go before the Congress, do you
mean make an qppearénce before'the Congress or do you just =-- are you just

.(A’i’x@»ﬁ} .
wging the impeachment --

A . No, go before the Congress’and submit himself to gquestions.
Q Governor, are you now convinced that he ought to be impeached?
A ’ Well, if you use "impeachment” in thécourse of the process

of impeachment, not‘as so many people erroneously do, conviction,kI i

as I‘have said, I think'that process should now go forward. I believe
it is‘the only way that we willfobtain the truth. | |

Q ' Do you think that he should be impeached? Do you think -- are
you now cdnvinced that there is evidence that warrants his impeachment
in the house? |

A Apparently there is. Those members of the judiciary committee
that were opposed saidithat they -- this, they bélieve, substantiates one
of the articles of impeachment, |

Q Governor, what could you do at this point if you were President
and in Mr, Nixon's situation?

A o Well, I never like to answer those hypothetical questidns.
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First of all, it is a hypothesis that I do not agree that I would find

Governor, with these latest disclosures. do yoqﬁhink it is
possible for the President to effectively govern?
A Well, I think that this process should be done speedily. I
don't beliave 1t is a process, you know, that requires months. If it
goes before, and the matter is laid out, I think this should -- this
wsuid ﬁ&ha pLace in very short order. Now, on the other hand, if there

appears to be any difficulty as to whether there is any danger to the

enmant wnlle that process 18 going on, then there is the 25th
mendment, which also adds to th%@rocess, in which he could step down and

e

the Vice Fresident would take over while the process is goinq&orward.

o Governor, you said that you have done your best to follow the
progress of the investigation. Could you tell us what that --what have
¥l done?

A well, I mean as you know, trying to read the transcript of

fe tapes, trying to follow the -- the evidence that was presented before

RFEzux the judiciary committee, I have tried to stay abreast of this.

Q. Have you read any of the books? Woodward and Bernstein's book
:mr Magruder's book or any other books?

A No, I haven't read those books yet, I thought sticking to

thefﬁtual report and the evidence, inasmuch as I could see in the actual

tapes or the transcript myself was better than reading someone else's

opinion.

Q Governor, are you thinking in terms of a joint session of

congress or =-

A No, I was thinking in the impeachment process that's already

going forward now. Since the decision of the judiciary committee

appearing before the House -~

Q- That he shoiild ==
Q That he should appear before the House?
A That's right.
| Q And the House is considering the impeachment articles.
Ql When you say go before the Congress immediately =-
A Yes.
D They are not at that point in the impeachment proceeding now

where he would go before them immediately.
A Well, I see no reason why the process could not be stepped up
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with this as quickly as possible. And I think the pecple are

0 Governor, have you talked to the President?

A No.

Q Governor, by not calling for the President's resignation,

are you implying that you still support him and possibly think he could
' pe found -- or not impeached or found guilty?

oA A I am staying cosistent with the@osition I've held all aleng,
that resignation is not a proper resolution of the issue. There is a
mnstitutional process provided, one in which all the evidence then
becomes available and the people have full knowledge of all of the
evidence. Resignation would not provide that.

Q Are you saying then by this statement that you still stand by
the President and support him? |

A L% seving by this statement that I'm deeply disturbed by
what has been revealed now that we know that not all of the truth has
beeh told or all of the evidence has been presented; that all of the
evidence should be presentéd to all of the people and then the impeach-

ment process based on whatever that truth and that evidence is goes

forward.

Q Are you planning to talk to the President?

A No. | |

Q : Have you tried --

Q : One of your supporters said yesterday that he felt you were

holding back a little bit because you thought that if Ford was totbecome
President yout own chances to become President would be much reduced.
‘Would you comment on that?

A : Yes, that s?pretty ridiculous idea. I have told you and told
you all the truth over and over again. I have said that this is no time
for anyone to even be considering that possibility because circumstances
do change. And -- no, that‘would -- that's the farthest thing thing from

1§y mind.,

Q o Governor, if Gerald Ford becomes President, wculd you be

interested in becoming Vice President?

A - No comment,
(Laughter)
Q Governor, if this -- if yesterday's declaration is the worst

thlng that is disclosed by a full laylng out of the ev1dence by the

Presxdent do you think that warrants conviction by the Senate?
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A Well, there again you are asking me to prejudge something. I
think that what I'm suggesting is no one should make a decision of that

kind until all of the truth is told and all of the evidence is there.

Q Governor, when you talk about resorting to the 25th amendment
and the President temporarily stepping down, dqﬁou mean that -- you
don't == if you go to the 25th amendment, do you consider that -- if that

was used would you consider that to be a resignation or just a temporary
tepping =-.

A Well, that's a temporary thing in theevent that a President

is incapacitated in any way, so that he cannotkmanage the business.

The guestion was, what -- if the government was in limbo and could not
go forward and perform the services it is supposed to perform while

this other =~ this judging process, impeachment process was going forward,

‘so that'%what the ZSEh amendment is for. That is, in my understanding
of it, a tempdrary stép down.
Q Are you urging that the 25th amendment vehicle be used?
A I said’that‘should be used and I'm -- if it developed that
the == that during this proéeSs;of impeachment the running of the govern-
ment was in danger.
Q How have your =-- not your, the state's dependence or information
and assistance or whatever, with the federal government been affected in
recent months? Are things getting worse? Is it more difficult to
get information or help or whatever you need? |
A No, I have to say that that's one thing that speaks well for
this system of ours, and I think anyone over here, any of our group
“could confirm it. No, the business of government4has gone on and we have
noticed no problems whatsoever with all of the relations that the state
"has with theffederal government.
Q But aren't the governors =-- when governors meet, aren't they
forever saying that %atergate's got to be concluded because it is
paralyzing our relationships with the federal government?
A Well, I don't know -- I haven't heard any of them say it, and I
| ~know I couldn't say§t because I have to tell you that business is usual,
the order of the day.
Q Governor, Senator Carl Curtis of Nebraska this mdrning said
that Watergate was not serious enough to remove the President of the

United States, but to bring us a situation where both the President and

the Vice President would not have been elected by the ﬁherican people.

And he says that, you know, we'd end up being’a banana republic, and

.



e LT

didn't think Watergate was important enough fbr tﬁat. Can you comment on
that aspect, that under the 25th amendment, if the President were
impeached we'd have a President and Vice President who would not have

been elected by the é%erican people., Is Watergate significant enough

to bring on that situation?

A Well, that's to be determined in the impeachment process and

"~ lLased on all of the truth, all of the facts and all of the evidence.

Q ' Well, the syndrome of what we call Watergate, the whole
evidence, you know, cankthat be ~- should we consider this4factor of the
Presideﬁ; of the United States and the Viéé Presié;nt being noﬁ?elecged?
You know, should that bé taking into consideration in the impeachment
process? |

A I don't quite know how to answer your question there as to what
should be taken into account. I would think that’everything including
the sericusness of the move that was suggested would be a part of the
deliberations. | ’

Q Well, that's what I'm getting at, there is a question between
should the President be impeached on legal grounds, if there is evidence
of impeachable offenses, that is sufficient for impeachment and removal
~ from office or shall we consider what is supportive, and he himself felt
that the ramifications on government and our prestige overseas ~-- you

' knéw,the politidal implications.

A Well, again I think this is -- this is é iegiﬁimate part of
the evidence. I think == th%ponsideration, the determination of what

is an impeachable offense and whether it is an offense that warrants the
removal from office of a President of the United States, this is part of
the consideration; I don't think that anyone thére is contemplating
~just d technicality in finding someone technically’guilty of something
and then doing this. I suppose this is what was back of the suggestion

the other day of censure instead. But that -- that has to be a part

of the consideration.

Q. Governor ==

Q Governor, I'm still not clear on this. Do you think it would
be best for the country if the President were to immediétely declare
himself incapacitated and turn the powers of the Presidency over to
Gerald Ford? |

A No, I think this is a judgment to be made in Washington as

to whether the‘government -=- whether there wil%ﬁe interference inbthis
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procees, with the normal routine of government. Things that have to be
done. I'm not in a position, I don't think any of us out here can make
that decision, but it is there. It is available if that should prove
toc be true,
Q Governor, since Watergate has President Nixon ever personally
assured you that he is not a participant in any coverup activity?
""""" ~ Why I'm asking. you, of course, did the disclosure yesterday indicate to
you that the President had lied%ersonally to you about his =-
A No, we have never had any discussion of that kind. After all,
we don't have many conversations.
Q Governor, when you were at the Republlcan Governor's Conference
last November in Memphis, you and other governors met with the President
and at thaﬁ;ime he told you that there were no more bombs == Or no more
bombshells waiting in the wings. Do you now agree that he's lied to the
governoxrs and you? |
A I'm trying to remember that -- that meeting and that conversa-
tion and what he said. I think he said something that to the best of
his knowledge that he didn't know oﬁ?ny, but I don't think he made any
flat promise. I think if I recall correctly he indicated at the tlme
that he didn't know for sure that -- what could happen or what might come
out. |
Q What was disclosed yesterday, of course,’Governor,,showed that
he knew six days after the break-in and yet he told you a year and a half
later in Memphis that there were no more bombshells waiting in the wihgs.
A If you want to term that a lie, it is a lie. I don't’know
whether it was a lie or whether he made a statement in good faith that
he didn't think there were.
Q Can you give us'you@&eneral assessment at this point of the
. Presidént's credibility in your mind.
A Well, obviously his credibility has been damaged very seriohsly
by this latest statement. This is why I believe the only answer lies
‘in goihg before the Congress and the.4merican people and telling the whole
 truth.
Q | Congressman Wiggins was very upset and was very personally
hurt yesterday. Do you have'any feelings along that new that the
Preéident, it is evident, has not been honest with everyone?
A Well, I understand Congressman Wiggins' position. He fought
very hard before the judiciary committee, and obviously he has found

out now that something not even the lawyers presenting the President's
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"casé had known. Ana ;t does ha&e a bearing, as ué said, on one of the
articles of impeachment. And as he has made it plain, his vote would
have been different had he had this information.

Q My question is, was his feeling persconally, do you take it that
way? Do you feel that deeply personally about it?

A : Well, I haven't been in that same position as he was. I am

_ perscnally deeply disturbed, shockKed and saddened by what is happening.

Q : Do you feel betrayed yourself,though? You have supported the
President consistently and now it comes out that six days after this
happened he knew some of the detéils of what was going on, and directed
a:COverup. Do you feel personally that you have been betrayed, your
trust in him has been betrayed?

A Well, this is == I think too soon to make any such statement.
This is why I'm éalling for a full disclosure of all of thé'facts and all
o%}he truth.

0  Governor, I'd like --

Q . If the President fails to make a full disclosure recommending ==
what db you suggest the Congress shouid do at that point?

A.k I think the impeachment process should go forward in an effort

’ﬂ to arrive at the truth, the full truth.

Q Governor, aren't you ==

Q In light of what happened yesterday, how can you -=- how can

the Congress believe what the President teils them if they have a meeting?
A Well, I know that's a guestion that comes up, but now after the
disclosure yesterday and with all of the tapes now being made available
with nothin%%eld back, he has no place to go but the full truth.

Q But, Governor, don't you think he shopld have made a full
disclosure a year ago? ’ What's the difference, you know? Shouldn't he
have been making a full disclosure to Congress and the éherican,puhlié?

A | You can call on his own statement for that. He himself has
'said that he deeply regrets what he has done, He deeply regrets the

- holding back o?%his and it shouldn't have been done.

Q0 - Is there any difference in your position on this now than it

was a year ago on this?

A ~ I'm not sure I know what you are asking.

Q Well, you know, didn't you'say a year ago or a year and a half

ago that he shoﬁld make a fufi discl;;ure? Haven't you always said that,
that he shoul& tell the people the truth? So what difference is there now?

In your position,
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A . Well, exceb,ythat a year ago he made a statement that he said ==
and revealed tapes that he said were the full truth.

Q Governor, I'd like to clarify what you are proposing now.

Is it your feeling now that the House should vote the articles of

impeachmént so that the case goes to the Senate, where there is a trial,

where all thefacts do come out?

A This is the process of impeachment, but as a part of that and
prior to the House voting that I have suggested and I‘feel very strongly
that the President should go before the House and make available all the
information that he has and all of the facts and his reasons for whatever
actdons he took and submit to alltheir questions.  Then if the House
Bels that -~ that this is supportive of their articles of impeachment,
they vote those articles of impeachment and the case goes to the Senate.
If there is evidence and the?eeling on the part of the Senate that an
impeachable offense has been committed, that warrants removal from office,
that should take place.

Q But you are not saying == you are not saying then right now
,that you feel that the House should vote for the articles of impeachmént‘
and send the casﬁ?o the Senate for trial? Or are you?

A Well, I'd be a 1ittle’inconsistent if I asked for someone to go
and make a full disclosure and submit himself to questions and answers
before the House of Representatives and then prejudge and‘make their
decision for them before he had done this. |

Q’ But you said == |

Q | The President concedes that impeachment by the House is now
ineVi€gble.' Why not let that take its course and let the President make
his appearance before the Senate? |

A ; Well, if that should be the deciSion, I just feel that the
process now -- I would like to see the speediest possible consummation

of this process. And it is presently in the House and therefore it was
my feeling that he go to the placéyhere the -- where the action is.

Q Would that necessarily be speedier than letting it go to the

-~ Senate first? |

A Well, certainly}thefpebple would have a better understanding and

better knowledge of all the facts.

Q Governoxr ==
A - Right now.
Q v Aren't the tapes better evidence than anything he might say at

this point?
-



A Well, I think they == I think they go together. I think just

to clear a record of a conversation, I think a man is entitled to -- if you
are going to -interpret it, to present his side of that, his interpretation.
I think this all goes together and as I say, the tapes are there for |
substantiation or repudiation of anything he says.

Q Governor, do you think the withholding of evidence is an

-, impeachable offense?

What's that?
The withholding of ewvidence is an impeachable offense,
Well, again, you ==

Do you personally think that?

A ol S R

You are continually pressing me for a decision that I think

is ~= should be made by the House of Representatives. The'judiciéry
committee has already voted that this, they believe, is true. A’number
of the:members who did not think that the:evidence that had been |
presented had warranted that have now said that they would change their
vote, that they do believe it is.true.
Q | - What do you think perscnally, as a citizen, who has been
betrayed -- what do you think about the withholding of evidence and what
" you know about what went on?

A Again, I would like to stay with my statement, I would like

to have all of the truth, the full truth, disclosed, to myself as well

as to the rest of the people and to the Congress.

Q Governor, what poliﬁical costs do you think that the cong?éssional
cffende?é wiliApa§ in the upcomiﬁg eleciion?

A What?

Q o What political costs do you think the congressional offenders
will pay in the upcoming election? Do you think the Republican party

will be devastated? _

A Well, it shouldn't be. As a matter of fact, I have felt for

a long time that the 4-‘that thecoming election should not be based on

- Watergate at all. ~And no one Ehat“s running for office in the coming
Kaelection had anything to do with Watergate, Whether they are at statewide
offices or congressional offices or whatever, And I think that the coming
election should be based on the people’s knowledge of the candidates and
what they represent, what they stand for and the decisions they are going
to make in the Years to come that will affect this nation, and -- and their
various states. How properly is Watergate an issue in that regard?
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How is'it‘goingdte airect the people of California? First of all, I
don't knew of anyone who doesn't disapproVe of Watergate. I don't

khow of anyone who doesn't think that the actions were immoral, that

they were illegal. The only question that's been at hand for the last
two years is how many and who were responsible'and involved. Who were
guilty and who were innocent of those deeds. The deeds‘themselves,

thre is no == I know of no questibn about them. Everyone agrees they
were wrong. ‘Now maybe =- maYbe we should suggest that in the coming
election we put a separate box on. the ballot, do you approve or disapprove
of Watergate, and then let everybody &ote. -Everybody would disapprdve
and that would resolve that. But this election, as any election, is far
too important for us to be conserned with something that is net pertinent,
We are going to select a governor of the State of California. What
.should be of interest to the People of California is what are the policies
that are going to be pursued by the candidates. What will they do or
propdse for the State of California? Now, how can there -- their opinion
on Watergate have a bearing on £hat?

Q. . Do you think the coverdﬁ of evidence was wrShg ofwjust the bur-

glary itself?

e A ‘ Oh,'I think the whole thing. No one can cothne”breaking and
entering.
Q Governor, do you see your statements here this morning, your

saying apparently there is evidence to support impeachment -- do you see

these statements as backing off from the previous support of Bresident
Nixon? Do you see a difference in what you are saying here today and
what you sgaid previoﬁsly?

A No; I have held previously what you are calling a defense -~ I
have held previously and I still hold, that anyone , kbe it President
or pauper, has the right to presumption of innocence unless and until
proven guilty. Now, by his own statements there is additional evidence
ad I believe the only way to resolve this entire matter is determine the
extent ef it; the degreekof guilty or.innocence is‘through the constitutional
" progess of impeachment.

Q - Governor =-

Q - Governor, I want to get to another subject briefly, but =--
it won't take long. |

A ~ You have a lot of competition.
' tapes .
Q In reference to the xkxgzx, governor, don't you think the American

egple have a doubt about whatever the President says now, no matter what
[ -10



the subject?

A Yes, but in that kind“qqa heafing and faced with that kind of
a questioning, couldﬁ‘t that be reSolvad‘with the backup evidence of the
tapes?

Q But hasn't his tapes ievealed yesterday -- admitted that he with-
held evidence and if he did that how are the American peopie going to
believe him, no matter what he talks about, be it eéonomics, or foreign
relétions or whét?k | |
A Well, you are suggesting that the very thing that is a part

ad parcel ofkany trial, credibility of‘the'pe0ple‘involved and what the
jurors, in this case Congressmen and Senators feel about it.

Q. Governor, -=-

Q * Governor, you said in your statement until yesterday, until the

President released the new transcripts, you were not convinced that

evidence of an impeachment offense had been presented in the Congress.

Are you now convinced that evidence of an impeachable offense has been

presented to the people, to the Congress?

A Well, I a@?onvinced that the only way that issue can be resolVed

o is now,by going forward with the process,

Q ’ Governor, is it your hope that -- is it youﬂ@ope that Congress,

- the House, would consider a fulE&onfession and promise not to do it again

as sufficient --

(Laughter)
A ~ I have not Qritten any seript for what is going to take place.
I don't really know. I just feel that the time has come that if this
country is to go forward and the people are to be reassured and their -

faith restored in their institutions, they are entitled to have all of the

’facts and all of the truth about this entire~matter.

o

Q Governor Reagan, you are éalling on the President to make a full

P v
disclosure of all the facts. are you emphasizing all the truth? This
/ .

v P Fl Rl
would mean you think he is withholding more evidence?

- A | That remains to be seen. I don't know, But I know the

people are going to have to have the feéling, and I want the feeling, that

I have heard all of thefacts and all of the truth.

Q Governor, you don't have that feeling now, I take it.
A What?
Q ' You do not have the feeling now that you have all the evidence

that's available?

-11~-



A No, I don't.

Q - Governor, if there were a presidential election today, would yoﬁ
vote for Nixon or McGovern, based on what you know?

(Laughter)'
A If there were a president -- that's a hypothetical question.,
I couldn't conceive of myself voting for the philosophy thét McGovern
represented under any circumstances,
Q Governor, can you tell us about your conversations with
Lieutenant Governor Reinecke yesterday?
A Well, now, wait a minute, if we are going to change the subject
here I got someone ahead of you;
Q I understand you are going to approve funds for the Warren,
Earl, librgry project, iqﬁhat‘correct?
A Yes,
o] Governor, do you also approve of rengming the Resources

v e ¢ ;
Buildang for Earl Warren? It's beed@roposed by Bagley.

A I didn't know anything about it. You are throwing one at me.
Q Governor --
A I don't know what the process is for naming buildings even.
A Q He's put ina resolution to do that.
A Well, I certainly wouldn't veto that.
Q Governor, why did yéu tell the Lieutenant Governor‘Reinecke

yesterday that you were misunderstood last Friday when you answered yes to
a guestion about whether or not he should resign now?

A It wasn't a case of being misunderstood. And I'm sorry it was
put that way. I pointed out to him and remind all of you, that when‘Ik
was asked, having just received the verdict from the Attornéy Géneral's

office, about the problems facing the state, and the Lieutenant Governor

Reinecke's present situa%ion, I said that until I talked to him and found
out what his own problems were and what word he had from his lawyers, I

wanted to understand his situation, because the law is very plain, that

_ @e process involves his not being liable here at the state level until

sentence is passed, and a conviction is thus recorded. So I made that
<palificatioh. I said that on the basis of the Attorney Generals concerns
for the == for th%good of the state and the convenience of the state, yes,
resignation seemed to be in order., Was in order. But I did make that
gualification to those newspaper people who were asking me in Los Angeles,

that I still wanted -- saying that was still -- and calléd to their
]2



‘attention that I sti.. had to meet with the Lieutenant Governor here.

Now the Lieutenant Governor told me yesterday of the post-trial motions

that his attorneys are making and of their optimism with regard to one or
more of those which would conceivably result in a reversal of the wverdict.
Now, if that takes.place, then he certainly == I heve no right to ask him
to step down which is an irretrievable movement. This isn't a temporary
fhiing, to have him step down, if that possibility remains. But he assured
me that before the - - well, in the next few weeks, before the end of'the'
month, undoubtedly there will be resolution of those and he will know and
that he has no intention of holding office if those post-trial motions
are -- fail, o

Q Are you saying that you no longer have any concern about
robleéms that may bhe crea;ed for the sta€;’by -

A Oh, yes, I do have those concerns. But, on the other hand,

he has -~ he has the problem that involves the possibility of a re&ersal
of this verdict in which he is then not a convicted felon and I think
that has to be considered.

Q Well, Governor, which do you think should take precedent?

Which consideration should be given top priority?

. A Well, it doesn't make much difference what I feel about it.

ghave no legal authority in this matter other than to advise and counsel.
I pointed out to him the problems that accompany =~ accrue to the state.
He made it plain that he does:not believe in these few weeks before he
gets a decision on this that thre is going to be any action required of
him in any way that would ~-=- could lead to some of these problems. |

Q | Governor, what is your intention during this period, are you

planning to stay and sit tight in California, are you going to pursue some

travels?
A | I tell you, I'm reviwing my plans and my schedule righf now,
a You haven't decided whether you will go er not?
A No, I'm -~ as I say, I'm reviewing it.
Q Isn't that kind of tough on the people putting together the fund

. raiser in Kings County?

A I know, and béing an old performer I feel very deeply about that.
I've never -- I've never held with those who lightly -- fail to show up

for a -- for a commitment.
P

- Q Governor, how have both the President's situation and the

e # P

Lieutenant Governor's situation affected California's government?

A Well, I see no -=- no effect other than the obvious effect of the
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Lieutenant Governor possibly having to step down from office by thé end

of the month. And then under necessity we will appoint another Lieutenant

Governor. No, government is going forward, and as I say, in our dealings
with Washington, with the various agencies, there has been no change
watsoever. Government has gone on,

Q But if the President is impeached or if he resigns, what kind

of effedt do you think California would feel?

“A Well, again, I think that the government'is == government of

ours goes along. It proceeds and it goes through elections and then
presidents stepping down and other presidents being inaugurated and there -=-
I have never noticed in the time I've been here there's been any lapse

in governmental activity or any cessation of activity. Sometimes, in the
event of a new president, you might have to wait while a cabinet secretary
is appointed, but even thre most of the business is fairly routine and

you deal with the permanent employees. That's the whole basis of

Civil Service, the ongoing permanency of the structure of government.

Q Have you had any conversations with Senator Harmer about the

ogsibility of him requesting --
-

A I have not mé? Senator Hé?mer at all, nor have I talkad to him
on the phone,

(Laughter)
Q What 1is your position about speculatien that he would ke your
»imely choice?
A Well, I think he's one, but I'm not: going to speculate now, you
know, on that one, fellows. I've never -- I've never speculated on

even an appointment to staff or cabinet, because I don't think it is fair

to any of the people who might be considered. So I won't speculate on

that. Obviously he is a candidate to be considered.
£ . ' o~ o - “ -~
Q If the Lieutenant Governor's post-trial motions are not concluded,

they are not finished by the end of the month, what will you recommend to
him then? If they are still somewhat hanging in abeyance by August 30.
A Here again, I'll have to look ove{%ere to the legal lights
for a little advice. I don't believe there is any of those that can
conceivably delay the August 30th date of sentencing, could they?

ED MEESE: Not that we know of now.
Q So once he's sentenced, regardless of appeals, he =--

A Yes, this does not apply to appeals. In appeals -~ once he's

-sentenced, that's it. Qur constitution is very clear. But what we are
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talking about is post-trial motions that might be ruled upon favorable
prior to August 30th, that could throw out the last trial.

Q Regardless of the Lieutenant Governor's position, if he's

, 4' ‘ L
sentenced on August 30th you will move to fiIl thé vacancy?

A That's right, yes.

Q Governor, will the Lieutenant Governor Reinecke participate

“in any cabinet meetings during this month?

A That's up to him. I don't know.

Q Is he welcome to attend?

‘A‘ ' Yés.

Q You are not =- as far as any activities in == connécted with

your office, ydu are not freezing him out of ahy?
A No, no.
Q Governor, you said you had not had any discussions at all with

- Senator Harmer about an appointment.

A No.
Q We were given to believe last week that you had.
A "Well, I know, and this was in error, and it was a legitimate

error, someone in:the press section thought that I had talked to him about
it., I had not.
Q Governor, when the Lieutenant Governor Harmer was in Washington

being questioned --

(Laughter)
Q , Can I have a transcript back.
A Yes, I appreciate that we have already won office and it's going

to maké the campaign a lot easier.,

Qk " When Mr. Reinéer was be%gre the Sen&te Judici;;y Commiltee

he was gquestioned about whether he had had conversations wifh Mr. Mi€2hell.
Now == and his tact now is that, well, I thought they were talking about
face-to-face conversations. But isn't it a fact that he did know --
everybody had to know what information the commitee was éeeking,_they are
w,trying to establish because of Mr. Mitchell knowing about the ITT offer
ad everybody had to have known that. What do you think of a person in
high public office who did not contribute the information he knew was
being sought, whether or not the question was asked exactly or not? He
knew what information they wanted. And he withheld that information.,
'Now} what do you think about a man given a public trust who does sométhing

like that?

A | Well, now, you are talking about the very issue of the trial



,

4.‘i£self, and I'm not Linq to speak to that. 1 aave said, and I have --

and I happen to believe that the Lieutenant Governor from all I've known

himp ==

Q Excuse me, I'm not talking about the trial itéelf, I'm talking
about the semanéics and legéi technicalities involved, whether or not he--
conceding that he may have thought they were talking about face-to-face
conversations rather than telephone converations, he did lknow that they
wanted to find out whether John Mitchell knew about the ITT convention
offer, Mr, Reinecke had personal knowledge that Mr. Mitcheli did know
about the offer before the ITT anti~¥rust case was settled, but he did noﬁ

 contribute that information.

A | Well, it is -- you are talking about the very basis --
Q. ~I'm talking about the moral =- the moralf%y of the matter.
A You are talking about the basis of the trial. On the: other

hand, as-he himself testified, he was =- he was reminded by legal
~advisers when he got there that as a witness you don't voiunteer anything,
youvanswer the specific guestion that is asked. And as he himself saidq,
jhe had flown allAnight and given this extensive briefing, he was sent into
this == into this hearing. On the moral question, I just have to say, to
my knowledge, over the years of Ed Reinecke, he's a deeply religious man,
would consciously do anything dishonest or immoral.
Q. Then you don't accept the jury's verdict, is that it?
A . I didn't say that. I said that he wouid consciously do
anything immoral..
Q Well, the jury was ruling whether he did it Wilfuily, that was
- the point they ruled on, they found he did do it‘willfﬁlly.
A All right, this.is what they have ruled, and this is what is
(EZ%& in due process, and is being determined now. And I'm not going to
‘comment further on that. I've said what my personal opinion of a han who's
that I've known for some years is. If the conviction,is upheld, and the law
takes its dourse, there is no question about what happens. But I'm not
s goig to comment and speculate here on what should have been in his mind
or was in his mind at the time.
SQUIRE:  Thank you, Governor.

i e (YO o =
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- NEWS CONFLENCE OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
HELD AUGUST 27, 1974

Reported by
Beverly D. Toms, CSR

(This rough transcript of the Governor's press conference is
furnished for the convenience of the Capi’'.ol Press Corps. Because’ofv
the need to get it to the Press Corps. as rapidly as possible, no corrections
are made and there is no@uaranty of absolute accuracy.)

| ===000==~
GOVERNOR REAGAN: Well, good morning.

Q Governor, are you going to sign the bill allowing the Democrats

to get but of having their state convention this year? It is on your desk,

A I haven't even -- you've thrown one at me here, I haven't even
seen it or had an opportunity to look at it. I just -- I got in by plane,
I didn't know they passed such a bill, so I can't comment. ~Wait till T
see it, | ,

o - AT
Q Governor, can you comment on President FQrd‘s statement that
he may be leaning on the guestion of amhestx, to.the draft evaders?
A Yes, I think it is == I think there is a great question as to
exactly what it was he ad lidgd in that speech. And what he was sounding
out on. i'm not sure myself that he was using the proper word "amnesty"
or whether he was talking clemency after someone came back and went
through the judicial process. My position remains unchanged and I think
the national position should be. But there never has been nor should
there be such a thing as simply a blanket amnesty in which everyone is
totally forgiven and returned. I think that anyone who wants to come
back and go thfough oﬁr judicial process, then I think compassion based
on the individual situation for each individual andkcompassion ~-- clemency
for fthem, perhaps finding some way of their paying their debt other than
jail sentence, -~= this I think all of us could -- could look at because
that is in our tradition. Lincoln, for example, gave deserters amnesty
at the Civil War time on provision that they came back and served out

their enlistment, and they served without pay. There have been other

situations the same, But I think that they broke the law. And I do not

bélieve that we should establish a precedent for just a blanket forgetting
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of that particularly when you have so many who are not hesitant at all

to declare that they have no regret whatsoever about it. They don't
feel they did anything wrong in choosing the laws they would break, and
that they simply want the country to recognize them as somehow being in
the moral right;

Q Governor, isn't that inconsistent with your statement about

President Nixon--=

A No.
Q -~ not being proséauted?
A No, no, I think justice is an individual‘thing in each case.

- We are talking about punishment fitting the:crime, and as I have said
before, I think in this instance it seems the’majority of the people
feel the same way. I believe that in this instance the pUni;hment
certainly is more than adequgte for the crime.

What punishment is that, Governor?

What?

What punishment are you talking about?

In the == k

For the President.

In the resignation of the President.

He lost his job, a lot of people lose jobs.

R o B TR RN SR S

Well, I hardly think that you say this is just losing a job.

Q ‘ Governor, yoqhentioned that in the case of those people that

left the country, draft-dodgers, etcetera, that compaggion ought to be
considered aftér they have gone through the judiéial procégs. Don't you
think that compassion could be considered for former President Nixon
after he had gone through the judicial process?
A Well, I think to a certain extent he's been through a process.
The process provided by the Constitution. But when i speak about these
and the individual situation, yes, there is the -- you could have a young
man that came back who did what he did on a moral conviction and he now
wants to be reinstituted in this country, citizenship, and he's willing
to come in and admit that he broke a law and you take this into considera-
tion. On the other hand, you may have a man that literally deserted
under fire and left his comrades on either side of him while he took off.
I think this is a -=- this would be a different situation.

; -
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Q Governor, have you made any effort to contact Mr. Nixon since
he's been back in California?
A I have had a brief telephone cohversation with him, yes. I
thought it was proper, welcoming him back to California.

When was that?

It was a few days ago.
_How did he seem to you?

What? .

Y e )
How did hq/éeem, his frame of mind.

Fine, he seemed to be fine, yes.

LoTRIN- S SRR N R ©

Did he give any indication to you when he might come out of his
self-imposed seclusion?

A No, no, there wasn't any talk of anything like that. Or his
plans or anything of the kind. It was juSt - |

What did you talk about?

Purely a courteous call, and courtesy call,

Are you making any plans to visit him?.

No, I have no plans at the moment.

L oREE - B o R R

Governor, while you were in the east this last week=-end you
dropped a hint that if the Republican party moves too far away from your
philosophy that you might look with favor on a third paf%y effort. Do

yoﬁ think that now that is your only chance at the presidency in 1976,

and do you see that happening?

A No, I didn't do that exactly. A specific question was asked,
if it came down to a question of being ;oyal to a party or loyal to my
own philosophy, which would prevail, and I said obviously being loyal to
my own beliefs and my own philosophy. The tone of my remarks, I think,
that led to that question and the remarks that I gave publicly was my
reiteration that this administration, I think, and the government in
Washington is bound by a mandaéé of the people given iﬁfthe 1975 election,
the biggest majority ever given, voted I believe on ﬁhe basis of the
great philosophical difference that was so clean cut, that was laid out
for us.,. More so than in any election that I can recall. And the people
made it very clear the direction they wanted their government to take.

And I don't believe that we should forget’that mandate or that we should
allow those in government to forget.

Q Well ==

A That's what I was speaking of.

-
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Q Do you have some reason to believe that this new administration
is or has some =-- do you have s.ome indication that they are moving awgy
from this manaate?

A No, I didn't say anything of the kind. I just cited the mandate
and believed that the American people should be firm in this.

v Q Well, Governor, some conservatives are somewhat upset that

“that may be happening, pointing toward the President's statement of the
draft, the appointment of -- nominationrof Governor Rockefeller, Do you
share that concern? I mean are these =--

A No, there have been other things and some Congressmen that I
know who are closer to the scene and who I think believe, from conversa-
tions with people in the White House as to views on upcoming legislation,

o f%ﬁ’@ﬁ{ h
feel that way. My own feeling isﬁhat'this administration should have

all our support. This administration should be given very opportunity
to do the job that has to be done, But I see nothihg wrong with this
reminder that they should have the support of the people, also the
knowledge that the people want this mandate carried out. Nothing has

changed that.

Q- Governor, are you sympathetic to the position of the California

segment of Young Americans for Freedom inkwhich they said the other day
that they would do their best to prevent Rockefeller from being on the
ticket in '762 | |

A Well, here again, I think anyone starts talking about '76, you
wait and see what the record of the administration is.

Q Does that include -~

A I seem to be the dnly‘person here that's been tryihgyto say that
176, we'ought to wait for a long time before anybody decides anything
about 1976.

Q ' ' So you can't at this point endorse a Ford-Rockefeller ticket

in '76, you want to wait and see?

A No, I didn't say that..
‘(Laughter.)
A I said what's‘going to happen in '76 depends on what the
situation is.
e F
Q Because the Conservatives are disappointed about the appointment

of Nelson Rockefeller for Vice-President, do you think that nominates

- - # - :
you more of a leadiﬁé spokesman of the Conservative party?

A ' Weli, you'd have -- you'd have to ask those people in the
; 4



Republican party how they feel or whether they want a leader or not.
I'm speaking my mind and what I believe is == and has been maintained
in the polls is the basic philosophy of a majority of the American
people. Incidéntally, let me just add to your question here. Make
one thing perfectly clear.
(Laughter)

A I would think that all of us would hope»and pray that this

Al ) ‘
gﬁm;g;gggggggn in the next twq&ears will be so sucecessful that there
will be nS’quesﬁfon about 1976. Because if an administration in Wash-
ington isn't successful the load falls on all of us.
Q ‘Does it change in any way your politfgal aspirg%ions for
the future?
A No. If you say political aspirations, no, my plans remain
what they always were. I intend starting in January to speak out on
the issues that == about which I feel strongly and express my views and
to travel the mashed-potato circuit, and that remains unchanged.
Q Governor, do you have a list of invitations after January of

'*76 over the country?

A No, no, we haven't made any plans as yet.
Q Do you have any concern at all about Rockefeller's selection as

a Vice-President?

A No. The President selected him. And evidently selected him
with&he belief that he could be helpful to him in his administration.
As I said before, I hope that turns out to be correct. No question
that Nelson Rockefeller and I at times have differed, but we have had

a very cordial and friendly relationship as governors.

Q Governor, have you reéolved hd& you'll finéﬁée going on the

mashed-potato circuit next year? What you are going to be doing? How

you'll earn a living?

A No, but usually the mashed=potato circuit at very minimum

usually takes care of itself, I've had quite a number of years experience
on that and they usually provide expehses.

Q Governor, when you said you would think that all of us would hope
and pray that this administration would be so successful that there would
be no gquestion about '76, are you saying that you hope that i;:j%dent

Ford will do a good job and iqﬁe does you assume that he'lX be the nominee

and that you will support him?
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situation between now and October 1.

A That will be finz with me.
Q Governor, unless something happens back in Washington in three

days, your =-- Mr. Reinecke will step down as Lieutenant Governor. Have

you given any thought yet to a successox?

A No, I'm not~going to speculate on that. And it is no longer
a three=-day situation. The juége as of just a moment ago == now don't
all rush for the telephones, has called and said that he himself feels
that a complete review is necessary, and he has postpé%ed untif’Octgﬁer
lfany/decigion while he makes that review.

Q Doesn’t that now prolong the situation we have had now for the
last couple months where there is a guestion every time vou go out of
the state as to who legally is in charge of the state?

A Well, on the other hand, we are talking about a man and his
right to the judicial process. And if the judge who presided over the
trial and who is to pass sentence}mﬁ himself now recognized that there
may be some question as to whether this man is guilty or not, the place

that he is going to take the next two months plus a few days to review

the entire proceedings at the last trial, then I think that resolves the

0 Well, how does it resolve -- I mean aren’t we still in the
course =-- if the judicial decision -- or if the verdict is upheld and
even on October 3rd Mr. Reinecke is sentenced, then any of his actions
between the time he was convicted and the time he's sentenced and steps
down, if that's what happened, are still subject to the same question
they have been this last month.
A I don't think so.

MR, MEESE: No. There is no guestion about this situation.
There is no conviction until sentence is passed. The law is clear.,
And therefore he remains the Lieutenant Governor until such time of
conviction, at which time there is a forfeiture, And there's never been
any legal question about this.
Q Yeali, but the Attorney General suggested he step down, some way =-
he said someone could file a suit that he's not a hundred per cent sure
of it, that could be overthrown in --

ED MEESE: He's a hundred per cent sure of it, anyone could
file a suit any time they want. ;
Q Why do you suggest that Reénecke step down anyway?

5 TP
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ED MEESE: To remcve even that possibility. Anybody can file
a suit, but the law is clear. ’

GOVERNOR REAGAN: f}fthink at that time it seemed to be only
a few weeks and it looks as if it would be cut ahd dry.  The Attorney
" General -- I found myself having to say yes, it would be more convenient
" for the state. But under the situation ﬁow,where the judge himself
has expressed his concern about this, I see no probleﬁ whatsoever,
Q Governor, if someone on your sté%f was iélthat situilion,
someone on your staff had been convicted of a felony by a jury, but is
awaiting sentencing, would =-- what woufa you do in that case?  Would
you let him stay on your staff until the sentencing is doné?
A Now you are asking a hypothetical question. . Without being
able to go into each individuwal circumstance, and all,-there is a far
greater difference between someone who has been appointed by me at my
pleasure and who can be discontinued at my pleasure and someone who was
elected by the people of the State of California. And to a constittitional
dfice. Now, we'we had instances where even without waiting for a trial
to be held, but simply because I felt that even the appearance of wrong-
}doing or the bad judgment could shake the people's confidence, and I have
asked them to resign., It would depend on each individual case, and what
we were talking about. I can't give a blanket answer as to what I would
do. I think the record of our administration, the record of what we have
doné in the one or two minor inStances, where there might be a problem,
is c¢lear.
Q‘ Well, Governor, as you say, that you expressed some concern

about the Lieutenant Governor remaining in office before sentencing,

and now you say, "I see no problem whatsoever."” Well, what has come along
within that period of a month or six weeks to have changed your mind?

A The very fact that in regard -- with respect to a post-trial
motion, which we didn't even know about at the time that the Attorney
General made those statements. And as I say, what we have both said, was
it would be simplér for the state, yes, and we were talking about a few
days. Now the post-trial motion has been made and‘the judge has handed
down a decision, in one sense, that certainly indicates that there is
stillr-- must be innocence until proven guilty. I think it is an
entirely differént situation.

QR Governor, how did you find out about thé Judge's decision?
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A Just found out Ly a call this morning.
Q Did the judge call you or did someone in Washington =--

A No, the Lieutenant Governor called me because he knew I was

coming in here to a press conference.

Q What did Mr. Reinecke say to you?
A What?
Q What did he say to you?
A He justsimply rgla{ed to me that the == his attorneys had had
~abou

this call from the judge/this delay,and I said, "Is this now public

information?"® And he said, "Yes."

Q Did you discuss anything else? .

A Nope. Because I was on my way in here.

Q Has he attended any of your cabinet meetings since the jury came
n? | '

A ‘Yes.

Q | And you expect him to continue to?

A | Yes, when he's not busy on some other duties.

Q You are satisfied then that there is nd conf{ict or no possibility

. . i o - o Pl R f.
of conflict in the remaining =~ in Mr. Reinecke remaining in his office

and acting as Governor during any of your absences?

A » No, the Constitution of California is very clear on that matter.
And I also think that if you look back over the record Qf several years
that record is very clear on that matter. |

Q Governor, if that's the dase, then why do you set up this special
hot line when you've been gone out of state lately'and;why have you given
us bulletins saying that == well, "I'm going to be goné for so many

hours and therékwill be a special plane standing by or whatever, to get

me back in case I have to get here."

A Because there were so many who seemed to be so terribly
cohcerned. |

Q That's all?

A That's right.

Q You, yourself, are not concerned?

A 1 was not. And this is what I mean about the record of the past

several years. He has been -- he has filled the duties of Lieutenant

Governor, I believe, extremely well, and by comparison better than some

I -- in my memory.



Q Governor, are you going to continue those precautions if your
plans take you out of the state between now and October 1?
A Well, --

ED MEESE: We always have.
A Yes, we always have. That's what I was just going to say.
. This is not =-- we simply emphasized something that has always been true.
And this has been true from the first day I was in office when Bob

Finch was Lieutenant Governor, and true since Lieutenant Governor

Reinecke has been, and I imagine that I felt so strongly about this
remembering a situation in Los Angeles when the Governor was in Greece,
and nothing happened while Watts was burning down.

Q Was that the Lieutenant Governor you were referring to?

A -~ No, I didn't -- no, sir, I'm -- you are not going to get an
answer to that one, George.

Q Was it Bob Finch or Glen Anderson?

A A Well, neither Bob Finch nor I were hoXding offices when Watts

was burning down, We were just straight civilians.

Q Can we go on to another subject?
Q Well, I wanted to ask one more question about the presidency.

o - - -~
Governor, if President Ford decides to become =-- or declares his intention

td become a candiégte for the nomination and seems to have the support

of the majority of the Republican party, can yéﬁ cqncgzye under -any

, - - - - o preslenshal)

Circumstances undér which you might become a candidate? Regardless of
what aspirations you might have,
A No, because it has nothing to do with my aspirations. And what
- you are saying is what I havi?lready -- what vae already stated.

What's important, I think, in Washington is what is done, not who does it.
And I feel very strohgly, as I have said, about the mandate that has been
’givén by the people and if the majority of the Republican party felt

that mandate was being carried out, I'd probably be one of that majority.
Q- Governor, on another subject, when you were ruhning for Governor
eight years ago you charged Democratic Governor Brown with, "appointing hack

cronies and defeated candidates to positions of high responsibility." How

does that jive with your recent appointments of a defeated Republican

: 7 & : .
assemblyman to the Adult Authority and also one of your former press aides
to the Adult Authority, neither of whom has any particular experience

in correctional systems or law enforcement?
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A No, and I think that the ~- I think that the record of the

thousands of appointments that I have made in these several years speaks

for itself. This does not mean that everyone who has served in government

is automatically precluded from continuing to serve in government. But

I think if you will look at the total record and if ydu'will look at the

type of individual who was picked for departmental assignment and for

cabinet positions over these years, they did not necessarily reflect

someone who was'being rewarded for their party service. As a matter of

fact, we went out -- we combed the state of California, we had the help

of a citizen's committee to find the kind of péople who could come‘in

and we thought lift the level of appointments. And I think we have done

it. As a matter of fact, my colleagﬁes, Dembcrat and Republican, made

no secret of the fact that they think that California has found the

highest level of people willing to serve in government of any state

they know, and they have asked us how we did it.

Q Well, Governor, along the same line, what special qualifications
. : L Clerrt g )

or expertise do either one of these men have for that sensitive board?

A Well, you could ask.that’about almost any appointee. I was

confident that they could handle this.

Q What's different? That's the question. Certainly Governor

Brown would say the same thing if he were asked in 1966 why he made certain

appointments.

A I think the answer lies in numbers. And proportions.

And I'll -- if you look at the record of performance, and I say in these

eight years the performance of this administration has been rather

outstanding.

Q. Governor, is that an adequate answer for someone for -- for a

prisoner who is coming up for parole, to be told tlie answer is in numbers?

He's wondering about the individuals who are going to be dealing with his

fate. |

A Well, let's look at the record of -- in that particular area up

‘until how;

Q Are you saying this is something different, that now that you have

been appointing qualitative people up to now, and now you have gone back

to the == I forget Marty's phrase, but political cronies, hacks and

defeated office holders?

A '~ No, no, I haven't, But here and there there is an individual--
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for example, when some individual who is personally known to me, and I
ould judge his performance by service in some other area of government,

I had confidence and made the appointment.

. e , g -
Q Governor, did a citizen's committee have a role in these selec~
L
tions?
A We have a process that -= yes, ihat involves a great deal of

checking throughout the state on every kind of appointment. I don't
think there is a time that we just sit up here -and make one by ourselves.
Just as we do -- and have a formalized system for the appointment of
judges, that we follow, And you could talk to Ned Hutchinson about this
and find out the procedure, but it involves a great deal of checking.

Now ==

Q It is not a committee as such, it is not a state body, a man

who will sit down and consider the qualifications of your possible

appointments?

A Well, you couid ask Ned Hutchinson about how this is done. And
he could tell you. But I can tell you that the screening is very
thorough. But now we have made -~ I made appointments to County Supervisor
positions of two legislators and they seem to havekbeen upheld by the vote
of the people in both of those instances. It doesn't rule out that every
one who has served in government and served on the legislature should

a utomatically be cancelled out of any considerations. Sometimes you find
that there is great'value‘there that we can continue to give to the people
of California.

Q Governof,~can you tell us what qualifications and background

Rudy Garcia ==

A What? ) :

| | U . - | -~ -
Q What are the qualifications and background for Rudy Garcia's
appointment to the AdUlt Autﬁgrity?
A Well, could you tell me what' particular qualifications and

experience or whatever itvmight be that anyone should have?
fou have eonfidence in the humen being’s ability to judge.
Q Governor; you also promised to take judges out of politics ahd
80 per cent of your appointments have been. Republicans over the past eight
years, |
A Over the previdusﬁeight years there weren't any Democrats left.

(Laughter)
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Q Haven't you just about exhausted all the Republicans?
A What?

Q Haven't you just about exhausted all the Republicans?
A The funny thing is that does not have a consideration,

, ;
Our system of appointing judges has been to take eery individual who

~. wants to nominate himself, who wants to be proposed by someone else,

and all of those names go through a screen.ng process, of a committee
consisting of the judiciary, of thi?ocal‘bar, of their fellow citizens
ﬁ@éof the State Board of Governors, 15 of the 16 members of which are

Democrats, and when that spread sheet comes back to me with their ratings

- we pick from the top of the list those with the best rating. And I

o,

will challenge anyone here when it comes to judicial appointments, you

go out and check with the legal profession of California from top to
bottom, and they will tell you there has never beén eight years of better
selection of judges or better quality of judges than has been selected

by this administration,

Fa f‘ & ‘/'
Q And the 80 per cent Republicans is just coincidental then?
A Yes.,

o) Even though Republicans are like thirty-five per cent of

registered voters?
A That's right.
s s K4 -
Q Governor, are you concerned that the Rules Committee may hold
P ;
up some of your appointments, though, and not pass them along?

A ' I have been concerned, yes. I think there is a rather unusual

game that's bee@blayed == 1s being played. I was encouraged when they

~ finally passed some of them through. There is a gigantic backlog up

there, But -~ and I think this is again by acts -~ some individuals

trying to change the Constitution.

o
Qo - Governor, Assemblyman Wood, what has he done as a legislator

not known for his correctional legislation to distinguish himself to be

¢ -
appointed to the Adu{t Authority? He's known as a rural legislator,

ﬁ\mostly interested in agriculture.

A Yes, but you also know him as a man, you know his abilities.

He -- before that he had experience in local government in his own area.
You are talking about a man who is going to sit there and pass judgment
on a human being on the basis of the man's conduct and so forth, as to

whther he can be trusted to go back out on the street.

VOICE: Gentlemen, for the record, Wood was not defeated.
-12-



He was reapportioned out of office.
Q Retired,
SQUIRE: Any more questions? Thank you, Governor.
GOVERNOR REAGAN: Oh, there was one, Squire -- could I -- there

was one that had his hand up when that interruption came.

&

Q Governor, can I change the subject? It was reported to U. S.

- - ; - - - R . .
News and Worfa Repor%ﬁ that you are a top choice for Vice President,

however you insisted that President Ford agree to step aside in 1976.

The President is reported to have said, "No deal.” Can you comment on
that?

A You got to be kidding. I haven't readbthe magazine.

Q Have you been in touch with the White House?

A No, I have had not:a word with President Ford since he was Vice

President Ford and sat beside me at lunch in the Republican convention in
San Jose. No, there was no such thing. I never felt that I was in
consideration., There has never been any such contact made and this is
absolutely invented out of hole cloth, and I'm surprised -=- you said it
ws United States News and World Report?
Q : ‘U. S. News and World Report.
A I could have thought some’publications that might have -~ I
can't understaﬁd them,
Q | Governor, is there any reason you haven't talked’-- turning
that around, is there any reason you haven't talked to President Ford?
A I just haven't had anything to say. I guess he hasn't had any
reason to call me. ‘

(Laughter)

~==000 ==~
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NEWS CONFERENCE OF GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
\ HELD SEPTEMBER 4, 1974
Reported gy
Beve;ly D. Toms, CSR
: (This rough transcript of the Governor's newsiconference is furnished
" to the members of the Capitol News Corps for their convenience only.
Because of the need to get it to the press as rapidly as possible, there

are no corrections made and there is no guaranty of absolute accuracy.)

o v

GOVERNOR REAGAN: I have a statement. Last Saturday the
legislature made -~ 0ops. I look better in the dark anyway.
{Laughter)
Q Thank you, Governor.
A You bet. Wait till he turns on his Brownie. All set?
Q Wait a minute, you got some coples c¢oming along.
A ¥es. Yes, the copies are coming out there.
(Whereupon Governor Reagan read News Release No. 502.)
Q Do you think that the two year session is a failure or just the

members involved in it?
A Well, a two year sessin has grown out_pf the full-time legislature
that was -- I myself supported the idea back in '66, and I suggested
tnat both of these, I think should be -- now that they have had an
opportunity to work,I think should be reviewed as I have suggested by
a Blue Ribbgn CitiZens Comﬁittee to determine if this is the effective
wey to go.
Q Governor, do you see any redeeming social value in a two-year
session?
A Well, on the basis of that one time it does not seem to have changed
anytning.
Q  One of the arguments that Charlie Warren mentioned is, if it hadn't
akbeen for a two-year session he wouldn't have been able to get through an
Energy Conservation Bill, in that sense he thinks'it'is healthy.
I just wonder if you looked at both sides of the coin.
A I have seen in these several years -- I've seeh them come back With
a revised version of a bill and reintroduce it in the very next session,
if it ié something they really,want and we need, we manage to do that.

Q Governor, what are your impressions of the gubernatorial campaign

-



so far?

Q Can we stick on this?
Q I'm soxxry.
o} Governor, I assume you mean the governor -- the next governor shoulc

appoint a Blue Ribﬁgn Cﬁmﬁissionp is that what you are talking about?

A However this is determined, it is obviously too late in the --
too late for me, and -—-

Q Why, but this is not the first time --

A | Whether this would be a governor's appointment or whether this
should be fraem the legislature itself, because again we have the

s eparation of powers. So -~

e 7
Q Governor, what's your guestions about the full-time legislature

concgpt? You said that should be reviewed, too.

A Well, as I said, the == nothing seems to have -- it doesn't
seem to have the improvements that we were supposed to have from

the time when legislators were citizens who came up here to do the
state's business and then return to their own businesses anﬁ%rofessionsa
And I would suggest that the commission should take a look and see
whetherngﬁave improved the situation or not.

Q Do you think the situation could be improved ever simply by
changing the machinery ox’is there something else beycnd that?

A - Well, it is worth taking a look at. As I say, there have

been many fine legislators and have themselves expressed coﬁcern in the
last few years with the way things are goihg, and I've heard this from
both sides of the aisle.

Q Governor,'along with that full-time legislature, bigéer salé;ies,
do you think that should be revfewed, too?

A Well, I've suggested a -- I wouldn't like to stand here and
suggest to the committee what the committee should come up With or
resolve, I think the entire picture of representative government in
California should possibly be reviewed by this =-- by such a committee,

Q Would the governor appoint the committee?

A : I just answered that, I‘m not sure. it is a separation of
powers. I haven't thbught as to who should ~- as to whether the
governor should.

Q It seems it might be contradictory. You are talking about
being isolated in Sacrameﬁto, but yet you want them to go on a full week.

Did you mean if»they went on a full week they wouldn't have to be here



so many months, there could be more months at home?

A Was it

Hugh Burngﬁggzd that air conditioning in the
Capitol destroyed the legislature?

(Laughter)
Q Governor, you've experienced similar end of session bills in
previous years, how come you are just now recommending some sort of a
Blué Ribbon Task Fogzej%tudy this proble.a?
A Well, you start first of all with a matter of the separation of
powers that you try to observe. But the second thing is, first we went
to the full-time and we have =-- each time you give it a chance to work,
and then we went to the two~year, and we've had a chance to see it work
and the same thing has resulted. Wg%assed about =-- throughout the whole
y ear they passed out about roughly 600 bills. In the last week they
have passed out more than a thousand.
Do you know how many you have waiting?
What's that?
How many bills you have down there waiting for you to sign now?
It will be something more than a thousand. |

o

; P P
Governor, you say it cost $52 million & year to run the legisla-

SN S o B A =

ture. How wasteful do you think that body is of the public's money?

LY

Well, here again there is no way to know because there is ==
one of you, I think, recently received an answer to that question when
you asked for some accounting of one of the body‘s‘spending and were
told that it was no one's business but their‘own.

Q Governor, you have the constitfitional authg}ity tg‘triﬁ the
legislature's budget, why haven’'t you exercised it?

A Well, very practical considerations. First of all, there is
the separation of powers. Second of all, however, there is the matter
of what would happen to any governor who attempted by budgeting to

blue pencil when obviously all it would take is a two-thirds vote of the
legislature to override that veto, and then open up the whole retaliatory
thing, the contest, in which they could get even by deleting £he
executive branch'budget and there isn't anything you can do about that
because you can't override their veto, when you are in this spot.

Whatever they take out cannot be put back in.

N L e a/ )
Q Couldn't you veto some of these pensiOn bills that have been
coming down and‘been signed? The ones that cause a lot of controversy
now?
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A ~Well, as I say, again this -- in the separation of powers I've
tried to observe that.

- - -
Q Are you saying that you actually feared retaliatory action by
the legislature if you tampered with their -- with their private
programs?
A Oh, I think this is what practically you are talking about.
If you try to use your budget authority jetween the various branches.

Q Governor, you have a thousand bills before you, will you be

able to take care of those before you leave the state?

A Well, we are going to be working at them. We have ﬁ“;&EZY
period =-

ED MEESE:
A == in which to deal with these bills. A great many of them

I'm sure aren't going to take too much time for these.  There are

“many of them minor and technical word bills and those one-word change

bills and so forth. But I think that =- I understand your gquestion,

Squire, I'1l sign or veto anything that has to be signed or vetoed.

. . £ v
Q Governor, specifically are you inclined to sign the bill which
o -~ - - - - :
rolls back the‘smog_devfge program £6r 1966-70 automobiles outside the
bz sn '

L. A, air pbase?
A Well, now, don't ask me to comment =- start commenting on any
one of those thousands yet, because they have just‘come down. They

will all go through the usual process with the cabinet and staff. And

-I'd rather not get into that. If T start trying to comment or guess

on one of them before we have seen it or studied it, I could be here for
a thousand of them.

Q The reason I askkyau that is that during recent visits to
Riverside you did state you favored such legislation.

A Yes. . Now we are talking about a general thing as against

a specific piece o%legislation. I have to also say that in Riverside
sdme of the statements that I made in'the informal discussion down there
the other day have not been interpreted -- my legislative intent was

misinterpreted.

| Q So you are saying you are inclined to sign the Holmdahl Bill,

is that right, is:that what you are saying?

A I'm saying I'm not commenting on specific bills.
(Laughter)
Q Would you say when are you going to take some action on it?

In the next few days? Because they are meeting on the 1llth.
_ ey ! , - 7



A Yes, this is one I think must immediately be taken up, because

there are decisions that have to be made as Mr. Simmons has pointed out

already. Members of the press.

(”:Shmeg:)
Q Governor, d@es the fact that the HolmdahLﬂB&ll leaves out the
s 43
Soutgﬁbast é%r bé@glpose a problem for you? Do you have: some question

. e - corp
about the state setting off the 8South €oast Air f%ﬁééfrom enforcement

of this program?

A No, I think it mentioned about what I said in Riverside, is that
you have to recognize the South €ocast Hir é%gzﬁdiffers very drastically
from Modoc County, or Nevada County or some of the other counties and
their problems. And this has been one of the problems that I have
thought we should be%aying more attention to, is statewide cures for
what is a problem peculiar to one area.

Q Well, Governor, speaking of -- new subject? Speaking of Modoc
County, they say as Modoc County goes, so goes the state. Have you
talked to people up there? Are they voting for Flournoy or Brown up
there?

A Well, I don't know,the first thing that anyone did to me when I
got there at the fairground was to pin a Flournoy button on me, which

I hadn't brought myself, being a non-political trip. I don't know how
Modoc County is going to go.

Q So you think they are going to go for Flournoy, is that what you‘

are saying?

A They seem enthusiastic.

Q " What are your impressions of the rade so far?

A Of course I believe he's the best gualified man for this job,
thre is no question about that. You can accuse me of partisanship on

that, if you want to, but I think in the camgaign so far that his
opponent has’had difficulty making up his mind, whether he really is
running against Hugh Flournoy. I think for a while he was running
against me, but then just the other day, over Labor Day it seemed like

he was running against Herbert Hoover. As soon as he settles oh an
opponent we will be able to get a better 3udgment of how he' s campalgnlng
Q ~ He says you are wasting public money by not --— with your freeze

on the building of state -- state office bulldlnqs. Wastxng $21 million

 dollars by renting building space. What is your response?
A ' ‘I‘think there is a point at which you can go overboard in renting.
I think there is another point, however that you should figure, when

=B



+he state builds it takes land off the tax base at the local level of

government, off the property =-ax base. And there are some economics
involved there in both renting and government building, and which I
don't think that it is necessary that the state should build every
single space that it needs to occupy. I think this could be wasteful.

I do think that, yes ~- I think there is some building to be done. But

I don't --
Q You agree with Mr. Brown?
A What?
Q You agree with Mr. Brown?
A Never.
{Laughter)
A We differ in a matter of degrees.
Q What's altered your opinion now about the need for a to€gl

-
freeze on statebuilding, state office building?

&~

VERNE ORR: Governor, two vears ago we put thif%y million
dollaés in forrlegislagure buiiainge They haven't started yet. That
would remove a great deal of the rental space in Cali~- in Sacramento.
We added to it this year.

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes, we haven't had such a freeze. As a
matter‘of fact, we asked the legislature for the use of some money for
building both north and south earlier this year, and were refused.

As a matter of fact, we wanted, if I recall it was theoil revenues that
we had wanted.

VERNE ORR: We asked for an L. A. building and they toock that
out of the'budget.

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Yes, the new state building there, because

the o0ld building doesn't meet the earthquake standards.

-
Q Governor, there is a study of building space needs in state

government that's being done b§ General Services. It was due last
November, and has apparently been held up in General Services, has not
vet been released. When will that be made available?
a I wish I Kknew, |

VERNE ORR: I don't know, either, I see the draft of it, but
I don't know when it will bé ready for release.
Q Governor, the Departmen%?f Wager Resources came out with its

- o o § ] . .
environmental impact report on the Peripheral Canal this morning. What

i . - - Ea - &
is your position on wheth@r the candl should or should not be built?

...e;,
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A Well, I happen to be one who's always favored the canal and I
favor it from an enviromentai standpoint, actually, because the present
system of pumping out of the delta in my mind is harmful to the environ-
ment. It has reversed the stream flow in certain streams, the pumping.
Streams that were spawning streams for fish, for trout, for salmon, and
Fish and Game can account that in some of those streams because’of the
confusion of the fish, which is supposed to swim upstream to its spaWning
'graund, and suddenly finds itself éwimming downstream because that flow
has been reversed by a pump, they just don't spawn. They turn’around
and go the other way. And I believe with proper protection for the
quality of water in the delta this can be achieved very easilf. That
this is the easiest and the best way to move the water past the delta.
Q Governor, had there not been the hassle in the Senate ovef
your appointees, do you think this news conference would have dealt
with this today? What I'm trying to say; are you critical because
'of the hassle or had you thought of this before?
A No, as a matter of fact, I even questidned for a time whether
I’should even leave that paragraph in this statement today for fear |
that just that, someone might make that assumption. No, I think that it
was an unprecedehted action. I don't recall it being donekbefore. It
certainly has neVer been done to me before in these several years, and
I don't == in my memory have any knowledge of it ever héppening to any
o ther governér, but no, I think that the spectacle of more than a thousand
bills being passed in sessioms that run through the night, that run
continuously for hours in which it is obvious that no one can even read
the bills, with amendments being offered that weren't even read - this
. (legroraficea ) e
happened last year, or I mean the last session before the two year
session began. ~ If you will remember then, in one all night session they
passed down several hundred bills, including hundreds of miilions of
dollars of spending. The stories that have come out of this last
kseséion, of men who were voted on roll call votes and at midnight they
“““““ ’dsccver they hadn't been there since morning -- the devicé of the
roll call vote, the automatic roll call voting, of taking that vote on
a non-controversial measure and then simply taking number aftér number
of‘a bill up and asking for permission to record the’same roll call vote
on it, many individuals not being there and not undersanding what the
'bill was about, I just think that it is not the way to do business for
the state of California. Maybe they‘couldkstart one improvement by
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reversing it, you know. Do vhe thousand bills in the rest of the year,

and 600 in the last session.

e

Q On state buildings, do you expect to be doing some groundbreaking
-

for the mansion soon?

A I hope s0.

Q Is there any time of the week, t > weeks or a month or two
months?

A I don't know.

VERNE ORR: Bids are due in September 24,‘isktheir expectation,
and soon after that they will be able o award the bid and they will start
construction, hopefully, I guess, might break ground the first week in
October,
Q Governor, will you try to accelerate the mansion construction
in light of Jerf§ Browg‘s comments that he won't live there and might
turn it into a children's home or something?
A Well, I know that he's concerned and I suppose it is because
the house that we planned to build there is too small for him. He
prefers to go bac@énd live in the one that's 4,000 square feet bigger
than the one that's presently being built. But having no family or
anything, I thought that 12,000 square feet of floor space ought to be
enough for him out there. He might learn to love it out there in the
fresh air. I am hopeful that we don't have that problem at all because
I hope that come January he'll be providing his own domicile some place
and someone else will be --
Q | Governor, what's going to happen to the residence here you are
now renting or being rented for you?
A I suppose that the owners of it will put it up for sale.
Q Do you think they will make it availggle to the next Gove:nor
du:ing the interim, before the mansion --
A You'll have to ask them, and the legislature. It is between
them and thevlegislature. I must say we have enjoyed it very much aﬁd
enjoyed living there. And it was a contrast with the other placé.
Q | Back to the Blué'Ribbdngitizég‘s Task Force, I'm jus£ not sure
how something like that would operate. You have admitted that you have
got a fear of retaliation if you take some action in trimming legislative

éxpenditures. If a task force is appointed by the legislature, won't

it be just a == in effect, a whité:yash of legislative activities?  How

oy



can you get something out that will actually have a meaningful effect
on the legislature?
A Well, on this basis -- look, you are jumping to some conclusions.

Maybe $52 million dollars is a proper amount for a legislature, I

don't know. I put in here this is an indication of the growth of what
has happened in the efforts going‘to full time, that going to the two-
yeé? ses;ion and all, and ali I'm saying now is since the problems that
we were told these moves would solve are still with us, that maybe it is
time to take a look. The Blue RiBbon Coﬂgission might decide that

you could still .have this session and find ways to alleviate the
problems. I'm gquite sure that some of this last-minute rush would have
lbeen unnecessary if the leadership of the majority party had really

led the way they should. For example, theré are scores and scores of
bills, hundreds of bills that are technical bills that literally change
one word in the law. It seems to me that author's pride, for a
legislator to have his name on a bill, that many of these could have been
committee bills. The whole committee process earlier in the year, the
Wtnesses being brought up here to «-’for an open hearing on a committee
bill, and then finally one or two committee members in attendance

and then it being put over and so forth == I just think that we can

start --

Q Any more guestions?
5. * :5" Oﬁf 'n*
Q Yes, Sgulre, Jjust one. Governor, have you communicated with

President Ford since your last press conference with us in which you

remarked about amnesty and some other subjects of national interest?
A No, I've had no direct communication =-- Oh, I've =~ I'‘ve
addressed one or two letters to the President, but on specific routine
state matters that require his attention.

Q Mr. Flournoy said that -- or his staff people gaid he is going
to fly to New York to try to see some of Mr. Rockefeller's financial
backers, to get‘Some money for his campaign. Do you plan to try and
raigé money for Flournoy outside of California?

A No, I'm committed for all the campaigning I'm going to do, and
outside of thesstate I will be campaigning for Congressional, Senate
and Gubernatorial candidates that have been determined in advance by
the Republican Governor's Conference, by the Congressional and the
Senate campaign committees.

SQUIRE: Thank you, Governor.
.



Q Just one, have you received any word what former Senator

Kuchel is going to get from the Ford administration? Position,

A Well, no, I thought it was published, though, at one point.
Q There was a report he was going to become Ambaésador to the
United Nations, but that's not official.
A That's all that I know, is what I've read.

SQUIRE: Thank you, Governor.

=00 Q==
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GOVERNOR REAGAN: I have a statement, opening statement.

(Whereupon Governor Reagan read News Release No. 531.)

GOVERNOR REAGAN: Because of this particular issue I brought
Assemblyman McLennan here with me, and I have to saY'I hope the people
of California recognize that it was Assemblyman McLennan by authorihg -
not only authoring the bill, but keeping this issue alive on behalf of
the people. I think that he's responsible now for at least the
possibility of resolving this issue once and for all. So I have him

nere with me for any questions that you might have about the particular

legislation.
Q Dr. McLennan, you are in a very tough race for re-election
because of the reapportionment. Do you think that the Democratic

leadership is going to let you carry that bili and are yog@oing to
insist on 1it?

ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN: . Oh, I will certainly endeavor in every

(Grension)

way possible to carry thq?bill. I expect there would be some obstruc-
tive tactics used to try to get it away from me. But I want it for
the benefit of the people of the State of Califofnia. I'm not doing
it for any personal glory of any kind, I just --
v '~ So you have no pride of authorship -- Assemblyman Gonzalves
would carry it, that wouldn't bother you?

ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN: Well, it would be a little bit upsetting.
I'd carried it this long énd then it would be turned over to my opponent.
But this is not the =-- the most urgent thing on my mind anyway, right
at this time. |
Q Thank you.
) Governor Reagan, if the Democratic leadership decides to‘convene
and tiien adjourn and not meet again until Monday so as to observe the
high holy days, would you have any objection to that?

s .



A (By Governor Reagan) Well, there isn't anything that I could
do apout it. That is their prerogative, they can do that. The

only point that I’'ve made, having had three opportunities to deal with
tnis in the last session and being able to send down to my desk 1184
bills in ten days, I don't see that there would be any reason or justi-
fication for not treating with this on Wednesday and getting home in
plenty of time for the beginning of the high holy days.

Q : Governor, are you being critical of the Democratic leadership
for having passed the bill originally or having failed to repeal it
once the bonanza features of it became apparent?

A I'm critical of them for not having repealed it once we knew the
extent of it and what the problem was.

Q Governor, can you clgiify again wha? yéh thought the amendments
to this procedure wé}e a few years ago?

A Yes, the original bill when it was passed in '66 was a bill --
at that time we'd had the one-man one-vote decision and it was mainly
aimed at the Senate, And suddenly men, by this change, this court
decision in Washington, suddenly have their careers and their entire
districts just simply pulled out from under them and it seemed like a
fair bill at thetime; Then a few years ago, in '71, this was augmented
and changed. I don't think that any one of us saw -- first of all, I
start from the standpoint of in the separation of powers, of usually
kaving to the legislature thos%ﬁatters that are purely theirs. But

in signing it I don't think that any of us -- and I don't charge that

the legislature really envisioned the manner in which it -- now it

develops it can be used.

Q What mannef is that you are talking about?

A Well, the fact that without any regard to reapportionment, that
in a reapportionment year anyone can quit or decide to run for another
d&fice and whatever he does, and walk away with his full pension beginning
at wnatever age.

Q You say it is being abused and interpreted too loosely?

A No, I'm afraid that we found out that this is what the bill

actually said.

Q Governor; you didn't see that when you signed it then?
A HNo.
Q Governor, in 1971 Frank Lanterman carried a bill which extended ;

these early bonus benefitsgand it was very clearly debated in the
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legislature at that time.

A Well, the bill was passed and, as I say, I've observed the
separatiion of’poweés of the legislature. I haven't intervened in
their particular affaire.

Q - Governor, why did you call a special session fifteen miﬁutes
aftér the legisiZture called a special session?

A Well, I didn't know‘that the legislature was =-- had called one
in fifteen minutes, I had had the leadership, the Democratic

1l eadership contacted as to whether it would be worthwhile to call a

special session. I was aware of the public sentiment in agreement with

it. But there was no point in calling them back when they had refused
three times to deal with this during the last session, if they Were going
to do the same thing. So I was informed by them it would be an exercise
in futility. They hed no intention of doing anything about it and it
would be useless to call them back into special session.

Now, the public pressure built -- thanks to Assemblyman
McLennan, and built to the place that the word was brought to me that
-the Democrats were ready now toigo into special session, but the talk
at the time that I called the session was that they were discussing,
well, going into a session sometime down the line in the next few
wWeeks. I fel%}hat the people feeling as they did, deserved better
than that and, as I say, it is something that could be settled in an
hour, they could be here’and on their way home in the same afternoon.
And I called the ﬁeeting for Wednesday, which is the soonest I thought
we could.

Q Governor, for just years, and previous Gevernors, too, you sat
idly by while the legislature did funny things with their own operating
budget, trebled it, probably. Spe;t a lot of that money for increased
campaign activities by their staff. Took junkets without filing
meaningful reports. Did all kinds of things. And you've observed a
hands off policy. What's so differené§ aboﬁt this?

A Well, I don't ﬁhink that's exactly a fair description. I have
spoken out and been quite critical of a great many things that the
legislature does in running its affairs upstairs.

0 Yeah, but you had == you know, with your blue pencil, you had
the opportunity to focus public attention squarely on it, make them
justify some of the things that they did.

A And as I said the other day in here, I was well aware alSo of
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the limitations of power in the separations of power that the Executive
branch could be treated with obstructionism at the same time that you
attempted to use the budget with regard to the legislative affairs.
While I could take out what they put into the budget, I could not put
back anything they have taken out. And when you are hanging under
literally a blackmail threat of what they could do simply by wiping out
whole areas of staff, whole sections of the’executive branch, and thexe
woudln't be any recourse under this setup of being the governor of the
minority party while they are the majority party in the legislature.

No, I == I recognize the realities.

- &
Q Governor, do you think that a retiriﬁg legislator, you know,
} - L &
prior to the age of 60, is entitled to any compensation for the -- for

his service and the risk he takes? Anything at all?

A That what? |

Q Do you think that a retiring legislator prior to the age of 60
is entitled to any compensation for the risk he takes or for the service
he renders?

A Well, I think thatk—— first of all, you know, we have a very

generous pension plan. As a matter of fact, it is extremely generous

with regard to the employees contribution. And this plan would be

unchanged.  There is only one facet of it that would be changed and
this is the early retirement provision. I saw the justice at the time
of the whole one-man one~vote change when that took place. I didn't

have any particular guarrel with that. But I believe that now as we
envision this beyond that point going on to cover just every contingency,
no, I think that there is no justification for this.

Q Do you think it.is justified to maintain early retirement for
legislators who are in fact affected by reapportionment in the future?
A Well, Bob, would you like to answer what your bill does about
that? ;

ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN: Yes, I see no justification for a
guarantee just because of reapportionment taking place any more than a
freeway coming by and changing the route of traffic for a man running
a filling station. I think this is the risks you take when you become
elected to office. If you get defeated, regardless of reapportionment,
I think this is one of the risks you take in serving the public.

Q Governor, you said that‘you felt it was justified ten years ago.
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Why is it not justified now?
A Well, I thought it was justified ten years ago does not mean
necessarily that I could foresee what would happen an%pow it went. It
seemed a logical and a fair thing at the time. I, as a matter of fact,
wasn't a part of government at that time. I didn't have any particular
guarrel with it, Now we have seen this extension of it.  The place,
where as I say, they can just choose to quit or be defeated in the
normal process of election and they now want protection against even
that, the hazard of being defeated when they run for office. This
could mean that someone who is voted out of office because he has been
incompetent and so forth is rewarded er that for the rest o%his life.
I can see a great many things that perhaps we did not seé in 1966.
ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN: I might add just one thing there, that
the salary of the legislators at that time was $6,000 a year when this
was voted in '65. And it is a little different than getting $19,000
that =-- what they are getting now. So I think the circumstances were
quite different as the Governor has mentioned.
Q Governor, there's some talk that legislation may be proposed to

reduce th%pension benefit but not eliminate it totally. Will you

accept legislation if that were the only bill that came to you that
would redﬁce the pension benefit but noﬁ eliminate it totally?

A wWell, now, you are asking me to comment on hypothetical
legislation that might come down and 1'd rather not give a hypothetical
answer. I'd have to wait and see what it was they did.

Q Governor, Mr. Brown and others have said that there is in effect
a contract between members and the state, and that it would be plain
illé&al télaboff that contract. Or one provision of that contract.

Do you have legal advice that it can be done?

A I uave better legal advice than the Secretary of State.
0 On this issue?
A On all issues.
(Laughter)
Q Are you saying it is legal then? Governor, are you saying it

would be legal to do so?

A I'1l refer to my legal advisers.
ED MEESE: I'll refer to Mr. McLennan.
ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN : Well, we anticipated this, of course,

and we got a direct opinion from George Murphy himself, who wrote an
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opinion by —-- with his own researéh that we were completely on legal
constitutional grounds in our efforts to rescind this program.

GOVERNOR REAGAN: That George Murphy being the Legislative
Counsel.
Q You say == did you really expect the legislature can dispose
of this guestion in a matter of a couple of hours? What do you mean by
a couple of hours, two -- three, what?
A I mean a couple of hours. That gives them time to say hello
to each otheqénd tell the latest story they have heard while they are
home and everything else. I figure ghat any legislature could send
down to my desk more than a thousand bills in four days, they didn't
give a couple of hours to each one of those; they couldn't have, there
aren't that many hours =-- so I figure they shouldn't have any trouble
at all in passing one bill, at say, the same relative speed.
0 The bill would still have to go out to print, apparently,
through the normal committee process. ‘Public Employees and Retirement
Committee is still in thqbrocess of being reconstituted.
A I still stand on it, that this bill that has been before them,
this bill that has had committee hearing, this bill that has moved
through the branches of the legislature, that they'have had several
opportunities to do it, there is no reason in the world why they cannot

Gransrin)

be on their way home after having voted on thisﬁbill.
Q Governor, it 1s possible that the legislature cpuld call
itself -~ reconvene itself and éonsider other legislation. Would you
say now flatly that you will not sign any legislation‘that may conceivably
pass in a general session? |
A No, I didn't say that. And I realize they have that power.
They always have had that power. They can do that at any time they
want to. I would think that it might strike the people strange, the
expense of an added session, having rushed through the flood of legisla-
tion they did in order to meet the adjournment aeadline and get out of
here, that they now would come back and add to the taxpayer's woes by
taking up business after the end of a two-year session. Business that
very easily could have been handled. It is significant that they
passed 1184 bills in ten days and only passed 500 and some bills in_all
of the rest of the two=-year session,
Q Governor, some of the Democratic leadership seems to think that

your decision to jump into this thing and call a special session on this
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one topic is designed to help‘Hugh Flournoy. Would you comment?

A No, it was designed for one thing only. Every once in a while,
fortunately,‘in‘this administration of mine, we have had the support

of the people on something, There would have been no welfare reforms
if the people == public opinion had not forced them on a hostile
legislature =- hostile legislative leadership that_in‘the beginning
refused to allow me to even present those proposals"to them. The same
thing has been true although it too longer in propertyvtax reforms.

The same thing was true with regard~to’implementing capital pﬁnishment
and a number od&hings of that kind. And here again we've had the
people making itkunmistakably plain how they feel. Now I didn't wait
necessarily fOr that. As I said, I asked -- had our,people ask the
legislative leadership WOuld there be any useful purpose served in my
'calling a special session. I was ready to and wanted to and the only
"reason I held back was when I was informed by the majority, and‘I

can't do anything about that majority vote, that no, they would take

" no. useful action infsuch a session. Then; however when they themselves
felt the pressure of public opinion and moved - indicated they were
f@@@ww@%’

going to come back and deal with this, Eroblem, I’then, to expedite it
andlget it called as quickly as poss1ble, called the SpeClal~SESSlQn
myself. | ’ | | |

o) Well, it,is a fact, isn't it, that Mr.yFlournoy would benefit
;from it all, as it stands now, being --

’A, Well, 1 don t know in what way he’would benefit Of course

ne agrees With me, but then I think -- and he agrees With Assemblyman
Mcnennan, but I think also every right—thinking personndoes. As a
'matter of fact, let me,makefone thing plain;lthis is not a'blanket
indictment of Democrats, perf§§§i:becauseil have also‘had communication
fromkindiVidual'Democratic legislators within the last few dayskbegging

me to call the special session, and disagreeing'totallyfwith their

leadership.

Q Who,‘GoVernor? v

A What?

9 - Which Democratic legislators have contacted you?

A : I'm not goingnto use their'names, who communicated with me, and

cause them problems with their peers on the Democratic side in the future.
Q You won'trreveal your -sources then?

A What?



(Laughter)

A  Well, one is a co-author of this legislation, Wadie Deddeh.
I don't think there is ahy question about how he feels‘and I don't think
he'd mind my saying so. |
Q “ May I ask Mr, McLennan, rules have to be walved to have this
thing’heard without the.thlrty—daykwaltlng perlod., Does that require
54 vo{es in the Assembly?'k Did you check thaéput?

| ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN : Yes, in’fact the vote on the bill will
reqﬁire‘54 votes because it is an urgenoy bill.
Q | But to haVe it heard id%he'firstkplace‘without ~- or to waive
the’rules, isn't == doesnf%that require unanimous consent?

ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN: No, not’unanimous;consent. I think

it is just a two-thirds -- a majority in the Rules Committee would
have to vote on the waivering the rules,‘I'm sure, and theh if the
rules were waivered in the Rules Committee we could hear it immediately
in the‘Retirement Committee,’and then have a floor vote on it within a
very short time. It would require 54 votes in'the Assembly.
Q ’Governor, Speaker McCarthy has intimated you would like the
legislature out of town when you do your end of ~- rather yourkdeadline
vetoing. Ahy truth to that suspicion? |
A ’ Well, he's part right. I find that a oertain oalm settles over
the Capitol when‘they are out of town at any,time. I have something
the feeling afteacher’must haveyﬁhen'the students have all fled out the
door ativaCation time, But, no, I'm well aware of the fact that they
could brlng themselves back in any. session and 1f they feel strongly
enough they will do it. And I'm also well,aware that in my calling a
épecial session they can recess that Sessionfand theh meet again in
general sesSion. : So I think he would just -- he was Just giving voice
to the polltlcal season.
Q Governor, you said some legislators had cohtacted you about your
calling a spec;al session and many leglslators were telllng us they
received a lot of heat from thelr constituents. Had many people wrltten

Cpady wren s/ j
you or called you, constltuents, voters, complalnlng about 1t7 Have

you recelved much mail on that?

A Yes, as a matter of fact, we have had more mail thanfon any other
single_ issue in this two-year session. A floéh of{mafi.

Q How many letters,’Governor? 4Estimate.

A,: well, jﬁst in the last few days I know that it's:topped a
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thousand.
Q How much mail have you had, Dr. McLennan?

ASSEMBLYMAN McLENNAN : We stopped counting a couple weeks ago
after 2500 letters came to our office individually. This was in
addition to petitions signed by hundreds of people and also calls to --
over the telephone coming to my -- both my district office and to this
office. And I might say that at least 90 per cént of all the guestions

and conversation in any of my appearances has been in regards to this

C;n¢ﬁ5;aﬁ}

program tnat we've been endeavoring to repeal.

Q How do you feel about this, doctor? You are a freshman
Assemblyman. You admitted sometime earlier that you didn't know very
much about the parliamentary maneuvering that are involved in something
like this. Do you feel like David slaying Goliath?

McLEINNAN: I've had a crash course in parliamentary procedure in the last
two months, I would say, and I've learned more, I'd say, in this time
than I have for many, many months and years in other subjects. But
it's bee%é very revealing thing that the power of the news media and the
power of the people's wishes can make such a dramatic change that would
completely =- the door slammed so dramatically‘in our face that every
attempt up here during the session, and when the people became riled
up enough about a suject they got in contact with their legislators and
now we have had a reversal of the interest, certainly, to the extent that
we'll have a chance to vote.on it and the people can know how their ~—.

their representatives will be voting, so =-=

Q Lo vou feel it is a personal victory for you?
ASSEMBLYMAN McLENHAN: Well, I == I really don't. I don't
take any great credit. I think it's == I've got a staff and an office

personnel, and I've got an organization in my campaign down there that
won't quit and I have to giv%host of the credit to them, plus the news
media, I take no personal credit fo%ﬁt.
GOVERNOR REAGAN : I can give you some personal credit. I
think that he may refer to himself as a freshman, but I think he stopped
being a freshman ‘wheh you learn how much can be done not by shedding
: ligh£ but by raising the heat level. And he sure raised the heat level

in the legislature.

VOICE: Thank you, Governor.
GOVERNOR REAGAN: Thank you.
——_oOo-—.—...-
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