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“E . CLARK: Yelcome, all of you, to ISSUES AND ANSWERS
We are going o begin here in California with Governor
Jerry Biown, the youngest, at the age of 38, and the nevesi
of the Democratic candidates. Though he got in late, he has
won two primaries in Maryland and Nevada and was given credi:
for the victory of ‘he uncommitted delegates last week in
Rhode Island and he is a heavy favorite in Tuesday's primary
here in California.

Governor, as this primary season draws to a ciose wie
would like to have you begin by telling us what single s
or probiem you found voters most concerned with and what
you would do about it if you became President

GOVERNOR BROWN: Well, the central issue in America
today is the fact that most people stop listening to
peiitical leaders. The rhetoric and the talk comiug
out of Washington just doesn't ring a choxrd of truth in
people's ears, and then, when you add it to the scandzle
chat everymorning's newspaper brings home, it is ohvious
rgme that when we look ahead to see the great cha!lenge
and sacrifice, that the American peopla are going to be
called upon, those in Washington right now lack the credibilicy
to summon the American pecple to the level of commitmenc
required and I think the best way to change that is ito bring
in & new generation of leadership and literally throw the
rascals out

I think the' wining the dining, the inflated salaries
that surround the Chief Executive and his miniors in
Washington, I think it turns people off and I think it turms
people off in a very fundamental way. Those in Washingror
have lost contact with the people that sent them there and
have to pay the freight for their activities

Sue



MR. CLARK: Governor, you, Jimmy Carter and George
Wallace are all regarded as anti-Washington candidates. You
have campaigned in varying degrees against the evils of big
government. You have goaded Carter about his plan to reorgan-
ize the govermment, and said you doubt whether he =ven has
one.

Do you have any plans -~

GOVERNOR BROWN: I don't think he does have a plan, and
I think his statement, it reminds me of the secret plan th:ot
we heard abocut Vietnam - it doesn't exist. And if it
did exist, I challenge .immy Carter on this program, beforc
he gets off, to tell us what his plan to reorganize the
federal government is

He has made it the centerpiece. That is his whoie
campaign. And if it is, I would like to know before Tues-
day's election, not after he gets in the White House

MR. CLARK: Governor, my question, as an anti-Washington
candidate yourself do you have a plan that --

GCVERNOR BROWN: I am a pro-America candidate; I am not
anti-anything

MR. CLARK: Do you have a plan, specific or otherwise,
to reorganize the government, to reduce the gize of the
government and the federal payroll?

GOVERNOR BROWN: Reducing the size and reorganizing
are two different things We had a highway department in
California, we still do, and I reduced it from 16,000 people
to 13,500 The .aw enforcement administration olfice here,
I reduced it be over 300 percent. So it is not a guestion
of reorganizing. 1In fact, when you reorganize, often you
just create a bureaucratic shuffle, and that is what the
Carter plan is. If you want to cut things you just say No;
that is all. It is that simple. And there is no candidate
or no governor who has said "No" more often than 1 have
to more crazy ideas that are presgsented to me

MR. CLARX: Governmor, if you bacame President, you
would be dealing with a federal payroll of something like
1.9 million civilian employees. Now you have just told us
how you reduced theCalifornia state payroll. How much could
you reduce the federali payroll?



GOVERNOR BROWN: Well, I gave you a couple of oifices
I have reduced. Overali the level has remained even. Ve
haven't added ary more; we haven't dropped anybody oversl!l
of our 200,000 employees with the excention of 2,000 in
higher education. If you ars looking at the federsl govern-
ment, I can't tell you whether you are going to get dramatlic
szvings because that isn't the way it works. What you have
to do is say no ito new programs and shift prioritics.

MR. CLARK: . Well, what are the
number of employees you think you could do away with in
Washington?

GOVERNOR BROWN: I really couldn't because I don't think
thet is the issue. It is a question of where they 2re f:
might even add employees. Are you goiug to put them in the
Pentagon, the B-1 bombers? Are you going to put Chenm t«
building houses or roads or rapid transit? Tor onz thiug,
if I am President, I am going to start a publiec service
corps to get the young people off the streeis in scme kind
of disciplined good work, bringing together men and women,
people from diverse backgrounds, like Roosevelt had in the
CCC and Jack Kennedy had in the Peace Corps, so that will
add a number of people, but that kind of a program I think
is good and would give pecple an opportunity from high
school and to whatever happens next an opportunity to sarve
their country and get a paycheck every week,

MR. CLARK: Governor, Hubert Humphrey, who some people
think will be back in the presidential race, challenged
those candidates who were campaigning against big government
this week to tell specifically what services they would
eliminate. Now, I haven't yet heard you sgay ~--

GOVERNOR BROWN: I will tell you what I would eliminate
The law enforcement adminigtration I think has been the
greatest beoondoggle we have ever had. They have svent $<
DREELCH.HOFEHE {0V 8E°oRERVRRL S Tiue aud the oxime

MR, CLARK: You talk about the Law Enforcement Establiish-
ment -- Administration --

GOVERNOR BROWN: LiiiA, vyer

MR. CLARK. But as a specific program?

GOVERNOR BROWN: That 1s 2 specific program that purports
to reduce crime, but all it does 1s give money to rlanners,
buy walkie~talties and a lot of nonsense equipment that
doesn't make the streets any safer Thal is just one

MR CILARK: Could you give us another specific example
of a federal service tc the taxpayers that you would do away
with if you got into the Jhite House?

GOVERNOR BROWN: No. I think you are mixing the orograms
of Jimmy Carter and amy proposals

MR. CLARK: I an trying (o express Senator Humplrey s
chal lenpe to the contenders



GOVERNOR BROWN: I have not offered a reorganizarion
plan. 1 have not told people that the federzal budget will
zo down. The federal budget, because of inflation, gocs up
and what I have tried to do in California is the same thing
I would do in Washington. That is, question, challeng:
relentlessly every new proposal on the table.

At the same time, shift from undue reliance on strategic
weapons systems to rebuilding the cities of this country
That is what I think is the first priority and putting pecplc
to work. At the same time I would try to decentralize the
responsibility from Washington to the states and the loral
communities.

If you are asking me, is the public sector going to gzo
down, my answer to you is no. It is not going to go down
if Reagan is elected, if Carter is elected, or anybody =lsc is
elected because of the nature of our mixed private/public
sector.

What I have said is that I will scrutinize new prosrams
in a way that if they don't meke sense I will block tham

Secondly, I will eliminate those things that don't na
any sense like the LEAA pragyam, and there .re others;thore
are some programs in the Commerce Depariment chat I think we
can eliminate. There is a lot of confusion in highwavs ana
education. Ve have so many different pograms I would
consolidate them into revenue-sharing and give the uoney to
the local comrunities.

mialre
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MR. CLARK: And Governor, the last time we had mosc
of the Democratic candidates on this program we talked about
nuclear policy. Vou were not yet in the race. Thaore has beeo
a conflict of opinion in Washington over whether the United
States should ever use tactical nuclear weapons in
a limited auclear war, if there is such a thing. Can you
give us your feelings on this, and on the theory of mocssive
retaliation as opposed to using small nuclear weapsns?

GOVERNOR BROWN: Well, my own particular view ls
that the defense of this country is going to depend on two
things: First of all, on the political will and the
patriotism of those at home. It is mot enough for Foid, :
Reagan and people in that generation to talk about de ending
the country. It is young men that are asked to zo cur and
fight or stay home and fight, if that is where the challienge
is. So unless we restore candor and a full employven:
economy and a level of patriotism and solidarity, forget
national defense, because in the final analysis, it coies down
to the individual soldier

Secondly, the thing that is going to determin: how
strong we are is the conventional military capacitcy. That
is the individual soldier or sailor or Air Force man, and ‘he
motivation, the equipment and the training. And righi now
in America I don't think that is high enough. That I3 where
I would put my stress. Anrd the whole idea that this fancy
weaponry designed by the geniuses and the experts will save
America is not true. It is the individual that makes the
difference.

We are fighting brushfire wars or guerrilla warfare,
and that is the individual.

We lost in Vietnam not because we didn't have encugh
fancy hardware, but because we didn't have the political will,
and we were in the wrong place at the wrong tim=, and the
people there really did want to uefead themselves

MR. CLARK: Governor, we want to save a moment to talk
about Hew Jersey, where the uncomiitted slate is committed,
has endorsed both you and Senator Humphrey. Have you
coordinatad your plans there with Senator Humphrey?

GOVERNOR BROWN: I wish we had, but the uncommitted
slate has at least 37 members for me, it's growing all the
time. I em going there tonight on the midnight flier, and I
asked thepeople in New Jersey to vote the uncommitted slate.
That is an opportunity to keep this election open and give
my candidacy a chauce.

MR. CLARK: I heard a report that you talked with Senator
Humphrey a couple days ago before making this decision to
go back into New Jersey. is that true?

GOVERNOR BROWN: I talked with Senator Humphrey, “:unator
Jackson, I am talking with you. I will talk with every



candidate 1 can.

MR. CLARK: Does that amount to coordinating a Stop-
Carter campaign at this point?

GOVERNOR BROWN: I have a "Start America' campaign,
to further my campaign effort, and that entalls
stopping Carter, obviously

MR. CLARK: Then why the consultation with Senator
Humphrey?

GOVERNOR BROWN: Why the consultation with Jaﬂkson?
has got a couple hundred delegates Why the consultation with
all the other candidates? 1In fact, we are even ba *1nni.
to talk to Carter delegates, because I think somne of their
support may be a lot softer than even he thinks But tew
Jersey is critical because Carter is on the ballot anc there
is an uncommitted slate, and I need more delegat 1f the
people of this country want a change, if they want scuneon:z in
Washington that y:ij1 challenge the assimptions on which the
mistakes of the last ten years were made and they wont some-

body to go down there and clean house, 1 am the cne te do it
When I was governor, I had everyone who came to worcs
for me take a 10 percent pay cut I imposed a very tight

reform act, and I think Congress and the President and all
the rest of them need tha: same kind of treatment

MR. CLARK: Thank you very much for being with us.

(ANNOUNCEMENTS

MR. DONALDSON: VWelcome to ISSUES AND AMSWERS, Governor
Carter. You said next fall you think the dominani izsue
in the election will be foreign policy, so I would like to

begin by asking you some questions in that area
; Where do you think the potemntial for war is the greatest
in the world today, and if you were President, how would vou
avoid it?

MR. CARTER: I think the greatest potential now is in the
*iiddle East. It is the most intense potential opposition
between Israel and her surrounding neighbors, because they
have refused to live up to United Nations Resolution 242,
which requires the Arab countries to deal with Israel on
and equal basis, to stop their imsistence upon beligerant
opposition against Israel, and this requires I think a very
consistent, very clear statement of our own complete commit-
ment to Israel, so that the rest of the world can know it
Whenever we equivocate about our position or let it be doubtful,
it strengthens the inclination to start additional wars there
or minor or major. And also I think scares the Igraeli people
into not being willing to negotiate as freely as they would
otherwise. So a persistent commitment on our part to Israel
would be the best approach to that situation; also, the main~
tenance of adequate naval reserves in the eastern 'izii’erranean.
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MR. DCLLDSON: Do you equate commitment with complcte

support for rael's view of where her boundarics should he,
what she shoui' or stould not give up?
MR. CARTER Th:re are two major provisions ¢f the United

Nations, under = ic. the Middle East has had a doubiful neac:
One is that the .. r countries recognize Israel and negoilate

with her directly ihich they refuse to do. Second, that tLhey
declare a non-bel ;srancy status, cease their threat of war

which they have nc: done; and third, that Israel withdiaw froum
the '67 territory . at they have acquired, but still leave
Israel with defens l'e borders; and within that framevork
the future hope fo: ‘eace

I think that t1 definition of what is defenszible
borders would have '« be worked out ovaer long negotiatiou:

MR. DONALDSON: iut, I ask again, would you back larael's
position? 1Is that w :t you mean by "commitment"?

MR. CARTER: MNo' the commitment that I mean is not Chat

we would back any po: tion that Israel took, but that we 1ot
the world know that : matter what comes, we will provide iz~
rael with whatever ecc omic or military aid she nseds to de-
fend herself against : v foreseeable future attack

MR. DORALDSON: = 2m not sure, Governer, why vou think

at the moment we are :c¢. completely committed to israel

MR. CARTER: VWVeli. there has been & great deal of equivo-
cation about this in ¢ .tements made by the Secretary of
State and statements m: 2 vecently by Mr. Scranton in cthe
United Nations. There ' 's been an on-again/ocif-again approach
to our complete commitme © to Israel. 1 think the corner-
stone of our foreign poli:y has got to be we stand with
Israel. We are the only ajor nation they can depend upon,
and I think the major thi:.s that our people feel is that this
arrangement of mutual comr'.tment is mutually beneficicl;
that we are not doing Isra.1 a great favor; that it is very
important to us economically, militarily, morally, to back

Israel in this respect, anc i a.8 ally far isragl.
VR mompe et SRR S e e agh e, peen

discussingis the greater problem perh:»s of the super powers becoming

engaged, the Soviet Union ar! the United States. Let me
talk about that and 28k your view of something there.

Do you think i+ 18 poss.ble for the Soviet Union and
the United States to engage ‘n a limited nuclear war?

MB. CARTER: No. I ha e read analyses that I think
have been made public that stow that Russia has no --
the Soviets have no commitment to a2 limited nuclear war. Our
Defense Secretary on occasions and our Secretaries of State
have talked about limited war. My belief is if we
ever start a limited atomic war that it would very . Ickly
escalate into an all-out war, because of the Russian commit-
@ent to the use of nuclear weapons in an unrestricted way
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once that eventuality occurs.

MR. DONALDSON: Well, is that saying that w= shall go
back to something like the old Dulles policy of massive
retaliation? That is, once one '"nuc” goes off, all of them
go off?

MR. CARTER: I think we ought to be prepared to recog-
nize that that is the most likely prospect. That once a
nuclear war starts, either with the several hundred atomic
weapons we have in South Korea, to several thousand
nuclear weapons we have in Europe, or the several thousand
nuclear weapons we have in this country, and equivalent
numbers on the Soviet side, that once that starts a very good
likelihood is that it would be an ali-out nuclea: war. 1 think
that is thing we ought to recognize, yes.

MR. DONALDSON: Do you think we ought to try to
perfect some sort of first-strike capability? That is, the
ability to hit the Soviet Union with our missiles first?

MR. CARTER: Well, we have that capabilitv now, but I
don't believe anybody would claim that we can hit the Soviet
Union so hard with a first~strike that they can't retaliate
and wipe out major portions of our own country and kill
literally millions of people. Neithex can the Sovie: Uniomn
hit us hard enough to avoid retaliation against them by us
We have got atomic weapons on submarines that are almost
impervious to detection or destruction, and of
course those atomic weapons are always ready for launching
against the Soviet Union, even if our land-based missiles
should be incapacitated by a first strike.

So first-strike doesn't mean that you are going to be
protected from a retaliation under any circumstances, on
either side.

MR. DONALDSON: I thought the argument was along the lines
of hardening silos, perfecting the accuracy of our warheads,
perfecting the MIRV ability, ''the Marving of the MIRVS," so
to speak, so that the other side would be afraid that we
would strike first?

MR. CARTER: Well, I think that the thing that has
kept us in an uneasy nuclear peace for the last 25
or e years has been tle sure knowledge, first of all, that
a first-strike capability doesn't prevent retaliation.
Secondly, that limited nuclear war is highly unlikely,
certainly possible but unlikely, and with each nation be-
lieving that if there should be an irresolvable difference
between us, that we should not solve it with nuclear attacks.
And that has kept us away from the hoiocaust or destruction
of major parts of the world because of nuclear weapons



"R. DONALDSON: Governor, what sor: of vital interests
of the United States do you think, if you were Presiden:,
would require you to make the decision to actually go to war
with the Soviet Union?

MR. CARTER: Well, I wouldn't think that anyching
short of the safety itself of this country, and existence
of our country as a free nation. Of course, there are
iimited wars that have been fought. I would like to avoid
them.

I would never again get militarily involved in the
internal affairs of another country unless our own security
was directly threatened

I rhink one of the major things for us to remember is
the foreign policy is a matter of common sense and sound
judgment. There is no secret about it. Every time we
have made a serious mistake in recent years in foreizn affazirs

with the Vietnamese and Cambodian wars, with the war, or
potential involvement in the African areas, in the Middle
East, it hasa been because the American people have been
- excluded from the process and wa have lost the sound
common sense and good judgment and high moral character of the
American people s¢ I think the more open we are in evolurion
of our foreign policy the best chance we have to let our
country exemplify what the American people are and therefore
avoid an unnecessary war.

I believe again we ought to have a maximum interrelation-
ship between the people of this country and the people of
the Soviet Union  Trade, communications, but not yield on
tough negotiations and also the strength in the Free World,
our own natural friends and allies whom I think have been
neglected too much by Mr. Kissinger,

MR. DONALDSON: We have just a couple minutes left and
I have to ask some political questions. You have run your
campaign on what you say is integrity. Your opponents say
you are fuzzy, and you are vague, and that you are wishy-
washy  Would you think that next Tuesday's ocutcome in the
major three states might be a referendum on which side is
right

) MR. CARTER: ‘I think we can substantially agree it would.
I know last week when we had sixz primaries, the most we have
ever had in one day, I got 60 percent of all the votes cast
and I think 75 percent of all the delegates at stake I can’t
ever predict what is going to happen next, but I think we are
fairly good shape in New Jersey and in Ohio and in California.
And I think at least to some degree it would be & referendum
on my ability as a campaigner, and also my future
reputation with the voters facing the general elections



MR. DONALDSON: Are you prepared to argue with the
thesis that if you do win rather decisively in Ohio and
do well in New Jersey that you are going to be the nominece,
that the anti-Carter people won't ge able to stop you? uould
you argue against that?

MR. CARTER: That sounds like a beautiful scenario
for the next few months, but I don't think it would be
advisable for me to take anything for granted. I wouldn't
rake a single delegate for grented and I certainly will
work just as hard in the months between the primaries and the
convention as I have worked im the last 16 months.

‘IR, DONALDSO!l: But isn't it just false modesty now,
Governor? You claim to have between 1200 and 1300 delesates
at the end of the night next Tuesday.

MR. CARTER: We will have about 1200, yes

MR. DONALDSON: Can anyone in that position be stopped?
Ten seconds

MR. CARTER: I wouldn't say stopped. I don't intond to
be atopped. But if I awm stopped, it won't be because ' have
been over-confident; it won't be beczuse I have been too

proud to go and ask people to help me, because 1 nead a
lot of help, still. Nothing is for sure in politics And
I would like to be the nominee, and that depends on a de-
cision by the voters, as it always haa

MR. DONALDSOM: Thank you very much, Governor Carier,
for being our guest today on ISSUES AND ANSWERS

MR. CARTER: I have enjoyed it

- e W

MR. CLARK: Governor, you are the dean of ths Presiden-
tial candidates. You have been through four Presidential
primary campaigns. What has been in your view the critical
issue this time, the one that has most concerned the voters
and has decided the primaries?

GOVERNOR WALLACE: I think basically what a2ll of them
are talking about now, that I started talking about in the
begiming in national campaigns, was that the govermment
of the nation, that is in Washington, has taken too much
liberty with the affairs of people back home, which is very
costly and inflationary, and also the matier of naiicnal
defense in our nation in my judgment is one of the No 1
issues that face the American people. today

MR. CLARK: You have been campaigning against the "pointy-~
headed bureaucrats in Washington” since 1964, Has Jimmy
Carter taken over your campaign against Washington and big
government? 1Is he carrying your bammer to victory:

GOVERNOR WALLACE: 1 think that most of those rumning,
Republican and Democratic, are all saying about the same thing,



in some different context I came to California here, and
find people are very disturbed about the fact that thev =sve
busing their children or fixing to start, and busing euool
teachers. Well, we have been conzerned about interference
in local affairs such as this a long time, but I knew some
day that those ruming for public office would begin to say
what I have always said and what I shall continue to say,
and what I hope the people of New Jersey, Chio and Califozxnia
will reflect or remember in voting on this coming Tue:day,
and I hope they will support me, because the more votes 1
get, the more delegates I acquire, the better chance and

opportunity there is to have a platform in the Democraiic
Uonvention that will be one that will be inducive to that
average citizen wanting to vote for the Democratic Party,
unlike what heppened in 1972.

MR. CLARK: You surprised some people with your support
of the Humphrey-Hawkins Full- Employment Bill, under which the
government would provide jobs for evervbody as an employer
of last resort

GOVERNOR WALLACE: I think that is a mistake about
surprise that I supported it. 1 said I supported some of the
concepts in the sense of full employment in the country ol
health care, but the Hubert Humphrey -- Humphrey-Hawkins Bill
18 a complete blueprint for socialization of the
entire American economy and government, and is somnthlno
that would make us another England, another Sweden; an
in my judgment, it should never become the law.

MR. CLARK: Governor, what would you do about the unemploy-
ment problem in this country?

GOVERNOR WALLACE: Well, of course, there is no individual
whe will become President who is going to be able to de-
termine and make all these decisions, is a genius to the point
of solving every problem. The ones that have those solutions,
I wish I could find them. But govermment is going to have to
leave the private sector alone in some instances. I don't
mean in the matiter of ‘ntitrust Act enforcement and mstters
of that sort, but to get off of peoples' backs, reduce the
gverage citizen's taxes, and reform the tax structure so
we will have more consumer confidence, which will aid employ-
ment. The multinationals that have gone out of this country
over the great number of years for'*pemployment at slave wages,
stop giving them the inducemenis to leave California under
those circumstances, ju Ohio and New Jersey and other states
and we will have more jobs

But one reason that our government has not provided
some of the answers is that they have been tco busy socially
experimenting with peoples' children and with their local
institutions. And the main solution to the matter of employ-
ment must come from the private sector.
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The government cannot hire anyone except the tax people, and
take money away from them.

So what I am saying is release some of the regulatione
on small businesses and otherwise, reform the tax structure
which would help consumer confidence, reduce taxes on that
average citizen, and place some of those where they ought
to be. And in my judgment, that would do more in the long
run to help the matter of unemployment and inflation of
anything I know.

MR. CLARK: We will take a break here and be back in
Just a moment with more of ISSUES AND ANSWERS.

(ANNOUNCEMENTS)
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MR. CLARK: Governor, what will you do with those 200
or so delegates that you will take into the Democratic
Convention? Can you or would you try to deliver them o
anyone else?

GOVERNOR WALLACE: Well, Bob, of course, Mr. Clarik, I
first, of course, am a candidate for the nomination, but
short of that my intent over the years has been io help
bring the party back tc a2 position that would be 2ccepted

by the great mass of people in our country, and again becoue
the party of the people like it used to be, instead of

the party of the left wing exotic noisemskers as it Jdid in
1972, and therefore that is my prime interest of the divection
of the country. Because I think the direction is wrong and

it must be reversed and stopped and I believe the people
themselves are ready for that. So the delegates that I hawve
at this convention, and the more that 1 acquire in these
three fine states of New Jersey, Ohioc anl Califoimia. will
mean that we are going to get more in that direction,

a direction of getting away from something for nothin; whiech
there is not and never has been; some of the hasic moralitie
that used, in my judgment, were as valid today -- are as
valid today as they were a hundred vears ago

And I have a very much of an investment in tiis matter,
a personal investment, and otherwise, and that is my intent

I first want to be the nominee; second, short of being
thennoninee, I want a nominee of the party and a
party platform that pays attention to that average citizen
in the middle class group, the small businessmen and women
and the farmers and working people in this country who hold
it together, who produce the wealth and make America great,
and get away from paying attentiocu to 2ll these theorcticians
in Washington who are trying to impose their will on people
and write guidelines for their achools and their unious and
their businesses and get off of people's back and out of
their pocketbook and let some things work naturally.

That is my intent over the years, that will continue
to be wy intent with those delegates when I go to the
Convention.

MR. CLARK: Governor, you say you do hope to play a role
in the selection of the nmominee a3 well as the platform  Who
among the surviving candidates best repressnt the views of
George Wallace?

COVERNOR WALLACE: Well, at the present time I am not
gure about that. I would have te study and think about what
they are s8ll saying. They are mostly saying what George
Viallace has said a long time, maybe in a little different
context, but for themoment I am a candidate and I may be a
candidate from now on. 1t may be tied up in the convention.
They may eventually turn to George Wallace. So I am o
candidate first, and then, if the time comes that we have to
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other
take the bption we will face that at that time.

MR. CLARK: President Ford has revived the busing issue
in the waning days of the campaign with his efforts tp get
the Justice Department to find a busing case to argue before
the Supreme Court.

Do you think the busing issue is going to be resurrected
in the general election campaign next fall?

GOVERNOR WALLACE: I believe it always will be an issue
in the sense that people may accept it, but they don't like
it and when I was in Massachusetts I sent him a telegran
and said, "I hope that you will join in trying to stop busing
through the Justice Department. I asked them to go into the
federal courts. The very thing I have suggested now they are
talking about. This asinine matter of shifting children in
Los Angeles and in New Brsey and Ohio from town to town, distric
to district, across lines, is one of the silliest things that
I have ever heard of.

The oaota system in my judgment is something that is used
in no other country in the world. It is a social issue

and an economic issue, but let's have freedom of choice.
Let people choose where they want to go, provide quality
education, quality teachers, quality school buildings, and
whatever you have to have to provide good education and let
people choose for themselves and take the government out of
choosing where people send their children. And a good vote
for me in this state of California and others is going to
impress those in the Democratic National Convention

that the platform should pay attention to this social problem
that faces the American people.

MR.CLARK: Governor, you have a term to finish as
Governor of Alabama. Would you like to be Vice President?

GOVERNOR WALLACE: No, sir, I am not interested in
that at all,

MR. CLARK: There are no circumstances that would
induce you to trade some of those delegates for a vice
presidential nomination?

, GOVERNOR WALLACE: No, sir, I am not interested in
trdding legates. I said a moment ago I have a pretty big
~investment in this whole matter,over the years, a personal
investment, and otherwise, and I want to see the direction
of the countxry changed.

First, I want to be the nominee. Short of being the
nominee, I want to see the direction of the country changed
and .as far as looking for something else for myself, in my
judgment that would be degrading and demeaning and I am not
interested in that at all.

MR. CLARK: Thank you, Governor Wallace. We will be
back in just a moment from Cleveland, Ohio.

kR %R
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MR. FARMER: This is Don Farmer in Cleveland.

Senator Frank Church was to have been with us 1live at
this hour but, as you know, there was a disaster at the
Grand Teton Dam in Idaho yesterday and so Senator Church
has left his campaign here and returned to his home state.

Before he left, Church talked with correspondent Roger
Peterson on tape and here now is that interview.

MR. PETERSON: Senator Church enterad the primaries
late, announcing March 18th., Since then he has won four
out of five head to head contests with Jimmy Carter, the
only candidate who can say that.

Senatoyr, things seemed to be going along nicely until
this week. You have a health problem --

SENATOR CHURCH: Strep throat in Californmia and then
suddenly a disaster in Idaho that takes me away from Ohio.

MR. PETERSON: What is this going to do to your campaign
here?

SENATOR CHURCH: It is not going to help. I didn't have
much time in Ohio and I have only limited money to spend in
a very big state and reaching the people is the problem.

Yet I had a feeling that things were going to come up for
me in Ohio and then this terrible disaster in Idaho, of
course, requires me to be home taking care of the people I
represent.

MR. PETERSON: If this really hurts your chances here,
what happens to the Church campaign?

What happens to the Late-la te strategy?
Are you throngh or can you go on from here?

SENATOR CHURCH: No, I think in any casel will come
out of the primaries having made a very good showimg. Whercver
I have been able to campaign and reach the people I have
been able to win, excepting only in Rhode Island and
then we had a kind of a Memorial Day weekend in which to
campaign so it was difficult to reach enough people and there
it was very close to a three-way split. So I come out with
a very good series of wins and a respectable number of
delegates to take the convention. I1f the convention is not
an open and shut convention, if the frontrumer does not
wrap it up in the first ballot or the seccnd, then I think
that that record will stand me in good stead at the conven-
tion,

MR. PETERSON: Well, why should the convention turn to
you if they are deadlocked? Why not say to Congressman
Udall, who has many more delegates than you do?

SENATOR CHURCH: 1It's mot a question of delegates.

The Democratic party has to find a wibner, you know. It is
not going to be easy to unseat an incumbent President, and
the party is simply going to have to find someone who has
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gone to the people and demonstrated that he can win in a

series of primaries, and Congressman Udall has failed to

do that. lle has had plenty of opportunities. 1IHe has been

up to bat many times, but he hasn't won in any state anyvwhere
MR. PETERSON: You said that after Congressmon Udall

was defeated in South Dakota, in effect that he should pge:

the message and step down He hasn't Is that going to hurt

your chances here?

SENATOR CHURCH: 1 think that I have been able to draw from

Democrats all the way across the spectrum, conservative
Democrats, moderate Democrats, liberal Democrnts, and if
they will consolidate behind my candidacy here in Ohioc the
way they did in Nebraska and in Oregon, then I can win in
Ohio.

The question is reaching enough of them in the linited
time I hsve, and being unable, since I kate had to cadpaoign
ona shoestring, to finance the kind of media campaipgn that
is necasszary in a large state. So we will just have ro wait
and see how it comes out. I will do the best I can

YR, PETERSON: What do you expect to happen if the
convention is not open and shut as you say, if Governor
Carter is not able to lock it up? Are you goins to try to
campaign in the states that haven't chosen delegate;
are you going to try to get uncommitted delegates? Uh:
will you do between Tuesday night and the convention?

SENATOR CHURCH: Oh, yes, certainly. Ve will go to work
for uncommitted delegates and we have already begun to win
uncommitted delegates our way. We will go into those siates
that have had caucuses, that will be choosing their final
delegations at the state conventions; we wiil work there,
and we have excellent prospects in a number of states, so I
will keep adding to my delegate total and then I think that
1€ the convention goes several ballots, the frontrumnver
strength will naturally begin to fade and the convention then
must make a choice. It owust either choose a candidate who
has gone to tha peop’e and won, or turn to someone who has
not gone to the peopie at all. and I think that if the
convention does the latter, them there is a serious danger
of a backlash developing against the Democrats because people
would rightly feel that all of their votes and all of the
prinaries had been ignored by the party

MR. PETERSON: That would split the party?

SENAOF. CHURCH: I think if the party were to msake “hat
choice, the Republicans would jump upen that particular
issue and it would be a Jdifficult one for the party to
confront.

MR. PETERSON: You are writing off Hubert Humphre; or
Ted fennedy?

SENATOR CHURCH: I think the convention is probably
going to turn to somebody who has gone to the people and has
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demonstrated that he can win.

Now, it is either going to be Mr. Carter or it is going
to be some other candidate who has taken his case to the
people.

MR. PETERSON: Governor Brown has taken his ase to the
people and he has won.

SENATOR CHURCH: Yes, Governor Brown would be one of
those in contention at such a convention and I think that
it could go to a number of ballots if it isn’'t decided in the
first or the second ballot.

MR. PETERSON: What about the -~ what is the issue here?
What is the big difference between you and the other candi-
dates? I have heard you stress your experience on the iili.
Is that the main thing?

SENATOR CHURCH: I think experience, when it comes
to the most difficult office in the world and one with such
infinite potential for good or for ill -- I learned that
early, in the Vietnam War -- is terribly important, and I
never have thought that the White House was a proper
place for on-the~job training. I don't believe in instant
presidents. At the same time, I recognize that there is an
anti-Washington feeling, and the fact is that though I
have been there for 20 years and I am fully conversant with
the kinds of problems that will face the President, I have
usually been on the outside working to oper up the _establish
ment, I have been the head of the investigation that
disclosed the lawlessness in the CIA, the FBI, the Internal
Revenue Service; 1 have investigated the role of the great
multinational corporations and their impact in creating
unemployment in this country, but the export of American
jobs. I was an early opponent of the Vietnam War, so that I
think that I have the qualiifcations to handle the presidency
and the foreign policy expertise which is so essential
and at the same time I am not truly a part of that establish-
ment in Washington, which many people have come to resent.

MR. PETERSON: Are you saying in so many words that
Governor Carter and Governor Brown are not qualified to be
President?

SENATOR CHURCH: I think that that is a question that
people must very seriously weligh when it comes to their
final selection and it is s question which must be posed before
the convention as well.

The White House just is not a good place for on-the-job
training.

MR. PETERSON: But is the Senate a good place for on-
the~job training for the presidency?

SENATOR CHURCH: Yes, I think it, particularly when
I have had an experience of 20 years that extends across
the whole spectrum of issues that Presidents must face. I have



been close enough to know what has pgone wrong, close enoug!
to know how T would cope with the big federal bureaucracy
in an attempt to set things right.

/ P, PETERSON: But vou don't think you have be=n too
close 1o Washington, as you mentioned earlier. This anti-
Washington feeling in the country, how can you divorce
voursell from Washington?

SEHNATOR CHURCH: I think my role theres has been such
as Lo commend me to the pecple as one who has had both the
experience to do tnelé b aqg el t“g skgpt%g%sm to face up
to the establishment? éé’vzpeiretggf%sungriot 9 Nal¥ is a record,
[ thin, that combines both qualities that people are looking
fcr and nay zccount for the successes ti:at I have had in the
primaries up until now

MR. PETERSON: Senator, we only have a bout a minute
left, 1 am sorry we are a0 pressed for time and we have to
lcave, but the major issue here, unemployment, whac would you
do?

SENATOR CHURCH: Well, T would do far more than simply
say, Let's make the government the employer of last resort.
What we have to do is to face the fact that billions of
dollars of American money are being invested abroad and that
is causing the export of American jobs in an alarming nunber

M. PETERSON: Can a President stop that?

SENATOR CHURCH: The President can stop that by calling
ot the Congress to change the present laws that give tax
breaks for foreign earnings and pgive insurance for all risks
assumed by Yig companies when they invest abroad. Those
changes must be made before capital will come back again
and create jobs in our own country.

MR. PETCRSON: We are out of time, Senator Church
Thank you very much for being with us

MR. FARMER: Congregsman Morris Udall qfs survived more

opponents and wore primaries/ x%régih%i. TSP has
yet to win one of them, but still he does have nore than
%00 delegates, second to Carter in the number of delegates
Trerefore, Usall believes he should be considered the
party's alternative to Jimmy Carter 1if, in fact, the party
wants an alternative.

Congressman, welcome to ISSUES AND ANSWERS.

I know that you want to respond to something Governon
Carter said earlier on this program. The question to him
was, under what circumstances might he consider the use of
nuclear force and the Governor said having to do with the
safety of this country.

MR. UDALL: He said that was the omnly situation in which

the country would go to war

You know it is customary to put down Washington these
days, but you get a training in foreign policy serving in
washington,



The Germans, all of our NATO allies, the West Germans
the Japanese, have both refrained from obtaining nuclear
weapons on the grounds that we would provide a nuclear
umbrella; we would provide conventional forces and come to
their aid.

I thought he was wrong and would greatly alarm our
allies in Japan and NATO ancd Western Europe by suggesting
ve would only go to war in the defense of the United States
/e hae made some pretty solemm pledges that we would go to
war, that the Germans, British and French could relax
knowing we will come to their defense too

L. FARMER: !Many times in this campaign, Congressman,
vou have differed with r, Carter on the issues and with r.
Church in fact and some of the others

Yet we don't seem to be feeling a response from the
voters. At least I haven't noticed it, on the issues them-
slves.

How do you perceive the wters' interests in the issues,
if any, this year?

MR.,UDALL: I was alarmed the other day by this A. P Toper
neil, which suggests that most people were just voting on
personalities and not on issues. 1 was really proud and
pleased that of all the Demoeratic candidates, I was
the only one who had a strong base of support because of ny
stand on issues,

Just the attempt this year has been very successful to jusc
fuzz the issues, talk about love and harmony, and trust and
brotherhood, which we all need, but not books on issues. I
think this is a surface manifestation, however I think
peonle want leaders they can trust, but I think they also
want some very fundamental actions, some change in this country
and my campaign has been about a change -- I have tried to
blend the issues and the personalities

MR. FARMER: And yet a newspaper poil here in Ohio today
rightly or wrongly, unscilentifically perhaps shows you way behind.
Three or four to one behind. Uhat does that have to do,
if it is true, with the issues, or perhaps with the voters'
idea of what they want in a candidate this year?

MR. UDALL: Well, it shows to me the advantage of leing
a frontrumner, Ve have kind of had this stampede. I was
about as well known as Carter =ix wmonths age and he won a
couple of early primaries and had a flood of publicity and
he is better known and I am not. But I don't believe this poll
-~ we closed the gap in Michigan. I came within a hair of
beating him in Michigan. In act, the final canvass may show we
did heat him there, I think we are closing the gap here in
Ohio. It is uphill, but I think I have a chance to beat him
on Tuesdav and,if I do, we have an open convention.
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MR. FARMER: Let's talk about the issues for a minute he =
in Ohio. Obviously energy is important everywhere in rhe
country. What is your stand on energy in terms of the oil
companies? How does it differ from Jimmy Carter?

MR. UDALL: Well Carter, this is one of the fundamental

issues he has had both ways. In Iowa -~ you know, we are
either going to break up oil companies or we are not. Iither
we are going to run them, or they are going to run us.
This isn't some esoteric matter; it is a matter of price at
the gas pump, the kind of utility rates that people in Nhio
and California and New Jersey are paying. It is fundamental
to our economic system.

I propose to break them up, and it is going to taks a
President who means business, like Theodore Roosevell, and
who is going to break them up for their good and for ours.

Carter said in Iowa, after being pushed to the wall on
it, said that he was for divestiture. He goes down to
Texas and says he is the only candidate wheo is not talking
about divestiture.

And I know what the o0il companies think. I know what
the governor of Oklahoma, who has got a real passion for
deregulation of natural gas thinke. They think he is going
to be on their side on these issues.

It is very vital we do this. It is very vital to the
working people of America that we do it.

MR. FARMER: Another big issue here, of course, is jobs,
unemployment. You, versus Carter, on that one.

MR. UDALL: Well, I was one of the initial, original
boosters of the Humphrey-Hawkins Full Employment Act.

That is jobs for our teenagers that are out of work, that is
jobs for the working families of America.

Finally, he was pressed and pressed and deliberate.ly
refused to endorse it, was quite plain in not endorsing
it all of those menths. We then had the flagl about ethnic
purity, and he comes along and says he has finally decided
that the bill has been changed enough that he can
endorse it, and he hardly mentioned it since. I meantion it
every speech. We are not going to get that kind of full
employment policy unless you have got a President who has
that No. 1 on the desk, who is going after it, is pounding
the table, is working with the Congress to get it.

I believe in it, and I don't think he has much
commitment to it.

MR, FARMER: How about Defense spending, the Pentagon,
all of that?

MR. UDALL: I am the only candidate, a survey showed
in the New York Times a day or two ago, I am the only core
consistent about cutting Defense. We are going to cut it
$10 or 15 billion; we are going to be just as safe when we
get through, because we are going to get rid of some of these
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systems that Governor Jerry Brown was talking about earlier

Carter talked earlier about $5 to 6 billion, but he
never mentions it, he rarely brings it up, and only if
pressed.

At one point he talked about a larger cut than that, and
in a private interview, apparently he said he might have to
increase the Defense Budget. In fact, in Omaha, after (alking
about being against the B-1 bomber, he tells the people out
at the Strategic Air Command he is going to keep it in RaD
because he might even decide to build it when he is President

MR. FARMER: Congressman, you have been saying thes=
things for months now, five-six months, and yet today the
Cleveland Plain Dealer, an important newspaper in this area,
endorsed Carter, and they said things such as this: "Carter
is the candidate of moderation and restraint "

The paper says, ''His opponents make unrealistic promices"
-- that's you; that you favor lavish spending programs.

What do you think about that kind of thing, coming two
days before the Ohio primary?

MR. UDALL: Well, I had that in Michigan. The pape:
up there, the Mayor, Henry Ford and almost everyone, and
we closed the gap. Because I think my message of change --

I am not for radical change, but I am for basic change,
putting people back to work, breaking up oil companies,
really getting national health insurance and not talking
about it for another 30 years, and if that is change, okay,
I am for it. Yeah, it will cost some money. We are going
to get some of it out of Defense, we are going to have tax
reform. We aregoing to save a lot of money on welfare 2znd
food stamps by [utting people back to work, and we are going
to get some mocney out of the Defense Department, too

MR. FARMER: The paper also, thepaper which endorsed
Carter today calls him a "man of the people, not beholden to
party bosses or tohig labor.”

Does that mean yvou are?

MR. UDALL: Well, Carter has it both ways. You know in
Maryland, he thought it was jusi terrible that Jerry Brown
was endorsed by the Governox and labor people, and these were
"bosses."

When he got to . Michigan, these were great civic leaders
When the mayor and Leonard Woodcock and some of the labor
people endorsad him up there, these weren’t bosses, these
were great clvie leaders.

I think I have had a broad based support in Michigan,
in the rural farm areas, 1 carried precincts George Wallace
carried; I had strong support in the Jewish community be-
cause of my stand on Israel 1 think Y have got a brozd base,
end I think I aw a candidate of the people who has talked
issues. Jimmy Carter hasn't talked issues.

MR. FARMER: Briefly, Congressman, where de you and
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Frank Church differ, if at all here?

MR. UDALL: Well, there is a wide overlap on foreign
policy, defense policy. Senator Church has been very good on
that. He is much more pro-nuclear power than I am, and that
issue out in California is very big, and I hope to get sone
votes out in California on that.

He has talked a pretty good game on abortion. I have
been supporting the Supreme Court, and Senator Church seens
to have some misgivings about how far we go in that area.

He is not for national health insurance. That is a big
thing with me. I don't know. He doesn't want the govern-
ment to play much of a role at all in national health in-
surance.

MR. FARMER: Congressman, people here have said
that you have been conducting a smear campaign in your acver-~
tisements against Carter. Is that desperation because ycu
are behind, or what is it?

MR. UDALL: Jimmy Carter is a good person. I haven't
the slightest quarrel with him as an individual. I haven't
cast the slightest doubt on his integrity or honesty. I have
said that he owes this country some answers on issues. I¢
he as President going to be for breaking up oil companies
or isn't he? 1Is he for the union shocp or isn't he? That
is an issue with run-away plants - Chio, California jobs
going to right-to-work states. He will not tell us that.
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Now, I think he is negative. You ask him, where do vyou
stand on this, Governor Carter, and he says no, 1 won't tell
you. What 1s your tax reform? Won't tell you  What is vour
program for reorganizing the federal govermment? Uon't tell

you

1 [ think that is a pretty negative way to run a carpaizn

5o I feel a heavy responsibilicy., I am the main alternative

to Carter. To hit¢ him hard on the issues, smoke him oui, but

do it in ways so this party can get back together againr and
haven't heard him at all. I haven't made any change

at all on personality or integrity. I am not going to <o

that.

“MR. FARMER: Very briefly, what does it mean 1f you win
in Obio and,conversely. whar does it mean to the nomination
if Carter wins here?

MR. UDALL: If he wins big in Ohio and New Jersey on
Tuesday, it is probably all over I don't say it is a'l
over and I am gzoing to continue my effort to have an open
convention. If I win here in Chio, if I do well in Yew Jerse:
it means that convention can look at all the candidates
that have been seen on this program this morning and at
the convention can actually be a convention, the votes in
“hioc and -hese other places, the votes in the states that
have vet to pick delegates are going to count oo  That is
what is st stake here, and Ohio and New Jersey and California
are going to decide this omn Tuesday.

MR. FARMER: And how far are you behind right now?

MR.UDALL: I don't know. We closed the gap in Michigan
from two and a half to one to a whisker and we are closing it
here I suspect we are behind, but we have 48 hours to do
something about it, and I am going to be on the go every
minute between now and Tuesday.

MR. FARMER: Congressman, thank you very much for being
with us today on ISSUES AND ANSWERS.
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MR. MONROE: Our zuest today on MEET THE PRESSH
Robert Strauss, Chairman of the Democratic National
Committee, a Texas lawyer and businessman, Mr. Straus
party chairman's post by a narrow vote after the Demo::
election disaster of 1972 1In the past four years he
reduced the Democratic part;'s debt and worked for in ¢ -.al
compromiges that would ease divisiveness within the p
Mr. Strauss will gavel the 1976 Democratic Conventic: crder
in New York City two weeks from tomorrcow.

We will have the first questions now from Cather : . lMackind
of NBC News

MS. MACKIN: Mr. Strauss, ten days ago you came ¢ L he
Platform Committee, the Democratic Platform Committee hen
it was writing its platform; you congratulated chem o e work
they were cdoing and said you were hearing from people ¢ _
over the country about how they were proceeding. Do you
expect that Jimmy Carter will run on that platform?

MR. STRAUSS: I certainly do. Run and run well 1 1,
Cathy

MS. MACKIN: Did you have to get any kind of agr:=:cunent
from him that he would go along with ail that is in the
platform?

MR. STRAUSS: No, but we were in touch with Go/crrnor
Carter as we were in touch with other candidates, Sen:tox

Jackson, Governor Wallace, Morris Udall and a number > others



We were in touch with all the candidaie: and Governo: larter
i think
had the amount of input/he wanted. 1 alsc had irpu
Let me ask you this:
MS. MACKIN: /The platform, according to Governor lukakis,

who is Chairman of the draiting csubcomnittee -- Gov
Dukakis said that mot counting naciona! heairh insuiance
this platform would coszt somewhere in the range of 27
billion dollars; it incivdes federalized welfare, ‘ncome
maintenance, national! hezlth insurance, huge svandin: wograms

like that. Is that the way you Democrats read the mood of

the country, in favor of big

2

new spending woorams’?
MR. STRAUSS: Well, Cathie, I don't accept the promicse

of your question to begin with and I don't think anvon

e §

-
0
c.
0

this program out for une thing  The second thing I ¢ ld tell
. you is, thiz platform very clearly staes that these ar:

goals for this nation and for this party and it doesn' = set
our those goals with specific timetables. As a matt~r of fact, it
says we cannot accomplish all this at once  These =lc :ld be our
goals. We ghould strive to provide gocd health care: = should
strive to provide jobs; we should c=trive to do these virious
things and it doesn't say that shall be accomplished i1 the
first hundred days, or even the first four years, I mig:.t add

MS. MACKIN: It does say, for instance, in the ca:e of
national health insurance, that you wouid move quick.y In the

case of full employment that you would reduce it to 5 Jercert

in four years. The Congress estimates this would cos' ) :rhaps uyp



to $50 billion. It is specific

MR. STRAUSS: Let me also say with respect to naiional

health insurance it doesn't say it should all be federelly-
financed and it talks about public and privacte financirng and
how we would arrive at it and all these effect cocts,

with respect to these costs this, this is in comparison to

what? I will tell you what you know, of course, as e¢ll or

better than I, that probably a good national health cu:

Ww

program for this nation would end up reducing the cos ¢ rhe
citizens of
' this nation pay for national health care, as well
improving that health care That's what our goal is

MS. MACKIN: Well, to repeat my question, do you think
the mood of the country is in favor of big new spendi g
programs?

MR. STRAUSS: 1 do not 1 think the mood of the country
is in favor of coming to grips with and sclving some of the
great problems facing this country  That is what we Denocrats
hope to do

(Ammouncements)
* Kk % %

MR. BRODER: Mr. Strauss, you said two weeks ago, | believe,
that you would, if you had anything to do with this fall
campaign, make Mr. Ford's pardon of President Nixen an issue Is

that stiil your intention?

MR. STRAUSS: Mr Broder. yes. I think this, thar the
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course and conduct and the decisions made by this President

"

during the course of this presidency are proper subjects for
the campaign; that pavrden is one of them; Watergate is not

MR. BRODER: Jimmy Carter, who I giess will have somethin

et
"

to do with the Democratic campzign in the fall said on Wecnesday
or Thursday of cthis week that he would not make the pardon

an issue because, as I recall, he was saying, when he, lr

Ford, pardoned President Nixon, he was doing what he thought was
right

Do you find yourse f at all embarrassed by oeing at
odds with your candidare on the issue?

MR. STRAUSS: I don't feel at odds, Mr. Broder, with ocuzr
candidate, a2t all. Governor Carter asked that I serve as
Chairman of this party and take a major role in his campaign.

I will do that

I am delighted to do that, with 2reac pride, and I
think you will find Governor Carter and I are in accord on
this campaigr, will be in accord on the issues. Ubviously he
is going (0 run his campaign. You asked for my answer on theot
question; I gave it to you

MR. BRODER: Are we going to have then a kind of a split
level campaign in which Governor Cartex will be taking the
high level and you will be handling the kind of the belly

punches?

MR STFRAUSS: 1I will say this: !Ny record is such that I
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don't believe I do verv good at belly nunching I have bheaen

nretty forthright
I gsay vvhat 1 think and 1 try to keep it on a reasonshly
high level and T don't <hink that Governor Carter would parmit
me o vim his campaien and be as active in ir as 1T am going
to be if he though® 1 was going vo bhe in the low Level It
wonld he contrary to ewvervyihing ha has done in the na=t |% months
to secure this nomination. I¢ would be contrary, I misht also
add, to evervithing T have done as Chairman of this pavty in
the past three and a2 half vesrs,
MR. OTTEN: Mr. Chairmsn what do yo: sece as the =flect of
the
/enrrent scandals involving & mumher of Tewgeraiic Congresge-
men, sex scandals, expensae sccounts . chearning and the 11ke?
Do vou see the vote as deciding to curn the Democratic
rascals out and replacing them with a lot of Renpublicans?
MR. 35TRATST:. Mr. Otren, i think the effect of that
denends unon how it i3 handled by r"he leadership, ihe
Democratiec leadershin, and the leadershin in general 7 think
they are moving quickly and ! think they are moving strongly. 1
think they are moving well amd T think any time vou have alleged
misconducc it i3 bad for he scructure: it is bad for tha
peapla: it s had for the Tongress: it is bad for Reduhlicans
and NDemocrats alike. When you go about curing them, I think

it allays thz problem a zreai desl.

MR. OTTEN: A number of Republicans have been arguing that



the Deincrats have been in corntrol of Congress for mos
of the last couple of decades. Your good friend, John Connally,
told Texas Republicans a few cdays ago that i_ was the -
evitable corruption of power

MR. STRAUSS: Yes.

MR. OTTEN: What is wrong with that argument? 1Is:'t that
a fair argument to make?

MR. STRAUSS: I think if I were a Republican, I would be
doing just what President Ford, John Connally, and others are
doing, run against the Democratic Congress. They don': really

have much to run for. They are going to have to run against

something and the Congress, we have control I would remind
you, the Democratic Congress has a good record It is not an
A-plus record; it is a good record. It is a record tha: can be

defended and set forth positively and I don't worry about the

Democratic Congress being the subject of their attack
MR. OTTEN: Well, just to go on to that record and to go

back to the point Ms. Mackin was making about the Democratic
platform, the platform makes a number of specific pledges
that the Democrats , with their very, very heavy control of
Congress -- and I am not talking about bills that Mr. Ford

vetoed, but bills that the Dewocrats haven't been able to pass,
like tax reform -- right now the S@nzte is voting down every
tax reform proposal and yet your platform proposes $5 billion

of revenue-raising Why should the wters believe that you are
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going to do any better than you have been able to do?

MR. STRAUSS: I th-nk voters know, and those tha: don't know
we are going to have to convince, Mr. Otten, of one thing; that to
get good legislation you need really a two-pronged effort

You need a strong cxecutive who cares about good lezislation
and I think that is what Jimmy Carter is going to br!ing this
nation |

Jimmy Carter cares. He< has a conception of where this
nation can go and how to get it there. He will work with
that Congress and he will give it the kind of leadershin, the
drive, the lobbying that it needs, the kind of legisliative
drafting it needs

That is the way you get good legislation. We haven't
had that in the past eight years under this Republican
Administration.

Jimmy Carter is a healer, & mnifier, a worker-with, and
a leader, and he will get that legislation.

MR. OTTEN: You don't feel that he will run into the same
opposition among Democrats as well as Republicans that the
Dempcratic leadership is running into right now, trying to
pasgiieform, health insurance, or some of these other planks
in your platform?

MR. STRAUSS: Well,I think he will have trcuble mssiag

his program Of course he will and that is as it should be

in this countxy. There isn't one branch. There is a legislative



and an executive branch but I think Jimmy Carter has the
qualities He has demonstrated those qualiﬁies of leading
this country, of bringing people together, of getiing things
done and I think his vision of America is one that is the
vision of all Americans. I think he will be the next
President of the United States. I think he will sub-
stantially pass his program and there will be a Democraiic
Congress

Mr. MONROE: Mr. Strauss, when you were Democratl
party treasurer, going back five or six years ago, you
accepted two gifts from the Ashland 0il Company totalling
$50,000 in cash. It turned out to be an illegal corporite
contribution and there wasn't reported, identified, as to
names of donors, as required by law. What ever happercd
to that $50,000? Was it ever returned to Ashland?

MR. STRAUSS: $50,000 was given to us, as I recalil!, in
1970. The $50,00C went into our treasury and was spent o
general operating expenses,which is what 1t was given for

A portion of that monzy has been refunded. We have
entered into an agreement for the refunding of the balance
as we go along. It will be refunded.

MR. MONROE: All of the $50,000 will be returned to
Ashland?

MR. STRAUSS: Yes, that is my recollection. All 5f the

$50,000 will eventually be returned. I think we have paid --
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I forget what the proportion of it is now

MR. MONROFE: Congress recently changed the statute «
limitations affecting prosecutrion for campaign viclations

such as the acceptance of this money; changed it from five

A

vears to three years,which makes it harder to prosecuie
people who have been involved in campaign violations This
action of Congress was led by Congressman Philip Burton of
California and Congressman Wayne Hays of Ohio

Doesn't this sugpgest that the Democratic Congress is
mor 0T 1@58 anti-reform?

MR. STRAUSS: I don't think it suggests that at all.
I think this, that unquestionably we had bad campaign
practices, unquestionably a2 greatr deal of technical and other
violations were overloocked.

We changed the law and people arecomplying with ir.
We changed the tone; we changed the Intent. We chanzed the
whole thrust and I think that no such suggestions are in
my mind and I don't think in the wminds of the American nublie

MR MONROE: I you change the statute of limitations
from five years to three vears, doesn't that make it
harder for the goverument to prosecute peliticians whe have
been invoived in campaign contribution violations.

ME. STRAUSS: it makes it exactly two yezrs hacder,
Mr Monroe

MR. MACKIN: To pursue my earlier line of questioning



about the platform, doesn't this mean that the Democrat

are once again engaging in the politics of promise an

polities of rising expectations when actually we havs

MR. STRAUSS: No, I don't believe that, Miss Mackin
In the first place, I reject the notion that we have diminish-
ing resources. This is a great nation with great resc
I think we have at times failed to have the capasity te
utilize those resources and I think our platform is a =sound
platform and the reading of it is a sound cne. It i
responsible platform. I would be prepared to accept almost
every word of it myself and I fuinkii points out that we can

MS MACKIN: But you can't bank on it

MR. STRAUSS: It is a good platiorm and we can't do
everything in that placform st once. It is goals for this
nation, and I think we have to have goals for this nation

MS MACKIN: Let me ask you this: You are a businessman
Where is the uwoney coming fzom io pay Dr these -~

MR. STREAUSS: 1In the first place, if we each our
employment goals thai we zzek, that in itsel’ will cure this
terrible short-fall we have had in income in this country and
I think we are going o0 have to find o©ther sources. 1 do
think that we are going to have to have continuing tax reform

to which Mr. Otten referred later. 1 think Covernor (a: ter

will give us those things when he is President. I think we
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will have to find where the fat is, and I don't think we are
going to accomplisgh everything I am no. hre to ®av Lo you
Governor Carter, once he becomes President, i3 going to wave

a2 magic wand and this is going to be Utopia. Of cours: ¢
isn't going to be. But he has the drive and he has the energy
and he has the conceptlion z2nd he has the guts and he is
imaginative enough, I think, to come to 2rips with thece
preblems one by one and get on with the job of solving them
Net all at once Tnch by inchi. We haven't been making any
progress. This country hzs been -- stagflation -- is
the term -- we have been slipping back and I think we are

have got to cure it

MS. MACKIN- Well, you said earlier that you didu't
think the weod of the country was in favor of big spending
programs. If it isn't, does that put vou in an awkward
position sinece you have all these big new programs in vour
platform?

MR. STRAUSS: Well, I think it depends upon what vou
are talking about I think when you travel around this country
and vou see people having difficulty with health care, when
you see them trying to take care of their elderly parents
who are ill and who are hospitalized, who need day and night
care, if you will, when you travel around this country and see
people unemployed, wnen vou see people ill-housed. the neople

of this nation want to come to grips with those probicv; and
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they are prepared to pay, but they Qant efficient programs
and they want delivered programs and they want monitcred
programs, that once they fail they destruct. That they don't
stay in existence and comiinve to waste. That is what this
nation wants.

MR. BERODER: . Strauss, do you, as Democrég¥§7ﬁﬁgirman,
support the =lection of Wayne Hays to Congress?

MR. STRAUSS: Do I supnort the election of Wayne Havs
to Congress? As Chairman of the Demccratic party, support
the election of all Democrats running for office, and 1
expect to campaign for zl1 Democrats running Hir office from
the presidency right down to the Court House, the County
Court House.

MR. BRODER: Will the funds and facilities raised by
the Democratic jarty be used to help Mr. Hays in his campaipgn?

MR. STRAUSS: Well, I have made no allocaticn of funds
right now. It wouldn't be fair to answer that question.

I made a pretty broad statement in answer to it thousn.

MR. BRODER . Your likely nominee, Mr. Carter, said
here this week that he would not disavow the candidacy of My
Have. Do you think that your statement just now and his
statement earlier this week raises a legitimate issue for
the public as to the position of the Democratiec party on the
kind of abuse of power that is represented by Mr. Havs?

MR. STRAUSS: 1 do not anéd, as a macter of fact, Mr
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8roder, I think this, that I read the account of his
statement and I just heard your question and my answer, and
I think you can ~- 1 think with all the great problems facing
this country, with all the things that Jimmy Carter has to do
to get ready to -~ first to secure the nomination, mount a
campaign and keep his promises to the American people -~-
which I think he intends to do; and as to the extent I am
able to hope to help him do ~~ I think this is flyspeck issue
cn that. The extent of his support or non=-support for Wayne
Hays -- who, so far as T know hasn't been convicted of any-

thiing yet -~

MR. BRODER: Do you think Mr. Hays' behavior is just
a flyspeck on the record of Congress?

MR. STRAUSS: No, T don't. I am not -- I have no
apologies to make for his behavior, but I think there are
far more important issues facing this country today than
that -- that specific individual Not the course of conduct;
not that type of thing I am talking about ~- that specific
individual I think there are more important things for us
to be talking about

MR. BRODER: Do you think it ireflects at 21l on the
Democratic members ‘of Congress as a whole who re-electead
Mr. Hays to that position of committee chairmanship, who
kept him in that position knowing the way in wbich the power

of that position was being used?
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MR. OTTEN: I have a feeling vou are going to duck this
but I feel duty bound to ask it: Do you want to predict
whether Mr. Ford or Mr. Reagan is going to be the Republican
nominee?

MR. STRAUSS: Well, if I had a prediction I would give
it. I think it is the flip of the coin. I really think
it is Tweedle Dee and Tweedle Dum, which one is, and which
one we run against, Mr. Ottean.

MR. OITEN: Which orne do you think would be the tougher
for the Democrats to beat?

MR. STRAUSS: Well, vou can make an argument that it w
would be a bit tougher electorially to beat Governor
Reagan and a bit more difficult in popular wote, 1 think,
to beat President Ford. But their campaigns have been such =--
they have been appealing to such & narrvow constituency that
I think theyvy ave either one defeatable. 1 think it is
going to be 2 tough campaign, I don't think Covernor Carter,
I don't think I as chairman of the Party, I don't think
the others who are going o be managing Governor Carter's
campaign, can take a single voter in this country for
granted, or a2 single state for granted and 1 know he doesn’t
intend to and I don't intend to, nor do the others.

MR. OTTEN: 12 recent public opinion polls show lr.
Carter very heavily beating either one of them. I

gather from what you just said that you expected it to be a



much tighuer race.

MR. STRAUSS: 7T certainly do and let me say this:
My knowledge of Jimmy Carter is such that he is not going
to read the polls and relax. You are going to find hin
campaigning up until election eve, the same way he campaiymned
to get this nomination

The last conversation I had with him day before joster-
day was, he said, "And I will assure you of one thing, Bob,
I'1l outwork vou."” I said. "Well, we'll see."

MR. OTTEN: Mr. Carter didn't xreally hold up too well in
some of the primaries. ‘e lost more of the late primaries
than he won. Do you see = possibility the same thing
will happen again, that he will start fading as the campaign
goes on?

MR. STRAUSS: You krow, Mr. Otten, I am amused at
"He didn't hold up very well."” The man won nineteen out of
thirty primaries. The man -- we were sitting on programs
like this -~ 1 was talking to the press just a few months ago
and they were saying there were going to be a multicude of
candidates ther= and you are going to have a madhouse, an
irrespongible convention. And now we find that he
"didn't hold up well enough " Well, he eliminated some
twelve to fifteen candidates and did it a month ahead of time.

I don’t know what =lse you want him to do

MR. OTTEN: But he did lose most of the late primaries



MR. STRAUSS:

he was spread very thin and

18

Well, he started awfully early and

I think -- it isn't very often

vou see a nominee picked several weecks ahead of the con-

vention, able to spend his time unifying the pariv and do

things he has done
doesn't do it
MR. MCNROE: Mr
present system of primar

MR. STRAUSS. Yes

MR. MONROE:

reform coming out of this primary season, possibl

country turning to regional primaries.

that way?

MR, STRAUSS:

I don't quite know how vou satisfy,

Straus,

Well, I don't think the region

if

the

a few months ago you saicd

ies was debilitating and costly

And you predicted there might be 2 great

2lvo +h £

7

Do you still feel

s I 1_‘ ‘_'7

say that it is wvery debilitating and very costly, and I

think that 18 true.

And when I don': term a regional

primary great reform, if you will -- I think the primary

process is a good process

Jimmy Carter knows about the people of America probsbly

better than any man or woman in America today, for having

been in all those states

Having started out going

into homes with two or three people and sitting around and

talking with them and finding out what is on their mind,

their hopes and their asperations as wzll as their frustra-

tions,

he

that

I think -- I think, for example,



Now I thiank it does take 2 toll in money and in cime
and in effort. And one of the things -- and I have appointed

?

a comnission -- it is studying very hard, under Morley
2

-

Wintergrad our state chairman of Michigan. And [ have
have a2 first-rate commission studying what we should do with
the process

One of the things we are locking at iz regionazl

primaries, where we would have five, six, saven region

W

B

shorten the time, 'cssen the expense and the wear and
IR. MONROE: 1If Jinmy Carter became President and he
was not in favor of reform of the »rimary system, vou

wouldn't likely get any big xeform, weuld vou?

MR. STRAUSS: My judgment is he would be the “ind of
President, that, his impact would be felt i would hope so.

MR. MONROE: What about the present sysiem of fund raising
with federal subsidies, do you think that is working well?

MR. S1RAUSS: I think it is a great improvement over
what we have had in the past. As far as I am concerned
there is much more to be done and it is a subject I know
something 2bout and a subject I hope co be heard from in the

future.

MR. MONROE: What mor:e is to be done?



MR. STRAUSS: Well, I think, No. 1, I think we nzed teo
~=- I need -- we need a little stricter requirement on how
people becom= candidates and qualify for matching funds e
need a little quicker turn-off on people when they ccase
the right to get matching funds

I think we possibly need to increase the thousand dollar
limic. Not a great deazl; maybe a few thousand dolisrs
more It makes it pretty hard, and there are 2 number ol
other things we could do. Dut we are on the right traek.

We have a lonpg way to go and I thin® we wilil Be getting
there.

MR MONROE: We have a little more than two minutes.

MS. MACKIN: At this convrentlon next month. the number
of women, blacks, chicanos and young people will be down from
what they were, the percentages, fiom 1972, Does it concern
you that their percernitages are down or do you figure the
Democrat:s have those votes anyway?

MR. STRAUSS: No, it concerns me a great deal. As a
matter of fact, I wired our state chairman several weeks ago
to try to improve, but lat me say this, Ms. Mackin  The
percentages are not going to be down as grea: as those things
The representaticn of womern was 38 percent in '72 with quotas.
I think withoui quotas we will have it up o 35 percent
They got there through =2 process. A real process. L an

proud of that.
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With respect to black participation,it was 15 percent

in '72. It will be 12 percent [ am sorry for those

F

—_—
fall-offs, hut these people got there happily on theic wum,
through the process instead of through a quota

The American people don't like quotas.

MR. P2RODER: Mr. Straus=s, do vou favor debhates hetween
the presidential candidate: this £fall?

MR. STRAUSS: Well, it is something I would think of
T know Governor Carter locks with favor on considering the
debate. I heard him say so. 1 think this: 1If I were the
Republicens and hzd been talking about Rhodesia and the
Panama Canal and little else for the last six months, 1'd
like to get someone in the a2rena with me who would broaden
the discussion and give them a platform and a mumber «F issuas
to talk about they haven't seen £it to talk about.

I think we will make that decision as the campaign
moves along We will still make the decision.

MR OTTEN: Mr. Carter, apparently intends o keep
his campaign headquarters in Atlanta. Won't that make
tremendous problems in terms of coordinating the --

MR. STRAUSS: We think it is going to be & very, very
good plan. We have workd out the plan. We know what we are
going to do here in Washington with a strong Washington
presence. What he will do, his field operation will run

out. of there.
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i am very pleased with the plan we have worked out. I think
he is.

I know that Hamilton Jordan, the others on his gaff, are
pleased with it. The people on my staff are. We have been
working a week on it. Very hard. It is good.

MR. MONRCE: Mr. Strauss, are you saying that Jimmy
Carter has made it clear to you that he will debate either
Reagan or Ford?

MR. STRAUSS: 1 did not say that. 1 sald that I heard
him say at the Senate the other day ~- a couple other places
before the press -- that he would look with favor on considering
a2 debate. As far as I am concerned, I zay it is a decision
we would make later.

I know one thing: Governor Carter is not worried about
any debate. He has been debating all acress this country for
the last 18 months, and I would remind you also those
Republican candidates haven't appeared on any of these public
debates, where NBC and others have offered that time. ﬁoQ
one's accepted. He has been there each time.

MS. MACKIN: A subject matter lke capital purishment,
decriminalization of marijuana and civil rights for gay people?

MR. STRAUSS: Yes.

M5, MACKIN: Were deliberately kept out of the platform
because they were called red flag words. Why are these subjects

not appropriate for a platform?
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MR. STRAUSS: Well, I think this: I think the platform
went into rthe question of priorities and I think they didn't
get there on the priorities because the members of the Platform
Committee didn't put them there  Had they elected to put then
there, they would be there.

MR. MONROE: Our time is up.

Thank you, !r.Strauss, for being with us today on MEET

THE PRESS.

Nexzt week: A special one-hour July &th progran
originating in Philadelphia, with f{ive govarnors This
speclal edition of MEET THE PRESS, peginning halif an hour
earlier than usual, at 12:09 noon, Eastern Time, will include
Governo: Robert Ray of lowa, Governor Michael Dukakis of
Massa2chusetts, Governor Wendell Anderson of Minnesota,
Governor Mills Godwin of Virginia, and Governor Milton Shapp

of Pennsylvania
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MR. CLARK: Welcome, all of you, to ISSUES AND ANSWERS
into the ABC anchor booth here at the Democratic Convention.
I think it would be fair to say that ycu all had either hopes
or expectations that someone other than Jimmy Carter would be
the nominee of this convention

Governor Anderson, you were a Humphrey backer, and
Senator McGovern, you would have prerferred, 1 believe, eithe:x
Frank Church or Mo Udall and Congresswoman Jordan, you stayed
out of it; you didn't endorse anyone

Are any of you going to have any problems giving
Jimmy Carter, the certain nominee of this convention, your
full-hearted support?

Senator McGovern, we will start with you.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: No, I fully intend to give my
support to Governor Carter. He wen the nomination undev the
rules that the party established fou- years ago.

He won that nomination fair a2ni square. He took his
case to the people. He got a higher percentage of the vote
across the nation than any other candid:iez and although he was
not my choice, I play by the rules 2nd I will support him.

MR. CLARK: And Governor Ander:-on, you were & CO-Sponsor
of the Humphrey For President Committez. Do you have any
reservations about Governcr Carter?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: None whatsosver.

Of course, I scrved with Jimmy Carter. He was one of
my colleagues for four years and I think he was an cutstanding
Governor, but two things hLave really i‘mpressed me

First, his ability to win 19 primsaries. I think that
is an incredible achievement. If Hubert Humphrey had won
aipe or ten I would have been bragging and boasting about
it, and properly so.

The other thing that impresses me about Jimmy Carter,

I had the good fortune to work on the Platform Cormittee with
some of the key Carter people, a very, very impressive group,
and I think they came up with a sound platform, a platform
that makes great sense to the American people.

Mr. Carter has indicated willingness to support that
platform. I am very pleased by that. I can support him
enthusiastically.



MR. CLARK: Ms. Jordan, you never endorsed anyone, but
do you have a secrei favorite for the nomination?
REPRESENTATLIVE JORDAI: No, 1 really didn't have a

secret favorite, and ic ° :should not be interpreted, the fact
I did not endorse anyone, that I was "enti' anyone e had
so many peorle of grea: capacity and zbility that ic was

very difficult to single out the one who ought to be the
noninee of the Democratic party.

I don't say that tongue in check. I will have no
difficulty whatsoever supperiing Governor Carter. 1 intended
to support the Democratic ucminee almost without exception,
and even that exception did not come zbout, =zo I have no
difficulty with the nomine:z of rhe party or working enthusias-
tically for it.

MR. CLARK: And with this strong praise we have iust
received from what we might cail diverpent foress within the
party, do you think Jimmy Carter should be or will be nomi-
nated by acclaimation, with no other names zven put in nomi-
nation?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I don't tihink ther: is any problen
with other people having their name submitted I think if
I were Mo Udall, who is a distinguished gentleman and a great
public servanc, I think it would bec very proper for him to
have his name submitted. I think there are a tremendous num-
ber of delegates who have great affection tor him, great
respect

I shouldn't expect Mr. Carter to be nominated on the
first balleor, but I certainly cdon't think anyibody should feel
embarrassed about nominating scmebody else

MR, CLARK: Anyone else have [ezlings about this?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I think it is a good thing to
give the convention a chance to work its will. There is no
question in my mind that Governor Cazrter will be the nominee.
I think he will win on the first ballot. But as Barbara
Jordan has said, we had a nurber of very able candidates this
year. Their supporters fe’t strongly about them, and it {is
an indication of the diversity and the strength of the Demo-
cratic party that we permit these views and these other candi-
dates to be heard So I don't think it is going to hurt us
if we have a few other names spread in contention.

REPRESENTATIVE JORDAN: I agrea with that, but I think
it ought to be clear that it is a conclusion that Mr. Carter
will be the nominee of our party, that still does not mean
that every living breathing Democrat enthusiastically endorses
Jimmy Carter, because that is not the case.

Yes, he had an impressive string of primary victories,
but yes, also, only 2 minority of the Democrats participated
in those primaries from coast to coast

Let it be clear that there are people still within the
Democratic party who would prefer to see someone clse



to be realistic about it, that remains the case.

MR. DOMNALDSON: Let me go to one who may be with us
today. Senator McGovern, by saying the governor won fairly
by the rules and you support the rules, that is a little bit
like a President when asked his position saying he will
enforce the law; and it is a bare minimum.

Now, is “~Jimmy Carter a McGovern Democrat? Does he
stand for the things you stand for?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I would not say he is a McGovern
Democrat in thez sense of ploneering in new ideas that may
be a little bit ahead of where the consensus is. I think
Governor Carter has made a judgment that the proper st ategy
in winning the nominarion in 1976 was to find a consensus on
the major questions: and it has worked for him. But I think
perhaps one of the reasons that there is some reservat on on
the part of very conucientious Democrats about the nomination
of Governor Carter iz that they are not quite certain vet
ggfge he will come down on some of the issues that people

I think Governor Anderson and his group have wriiten
an excellent platform. 't is an impreseive, forward looking
platform. Governcr Carter has said he will run on that plat-
form. To whatever exteut he does, he will come closer to
what is sometimes referred to as the McGovern Democrats.
It is a platform I could run on.

M. DONALDSON: Do vou fear Governmor Carter may he
a lictle bit too concervative for what you see to be L e
maipn wing of the Democratic party, or the wing that you helped
in 1972 represent?

SENATOR "C GOVERN: I think that reservation is there.
It isn't a matter of personal uatter with me;, it is a
matter that 2 great many Democrats arestill somewhat concerned
about where the governor will lead as a President. But it
is up to those of us who have some of those reservations
o use what influence we have to see that the positions are
more cl'eacly speli=d out. I intend to do that. 1 intend
that when I get a chance, to talk with Governor Carter. o
talk to him vexry bluitly about the need to spell out posi-
tions on the hard issues.

‘nd I think he is doing that. 1 find him more effec-
tive, I find him more specific, I find him more forthright
now tha2n he was a few months ago, and I think we will see more
of that as he sharpens the issues with the Republican contender.
T think that is what a campaign is all about, and
thesz igsues will be more clearly defined as the campzign moves
2long. I have no doubt about that

GOVERNOR ANDERSCN: Just on that point, I think chacges
were madce some months z2go that Jimmy Carter was not very specific
on the issues. 1 found that not to be the case, workirg with the
Platform Committee I reviewed his speeches, I reviewed his press
releases. He submitted a 107 page statement to the Plitform Com-
mittec I must say he was, I thought, incredibly specific,
rarticularly in light of the charges I know that James Reston
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and the Wall Street Journal have both had articles dealing .
with that issue. I think to his credit he has been much more
specific than people have given him credit for.

MR. CLARK: Governor Andarson, the one exception to that
might be, and it was an exception recited repeatedly on the
campaign tr=zil by vour man Hubert Humphrey, and thai is in
Jimmy Carter's plan to reorganize the government, where he is
%fing to reduce the government agencies £from 1900 to 200, T

eard Hubert Humphrey deliver a ringing speech in Minneszpolis
saying those who are campaigning against Washington owe it

to the people to tell where they are going to reduce rhe
bureaucracy. Would you agree with tha:?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I think Mr. Carter made it very
clear that during the campaign would not be the time Lo deal
with the specifics of government reform. But in the pl:ztform,
for example, we indicate we should cut the defense budgat
by $5 to $7 billion. We don't say where, but I think it tells
you something that is separate and distinct about the Democratic
party, its platform and Jimmy Cartzr, when the Republicans,
if they do have a platform, I am sure, will be celling for
more and more billions for national defense and I don’t think
it is necessary to indiczte to the /fiierican people here spe-
cifically where we are going to climinate those dollars, but
we have made a philosophical commitment and a specific commit-
ment to eliminate $5 to $7 billion.

MR. CLARK: And Congresswoman Jordan, the Congress of
the Caucus of Black Elected 0fficials a couple of months ago
put out a very detailed set of recommendations to the Democrat-
it Platform Committee, a set of recommendations much more de-
tailed than the platform that emerged. Are there areas where
you would like to see either the Platform Committee which
Governor Anderson headed, or Jimmy Carter, address himself in
greater detail, be much more specific about issues that are
important to blacks, or low~income Americans in the country
as a whole?

MS. JORDAN: Let's be clear about this. Yes, the Black
Caucus submitted o the Platform Committee a very detailed
recital of issues considered important to black people. It
did not mean -- it, the Black Caucus, did not mean that
unless the Platform Committee were to endorse in totality the
submigsion of a specific set of issues, that blacks would then
reject the platform and be turned off by it, because the
language in the platform addresses all Americans, because it
addresses those who are unemployed and umderemployed and those
who don't get their fair share of America's largesse.

If you just look at that platform -- you don't have to
look too closely or with any care -- you will find that

blacks are in there, women are in there, the underprivileged
are in there. It is not said in specific language, but it is
there.

MR. DONALDSON: The Platform is not going to be elected.
Let's face it. A man is. Do you think that Jimmy Carter,



do you trust him to fulfill what you have writtenm in the
Platform? Carter

MS. JORDAN: Now, Sam, Governcr Anderson said that il
people worked with him and tried to help get the language to-
gether, and I think a test of the credibility of this man w
will be the nominee of the Democratie party is whecher, after
we leave Madison Square Garden. he carries that platform with
him across this country and runs on it. and comnits himself to
do the things which are called for in it

MR. DONALDSON: You said in your Initial statemen. many
Democrats still have some reservations

MS. JORDAN: Uell, that is true

MR. DONALDSON: Are you one of them?

MS. JORDAN: Am 7 one of the Democrats with some reser-
vations about Jimmy Carte:r?

MR. DOWALDSON: VYes.

MS. JORDAN: T believe that Governor Carter is telling
the truth when he says he can run on the Denccratice Platform
he will do the things which the platiorm calls for to be done,
and also he said he never tells a lie

MR. DONALDSON: Just one more question: What do you
feel about Governor Carter? Never mivd the platform, never
mind his words -~ ard I am not doubting his truthfulne:s,
either ~- but what does your iustinct tell you znout this man?

MS. JORDAN: Sam, I do not know enouzh about Covernorv
Carter to develop any impression about this wman. 1 don't
know him well enough, and I want to get to know hiw 28 the
campaign takes place.

(ANNOUNCEMENTS)



MR. CLARX: We want to tzlk 2 little about the Vice

Presidency, which is the last remaining elemont of wystery
here at the Democratic convention. I will agk Senator Me-
Govern- first, do you have any feelings zbout th@ /ice Presi-
dency? Do you thinl it is incumbent on Jimmy Carter to pick

someone who is, for example, satisfactory to th liberal
wing of the party which you represent?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Well, I suppose, Mr. Clark, I am
the last person that ought to be advising anyone on picking

a Vice Presidential runningmate I told Governor Carte:
that the other night when he phoned me about it. But I
think he is going about it in the right way. He 7z using che

time, the luxury thot he h2s as the apparent nominee, to be
very careful and very prudent in his selection.

I personally am very pleased y.dh the names 1 see on
the 1list. I haven't encountered a name on that list that has
been discussed in the press, men like Mondale, Musiiie, Church
and others, I think they are all first-rate people and would
grengthen the ticket

I think it is important that the governor do what I
understand he is thinking about doing, and that is pick some-
one with some experience with national government, who has
had to grapple with the great national and international
questions. Most of theze personalities whos: names have been
mentioned are such people. 1 think any one of them would
strengthen the ticket.

MR. CLARK: You say that you talked with Governor Car-
ter about it. Did you suggest any specific names to him?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: 7Yes, as a matter of fact, I did.

He asked me i1f there were any names that came to my mind that
1 thought would make strong runningmates. I suggested to
him that both Congressman Udall and Senator Church had worked
very hard, had come off well in some of the primaries, that
they were well known, they had been tested under fire. I
mentioned Congressman Rodino and the brilliant job that he
did presiding over the impeachment proceedings, and I made
clear to him that there might be others who would be even
stronger, but those were just three names that came to my
mind.

MR. CLARK: And Governor Anderson, you were on the
original lengthy list of potential Vice Presidents that were
being checked ocut by the Carter people. You have not
reappeared as the list has been distilled down to a few names.
Has Governor Carter been in contact with you?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: He has not. If he were, I must
tell you I have a very strong felling about a fellow by the
name of Fritz Mondale who happens to be from Minmescta.

I have known Fritz for some 18 years. As you know, he
served as our state attorney general, from the United States



3

Senate, and it seems to me thzs test should be who would be =
good President, and I think Friiz- Mondale would be =
tremendous President, and I could give him, and I do give him
my unqualified support

MR. CLARK: Congresswoman -- | was coing to =28k s
Jordan because I heard a member of your Texas deolepation
last night talk in a very upset way about the foat zhat therc
was no woman on that long list of some 15 names that Carter
people were checking out. Does that disturb you?

GOVEKNOR ANDERSON: Well Barbara Jordan's nanc was on
the list.

MS. JORRAN: My naome was on the lisc

MR. CLARK: Oh, I see. ~

MR. DONALDSON: Do you think it reazlly was?

GOVERNCR ANDERSON: Listen, if my name wae on the 1iuse
Barbara's name was on Lhe list.

MR. DONALDSON: Governor Carter consistentl; said ir
the early part of the proces:s that he wz: not excluding the
possibilities of a women or a black or any Ameriecan for th
matter who met the Constituiional qualifications wight be on
his ticket. But I am just really wondering woether you think

121 E
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he was serious about that, becauce it has come down to five or
six, and there is no woman, aad there 1s uo black.

MS. JORDAN: Sam, I never thought he was scrious about
that, if 1in fact Governor Carter had znything to

do with my name appearing on rthat list of 14 to begin with.
It was & little political PR flotation ocut there to see
what public reaction would be to that name showing up.

It was all right with ne; it did not hurt ac all for
me to go into my district in Houston, Toxas, and say ''Listen,
I am on the list,” and it became sovt of a maiter of some
pride. But do I think £hat I was cver under any serious con-
sideration by Governor Carter as 2 Vice Presidential nominee?
No, sir, I do rot.

MR. DONALDSON: Did any of his people ever contact you?

MS8. JORDAYN: No.

MR. CLARK: Would you like to be Vice President?

MS. JORDAN: Well, I dea't thinlt that is a question I
have to answer at all. Why would I have to deal with something
sn "iffy" and ethereal and far removed?

MR. CLARK: The reason I thought you might is bhecause I
heard Governor Anderson asked that same question. on another
show, and he said yes, he would like to.

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I said I would ponder it carefully
for two or three seconds before saving yes.

MS. JORDAN: That question might be asked Govermor
Anderson. It is not going to be asked Barbara Jordan, at
least not tomorrow or the nexti day.

; MR. CLARK: Senator McGovern, you mentioned that when
you talked to Jimmy Carter you had put up Mo Udall's name,
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among othexrs. Perhaps that’'s heen a2 surprise, that Congress-
man Udall's name 7 am sure was not on the long list of 15
names and has never raappearcd. Do you think and do the resi

of you think that Udall, who did come in second throughout
primary season, do you think that he should be seriously
considered for that office?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I think we make a mistake il v
think that Jimmy Carter has limited it just to four or five or
14 people. 1 don't think anybody knows what he is going 1o
do. I don't think he has decided, ard I would have to taink
that Mo Udall is a name that would crose his mind, and proneriy
so. So I don't think we are being totally fair with Mr. Carter,
because we don'z know what he is thirnting

SENATOR MC CCYERN: Let me say in all fairness to
Governor Carter, he said "These are three sood men; they arec
people I have as a matter of fact thought about."

He mentioned that he knew Conpgrassmar Udall wel!
from his experience with hiu ou the caipaign trail. He said

the same thing about Senator Church. ¥ got no negative
reaction at all -~
MR. CLARK: Well, you think Udali may be on a secvat *~-

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I think that he is onc thadas
has been considered. I think Congressman Rodino is on chat
list., I think Senator Church is. I wasn't trying to give
him any comprehensive list; I was trying to put forward two
or three names that were in my mind; and he mentioned a number
of others that I thought ware very fine men, including Senator
Mondale, who I tried to get to run with me four years ago.

GOVERNCR ANDERSON: Well, we have a tradition: Nor-
mally there is someone on the ticket from Minnesota, and
I think it's --

(Laughter)

MR. DONALDSON: Let's --

MS. JORBAN: Sam, before you get into that, let's get
back to the Udall question, being on the list. HNow, Udall
ran in I don't know how many primaries, 20-plus, and did net
win one. Governox Carter has so carefully Crafted his
political campaign strategy to this point that I think he would
think long and hard and carefully before he brought onto
the ticket someone who had nect demonstrated the “runable'(7)
quality which is so important to Governor Carter.

MR. DONALDSON: Well then how can he consider Senator
Mondale who not only did not enter the primaries, but shrank
from the Presidential race becauses of that stream of primaries?

MR. CLARK: Or Senator Glenn or Senator Muskie? And
those are supposed to be two finalists. > W]

MS. JORDAN: No, but they were not out there in thosa's
primaries. ;

" MR. CLARK: Why weren't they?
MS. JORDAN: Well, I suppose that is a question that
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could best be answered by them

MR. DONALDSON: Why weren't vou, Senator McGovein!?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Why wasn't [ a cendidate this year?

MR. DONALDSON: Yes

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Well, basically for two rzasons:

In 1974 when I was a candidate for reelection to tle Sena e,
I told the voters in South Dakota I would not be a candid

in '76. I know sometimes those promises are made and quick%i
forgotten, but I said it, and it was very difficult co turn
that around.

And then secondly, the “act that I lost so heavily
in 1972 seemed to me to be a reason to give others =
chance at the nomination in '76.

MR, DONALDSON: Are you sorry you didn't run?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Well, I am 2 little wistcful, ol
around Madison Square Garden at that beautiful rostru ;“;r
somebody else is going to give that accepisnce speecn, but
there will be some other wistful people out in that crowd, too,
and what we have to do in polities is to recognize that fate
plays a very heavy hand in it. I used to think everything
was done by careful design and planning, but ‘n many cases a
turn of fate, a little twist here, an accideni therz can
change the whole thing

I was thinking when Barbara Joxrdan mention:d that Udall
had not won a single primary - the fact is that he barely
missed in New Hampshire. T think there were 4,000 votes that
separated him -~

MR. CLARK: Wisconsin =--

SENATOR MC GOVERN: 1In Wisconsin we went to 124 thinking
he had won. In Michigan, lesc than 1 perc:nt So with a
little turn of the dice at one time or anotiter it could have
been Udall. If Humphrey had come in two or three months
ago who knows what would have happened?

I think in politics we have to recognize the hand of
fate is very, very important, and we can't always control
that.

ing

(ANNOUNCEMENTS)



MR GL_RL ator McGovern, I was loocking back the

other da; at & ;Lt' ng,grz list of 2 chie I

program i ;9/, A lot of those e nart of th 72
;latf°4A, some did not, but the greatest discrepancy betwee
what you stood for then, what you presented to the party in
your bid for President, was defense ndir Ln

defense spending. You had o
in defense :=pending, zome
percent, from 387 billion 35!
that. Tuis time the platiornm
Wendell Anderson here, has
minimal deduction in the defense s

billion dolliars.

My question would be fi: to you, if, when the moment
comes that you were t&;ﬂji ;cui% to Jimmy Carter about your
views and the things d"-nhb,ed you, would it be :
spending? Would ' ou %‘ we have to cut the defense
much deepexr?

SENATOR MC GCOVERN: ﬁﬁ Mr. Clark. I never, Lo my
knowledge, went so far as a 40 percent cut, What we talked
about in 1972 was a $30 Q-lio‘ reduction in military cutrlays,
but that was over = ihree- year period. We were proposing a
ten billion cut ir each of he next three fiscal vears.

MR. CLARK: 85 to 355 million, which comes to the are=z
of 40 percent.

SENATOR MC COVERN: Yes. Well, not quite that, but we
will not argue about the deta’ls. I would say this, that we
probably were a little more specific Chon we nesled to be. 1
think it aroused some anxieties ncedlessly. Tt might have
been better to talk in terms of the waste in the miliciary
sector, to point to some specific examples of it, to talk
about zero-based budgeting; in other words, ©o begin with
the assumption that we have to build the defense forces
from the ground up rather than assuming that everything we
now have is justified ard everything on the drawing board is
justified.

I think the ;latftt* states it guiie well this year. It
talks in terms of a five o seven billion dollar cut, does it
not, Governor? And that is 2 vreasonable target.

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: More than that, though, Jinmy
Carter has said that the most tloated federal agency is the
Defense Department. He = made it very clear that there are
more Admirals and Genersls arcund today than there were at the
end of World War II

When he talks abecut zzro-bascd budpeting, I think the
first place he would apply that would be to the Defense
Department. More specificaliy, he has taken a public position
against - the B-1 bomber, and our platform --

SENATO: MC GOVERN: He has taken a position to defer it,
as I understand Lt
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GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I think he has taken a position
against it. No, I asked that specific guestion of him.
I asked him about the Tridert submarine and the B-1 bomber
last December, and he said no to the B~1 bowber.

MR. DONALDSON: Under his position it is that he would
continue R&D and he would defer the actual production ol the

first set of B-1 bombers

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: Our platform indicates --

MR. DONALDSON: It strikes you that is a little bit of
something for everyone?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: Not to me.

MR. CLARK: You mentioned the Trident submarine. Of
course, Governor Carter is for the Trident submarine --

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: That is correct

MR. CLARK.~- which is a';.actr ww?'y cosily 'og;:,;:w I
noted in the platform there is a phirase cautic ni against
excessive spending for exotic weapons systems ° 'niyh might
include the Trident submarine.

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: We also have a statement in
there saying that the next President chould make the decision
on the B-1 bomber which I think is 2 position you supported
in the Senate.

SENATOR MC GOVERWN: Let me just underscore my own view
on the defense budget. I don't apologize for the alternmative
defense budget we outlined in 1972 I think it was sound.

I think it was carefully crafted, carefully worked out. All I
am suggesting to you is when vou present a plan that
specifically, you have to be ready {or a lot of criticism.

It gives your critics a chance to twist it, to distort it,

to arouse anxieties that perhaps are needless. For

that reason I don't really quarrel with the way the platform
presents it this time. If we can accomplish a $5 to §7
billion reduction in overall military outlays when Governor
Carter becomes the President, that is far better than we have
been ahle to do in the last eight or ten years.

MS. JORDAN: Well, Senator McGovern,don't you see a
change in mood in the Congress and the country from 1972 to
1976 in the attitude towards defense spending? I have just
been appalled at how the defense budget has escalated and
gone galloping through, both the House and the Senate, with
hardly a whimper.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I have. 1I have been shocked by it.

That is why I think this platform pzobably stands in
sharp contrast with what has been the actual situation in
the Congress. I was amazed this year particularly at a time
when we are not involvad in the Vietnam War, we are not
involved in anymjor coaflict or even 2 minor confliect any-
where around the world, and yet for the first time in 200
years of American history we have increased our military
budget after a war was over. Usually when a war ends the
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military budget goes down. This time it took off like it was
going to go right through the heavens, and I think it is

one of the most serious problems chat the next Presid-ont of
the United States is going to have to zo through

MR. DONALDSON: Let me throw m= wp foxr grabs Is
there another things you way cense in this counizy, and that
is our relationship with the Soviet Unidn may get worse, not
better? Detente secems to be in ill-iepute, certainly as a
word. There is a feeling, is there not, that we may have
given away too much on the grain deal? Governor Carter has
campaigned by saying we gave away too much a2t Vladivostok.

We gave away too much at Helsinki. He promises to be a tough
negotiator

Do you thin“ we may be entering into another mini-cold
war with the Soviet Union?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I sincerely hope that is not the
case. It is absolute madness for us to be piling up more and
more overkill regardless of whether the Soviests choose that
course. Either side now ha:s the capacity, cven if they don't
build another thing, to absorb a first strize and -till
retaliate with enough power to utterly destroy the other
society.

Either Russia or the United States could do that.

What is the sense either for Moscow or Washington, in those
circumstances, to be using the taxpayers' money, neglecting
other urgent problems while we pile on more and more eXcessive
overkill? It makes no sense a2t all, and all detente relly
means is a recognition that two countries that disagree with
each other ideologically have to find those areas where they
can agree and learn to live on the same planet, even while
reserving their different philcsophical views.

MR. DONALDSON: Mayvyte I should change te another --

MS. JORDAN: I Fust wanted to say, Sam, I agree with
what Senator McGovern has said, and I hope w= are not moving
into a mimi-cold war period, but I would suspect that
Republican campaign rhetoric has been largely responsible for
this new sense of withdrawal and Americanism and isolationisi,
if we want to go that far. I absolutely fault the hightened
Republican political rhetoric wvith this kind of attitude the
people seem to feel.

MR. CLARK: Let me suggest a pitfall that may lie ghead
for Jimmy Carter and get your reactions for it, and that is
the prospect of strong and probably militant new leadership
in Congress. 1In the Senate you may well have Hubert Humphrey
as the Majority Leader. It could be Bob Byrd, but if it is
Hubert Humphrey, it is going to be aggressive, militant
leadership I suspect.

In the House you are going to have Tip O'Neill.

Let's begin with you on this. Can you foresee a Congress
flexing its own nmuscles in a new Democratic administration,
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initiating its own programs in some of thse areas of
void that disturb you about Mr.Carter’s programs? Would
this be a serious problem for Carter if he becomes President?

MS. JORDAN: I don't think it will be a serious problem;
the change in leadership in the House will be a serious
problem for President Carter. The reason I feel that way
is that Tip O0'Neill, the apparent successor to Carl Albert,
is highly, highly partisan. He wants to see a Democrat in
the White House in the worst sort of way; I would say worse
than any of us here on this program, and he is not going to
engage upon a course of action which might embarrass or make
#t more difficult for the new President of the United States
to govera. _

We will see a honeymoon period, the likes of which you
have mt seen, I think, since Lyndon Johnson assumed the
presidency. I think we will see that with Tip 0'Neill in
cooperation.

MR. CLARK: Governor Anderson, can you see your man,
Hubert Humphrey, sitting still if he becomes the Majority
Leader of the Senate, and waiting for President Carter to
initiate programs and send them to Congress?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I think there is nobody in the
Congress that is easier to get along with than Hubert Humphrey.
He likes people; he has, I think, great admlration for not
only Jimmy Carter, but for the presidency, and I think that
very quickly President Carter will learn Hubert Humphrey's
public number and his private number and his unlisted
number, and I think they will develop a very close, warm
relationship. And, Humbert Humphrey, again, is a team player,
and he is going to help Jimmy Carter be a great President.

MR. CLARK: Senator McGovern, how about that strong
liberal wing in the Senate that includes Serator Humphrey?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Mr. Clark, it is going to take that
wing and all the energy they can muster tc carry out the
kind of program that Presidential candidate Carter is going to
run on. That platform that we have been talking about is
committed to national health insurance for all Americans;
it is committed to fundamental welfare reform, including
something very close to what I was proposing four years ago of
a $1,000 minimum income plan; it calls for a guaranteed job
for every American who wants to work --

MR, CLARK: A little short of a commitment to the
Humphrey-Hawkins full employment bill.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: It doesn't mention the Humphrey-
Hawkins bill, But it says we are going to get down to three
percent unemployment by the end of the administration, the
first four years. It talks about fundamental reform of the
tax structure. Now, the only way those things are possible
is with a liberal, fonserd-looking, activist Congress, strong
leadership in the Congress. So I would think that Governor
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Carter would be praying for that kind of leszdership in the

Congress. There is going to he one other thing it is

going to take to accomplish this program, and that is a
Fresident who doesn't use the veto power the wav President
Ford has. One of the worst things about the last two vyears
is that Governor -- Precsident Ford has exercisasd that veto 53
times. You can't run 2 government that way.

MR. CLARK: We would like to talk more about ihe
orospect of Jimmy Carter uszing a veio against the Democratic
Congress.

{Announcements)

* % k * * X

MR. CLARK: We were talking just before our break about
presidential veteces and I am wondering if what the Republicans
call the big spending Democratie Congress churns up in the
euphoria of a new democratic administration program, social
programs, perhaps beginning with the Humphrey-Hawkins Full
Employment bill, that cost a2 lot of money, more money than
the then President Carter might feel dould be spent, can you
look ahead and foresee vetozs by a Democratic President against
bills passed by a Democratic Congres=?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: First, the :trongest commitment
that we make in our platform is to deal with unemployment.

I just noticed this morning cthat black unemployment in America,
young blacks, is 40 parcent. We know every percentage point
of unemployment costs the Federal Treasury $16 billion, and
what Jimmy Carter has said, and what all of us collectively
have said, we have got to reduce unencloyment to at least
three percent in the next four years. 1 tChink if we do that,
it is going to generate a tremendous amount of money for the
national treasury. If in a two-party system and a democracy
we cannot reduce unemployment, we better get ou:c of the
business.

MR. CLARK: You also know, I am sure, Governor, that
Jimmy Carter has been less than enthusiastic about the Humphrey-
Hawkins bill in its pure form, indicating that he has concerns
about the cost and would like to lean more heavily on the
private sector to produce jobs.

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: But e alsns made it very clear that
he strongly supports that objective, to reduce unemployment
to three percent by 1981. We did not specifically endorse
any bill in the platform, and I think perhaps that was wise.
But I think he has = responsibility to bring that about,
whether it is through the Humphrey-Hawkins bill or something
else or an amended version, I am not concerned. But I think
he has to deliver on that promise.

MR. DONALDSON: Governor, how do you feel about the
idea of cutting out the state from revenue-sharinz so the ™
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money goes directly to the localities? That is Mr.
Carter's program.

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I don't like that That is a
position he took when he was Governor, and I think it is one
issue wher= he and T differ and he differs with his

colleagues. le strongly supports revenue shaving.
But, in Minnesota, for example, apour half the funds
that we recelve from recvenus-sharing sces directly o the cities

and municipalities. The states get thc other hal?. I like
that. I prefer that. He and I have an honest di‘ference of
opinion.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I don't want to let it stand,
gentlemen,that the Congress s any less interested in fiscai
integrity than President Ford.

As a matter of fact, I think we have taken a much more
common sense and intelligent position than Mr. Ford has

For example, he recently wvetoed the Puslic Works bill
To be sure,that bill would nave cost us about $3 billiom,
but it would have put tens ol thousands of people back to work
doing things that need tc be Jone. The Ford approach is to
keep those people unempioyed, kecep them cut of the taxpaying
bracket, give thenm unemployme:nt compcusation or give them
welfare. I think the democratic apprcach iz a 1ot better, to
put them back to work doing something useful.

MR. CLARK: Let me bring up the painful subject, if I
may, of price tags which seems to conecern Covernor Carter
more perhaps than the liberal wing of the lemocratic narty
in Congress.

While the Platform Commi:tee deliberately did not
put prices on the major programs it #s recommending, there
are price tags the experts put on those. National health
insurance, something like $75 bLillion a year. The Humphrey-
Hawkins bill, perhaps $30 or $40 billion a year. Welfare
reform with an income floor of some sort, perhaps $30 billion
a year.

Aren't those extremely costly programs to present to a
new Democratic President?

GOVERWOR ANDERSON: First we were extremely caraful when it came
to anything that invzég%d money. We start with the premise we
are going to reduce Eﬁ&&bt by five to six billion dollars,
close taxloopholes to generate another $5 billion each year, and
gradually to reduce unemployment, and for every percentage
point you reduce it, you gain $16 billion, and with those
revenues do some of the things you just mentioned. But again

it was not a budget document, but when we tried to be very.,
very careful about being realistic, and I think the platform

is realistic; I think it deals sensibly with those difficul+
problems. I think it has been well received by the general
public. I have not heard of a single Democrat who would not bde
willing to try to implement that after the election
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MR. DONALDSON: Miss Jordan, do you think that the
platform may sitress too much the gquestion of money and not
enough the question of the human needs in this country?

M3. JORDAN: Well, quite the contrary, Szm.~ Now, goals
are set forth in the platform and yes, they are going to cost
money and the Platform Committee did not chooce to deal with
dollars and cents, but we are not going to reach the goal of
three percent unemployment or national health insurance or
welfare reform without the Congress, through its new. fast-
becoming~old, budgetary process, going into that and making a
sensible approach to phasing in these gozls in a way that does
not bust the budget. And we have sensc enough in the
Congress, whether people believe it or not, to work in such a
way that we do not exacerbate the fires and flames of inflation
and can make a sensible,gradual approach. We are not trying
to say that the minute Jimmy Carter is inaugurated on the
20th of January that on the 2Ist we have got mtional health
insurance, welfare reform, Humphrey-iawkins and full employ-
ment. No. What we are saying is that is where we want to go
The Democrats have always said where the Democrats want -
to go.

MR. DONALDSON: Didn't you say to your constituents
when we want to get you a jcb and if you just stick around for
2 few years, we will have it for you?

MS.JORDAN: We don't have to say that. We passed that job
bill that would have put about 300,000 people to work
incidentdlly, if the President had only signed ‘t. We will
approach it, I would ssy, three hundred thousand at a time.
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MR. CLARK: Ms. Jordan, let me remind you and remind
Senator McGovern again of his program in 1972, and I was
smitten by the fact as I look back over it that ¢ contains
some of these great gozls, the national health insurance,
welfare reform, put the country back to work, that are in
the Democratic platform this time. I think realistically
you would agree with me the reason national health insurance
has gone nowhere in the last four years and the reason a
Federal welfare program, reform program, has gone no where in
the last four years, is because of the tremendous costs
involved. Would vou agree with that?

MS. JORDAN: Well, that is one reason, but also because
we did not have leadership in the White House in this country
that was committed to these programs.

MR. CLARK: You had leadership in Congress, and neither
bill even got to the point of vote in either house of Congress

MS. JORDAN: Well, there is an influence which comes
from the Executive Branch of the govermment that stymies
progress, even in the Congress.

SENATOR McGOVERN: Let me just say too there is some
slow but perceptible change in attitudes towards these
things. 1 think for erample on the issue of welfare reform,
that a consensus is beginning to form that we didn't have four
years ago, that we need to replace this present jumble of
six or seven different kinds of welfare programs, federal
and state, with some kind of a uniform Federal income main-
tenance program.

The Conference of Mayors, Republicans and Democrats,
has come out for that. The Committee for Economic Development.
a group of businessmen, have come out for it. The Democratic
platform has. I think even the Republican leadership is fiirc-
ing with that concept of some kind of a flat, minimum income
that would undergird the income both ¢f the working poor and
those who are unable to work. And I think that is going to
happen in the next four years, if we have Mr. Carter in the
White House. :

MR. DONALDSON: May 1 take us back to politics for a
moment and ask one of these mulfiple-part questions?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: We kK e not lzft politics

MR. DONALDSON: This one goes back to the election
Some of us have ban talking here on this progran as if Governor
Carter will be President Carter. So my first part is:

Will he be the President; secondly, what is your hunch about
his opponent, President Ford or Ronald Reagan?

Let's start with Ms. Jordan.

MS. JORDAN: I think Mr. Carter will be president. I
think he will defeat the Republican nominee. I think the
Republican nominee will be the present President., Gerald Ford.



19

I make those assumptions and statements of belief because I
do not foresee the Republicans ocusting a sitting President.
e have heard that time and time again. The Republican=z

are a little shaky, but they are not that shaky.

MR. DONALDSON: Do any of you have ~-

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I think Jimmy Carter will be running
against the incumbent President. Jimmy Carter will win, but
I think it is going to be a much tougher campaign than the
polls suggest at this time.

MR. DONALDSON: They show him 20 percentage points ahead

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: But I don't believe good polls any
way. But I think by the time of the election, I think the
polls are going to be relatively close. 1 think Mr. Carter
believes that, and he said that publicly.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Never underestimate the power of
an uncumbent, even a shaky one such as President Ford. He
will be the nominee of the Republicans in my judgment. %
think Governor Anderson is right, tha: while the polls show
Governor Carter out in front now, I think it is going to be
a very tough race. I think it will be tight, and we will not
know until it is right down to the wire

MR. CLARK: Do we have the agreement of all three of
you that President Ford probably will be the nominee, and
also he will be the tougher of the two men to defeat?

SENATOR McGOVERN: There is no question in my wind
egbout that. )

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I agree.

MR. DONALDSON: Let's look forward then. Let us assume
that the Republicans can stop thelr -- after their convention --
their party split; somehow put their party back together
Then the power of the incumbency, would you agrez that Presi-
dent Ford has the economy going for him now, not against him?

GOVERNOR ANDERSON: I would disagree. The unemployment
rate is now 7.5 percent. It went up, the biggest juup it
took in the last 13 months. As I just mentioned earlier,
when you have 40 percent of all the young blacks in the
country unemployed, you have 20 percent of all the young
pecple, looking at the entire population, unemployed, we
are just asking for trouble. I think again, Republicans
think you have to have a lot of unemployment to cool off the
economy. We reject that.

MR. DONALDSON: I am intrigued by Senator McGovern's
statement that he thinks it might go right down to the wire
What would be the factorxrs them that would narrow that gap,
as in 1968 Mr. Nixon started 20 points ahead and was almost
beaten by Senator Humphrey? What are the factors?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Well, I think one of the things
is the problem we talked about here a while ago, that not
only do the members of this panel not know very much about

Governor Carter, but that is true with the great AmerIcan
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public. Right now hz is emerging as the obvious nominee,

but there are millicns of Americens who doubtless are not as
comfortable with him as they are someone they know. They
may have some gquestions aboui President Ford, but they know
him. And that is why I think an incumbent whose actions,

his style, his mannerisms are known to many American pzople,
has a certain advantage. I think Governor Carter will be
nominated and will be elected. All I zm saying is it

would be a serious mistake for any Democrat to assume this is
going to be a landslide

MR. CLARK: Governor Anderson, you said eszflier chat,
with tongue in cheek, I believe, that it is tcadi-ional to
have a Minnesotan on the national ticket.

GOVERWOR ANDERSON: That wasn't tongue in cheek.

MR. CLARK: There will bYe a Minnesotan running for
President, Eugene McCarthy, running as an independent. Does
that concern anyone? Are any of you concerned that he might
bleed off enough votes to do any harm?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I am not sure how many --

MR. CLARK: He will be on the ballot in a number of
states.

SENATOR MC GOVERN: I don't know how many states where
he will be on the ballot. Former Senator McCarthy is still
a very attractive, intelligent man, but traditionally, third
party candidates have not done very well. T can't zee this as
a major factor in 1976.

MR. CLARK: 1Is he a serlous man?

SENATOR MC GOVERN: Yes, I think he is a serious man.
Furthermore, 1 thiank the country owes Gene McCarthy a lot.
He was the first man to stand up as a2 Presidential candidate
in 1968 and say the war is wrong and somebody has got to
raise the standard against this war. And no matter what else
may be said about him, history is going to be very kind to
Gene McCarthy for what he did in 1968.

MR. CLARX: I am sorry, at this point we are out of
time. Thank you all for being with us on ISSUES AND ANSWERS.
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MR. MONROE: Our guest today on MEET THE PRESS is
Congressman Andrew Young, Demoncrat of Georgia.

Mr. Young made a seconding speech for Jimmy Carter
at last waeek's Democratic Convention. He has been deseribed
by Governor Carter as the individual to whom he feels most
indebted for his political support. The first black
Congressman from the South since reconstruction, Mr. Yecung
is now in his second term representing a distxict that includaes
Atlanta.

We will have the first questions now from Douglas Kiker
of NBC News.

MR. KIKER: Mr. Young, you are desecribed as one of Jimmv
Carter's closest political associates; you are described
as his chief black adviser. He has won the nomination.

What advice are you gilving him now? .
MR. YOUNG: Keep rumming and running hard. I don't
really need to give him that advice, but we have taken nothing

for granted from the very beginning. I think Governor
Carter has known it was an uphill struggle all the way and
he is going to keep on doing it that way and I hope to help
him.

MR. KIKER: You and others have claimed the black vote
in this election for Governmor Carter. If he does get that
vote in the general election, as a black leader, what do you

think that Governor Carter would owe the American black

people in return?



MR. YOUNG: Well, let me say that I think that Goveruor
Carter owes the people of America something. He owes
them good govermuent; he owes them & sensitive response
to the problems of the peopla of America, 211 of the people
of America.

I think one of the things you see now iz that therc are
almost no specifically black proihlems, that black people gat
sick and have trouble paying the hospiial bill, but so do the
white people in 2 great majority in larger numbergs than blacks,
so the things like health insurance are kind of dsrational-
ized issues.

I think basically what ths black voters want is an
end to the kind of lethargic economy and job opportunities
and a part of the American dream.

MR. KIZER: What role will you play in this presidential
campaign and if Jimmy Carter 1z elected, what role will you
have in his administration, or what role would you like to
have? The cabinet, for example?

MR. YOUNG: I have been trying to help out in terms of
registering voters, organizing the "get cut the vote" drive,
helping to put together the kind of organization where the
people who supported us very early by and largs,many of them ,
it was their first political campaign and there is a job of
blending that with the estzabiished political leadership.

{Announcements)

* % * % %
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MR. KRASLOW: Congressman, in a recent interview with
the Los Angeles Times, you made clear the depth ol your commit-
ment to Governor Carter, but you also zaid that Governor
Carter "isa surrounded by a lot of people who make me nervous.'
You mentioend Charles Kirbo who perhaps is the Governor’'s
closest adviser, and you describe Mr. Kirbo as an old-
fashioned Georgia cracker.

What did you mean by that? Does it have a racist
connotation and who are some of the crthers around Mr.

Carter who make you nervous?

MR. YOUNG: I think that was in an early morning break-
fast with the Los Angeles Times Washington Bureau.

Let me say that I think we do have a group of people
who come from extreme opposites. I have not known Charlie
Kirbo very well until just recently, but every experience
I have had with him so far has been good. But in some ways
he does come from a completely different, much more conservative
background.

I come from an extremely liberal to radical background.
We get along very well personally, but I still get nervous
about it. I have talked with him about it. We are very frank
about it and I think the amazing thing about Jimmy Carter's
candidacy is that he does have the breadth of support from
people like me on one end and Charlie Kirbo on the other.

All I want to do is make sure that he hears my side as



he hears Mr. Kirbo's side.

MR. KRASLOW: Who are some of the others you feel
uneasy about?

MR. YOUNG: Well, basically I guess he was the only cne
I was talking about right then. But, you know, you don't
know. A campaign grows so big, it grows so fast. The snall
group of us that started out two yeszrs ago now has expandec
and I don't know who they are. There are all kinds of people
coming in and at this point you get a little nervous about
who is going to have what influence. I don't know Mevzinsky
for instance, and whar sort of foreign policy input I would
have. I was impressed with his recent article in Foreign
Policy, but you know, there has been no personal relationsiiip
and when you talk about the person who is parhaps golng to de
running this country for the next eight years, I think you
ought to be nervous.

MR. KRASLOW: Are you saying that you are curious as
to whether you are going to continue to have the kind of
accese to the candidate tiat you feel you should have to influence
policy?

MR. YOUNG: No, I am really not at all worried about
that. My relationship is basically -~ I would say a friend-
ship. I have never had any trouble talking with Govermor
Carter. In fact he has now called me up and asked, upon

occasion, but it is really no day-to-~day adviser



role as the press sometimes portrays it.

MR. NOVAK: Congressman Young, last Thursday Governor
Carter talked of the total compa-"ibility between him and his
vice presidential selection, Senator Mondale. Senator
Mondale has about a 95 percent ADA record; he consistently
votes for lowered national defense spending and he has, on
occasion, been callad '"Mr. Zusing” in the U. S. Senate.

Does that mean that Governor Carter did a little job
that 50 percent conservative vote that he had and that Govzrnor
Carter is really that liberal?

MR. YOUNG: No, I don't think so0. I think I under-
stand compatibility to mean more compatibility of peisonali:y
styles. I thought they would get slong very well for that
reason. They are both extremely smari; they both work very
hard. They bothhave a kind of dedication to the same wvalue:.
Now they will probably have different opinions about things,
as do Governor Carter and I, but I think that they will resvect
each other and they will work together very well and that is
the way I understand his interpretation of compatibility.

MR. NOVAK: So you don't believe that Governmor Carter,
as President, would support the reductions in national
defense that Senator Mondale has consistently, through hig
career, voted?

MR. YOUNG: Well, I don't know the details of Senator

Mondale's voting record on defense spending. I would say that
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Governor Carter brings to that job more firsthand knowledge

end experience of the defense needs of this nation -- our
basic defense structure right now is a deterrent one built
around nuclear submarines which was a part of his carzer.

He will know where the defemse budget can be cu:t ancd
he will probably make those cuts and he will probably make
it in a way that it would be compatible with the defen:ze
needs of this nation.

But, quite often I think those of us who are the
liberals in the House and in the Senate do 2 lot of protest
voting. We don't have a chance of getting the budget cut.

We usually come up in the House about 100 votes short. So
we find ourselves voting against things because we want to
make a point, but if we really had the votes to do it, I
sometimes question whether I would vocte for alli the cuts
that I vote for.

MR.NOVAK: Let me ask you one other aspect of the
differences between Governor Carter and Senator Mondale.

Governor Carter says he is against forced busing whereas
Senator lMondale has wvoted consise -ently ggainsi any amendments
to restrict busing. Do you think as Preaident Governor
Carter would take the same pro-busing positions as Senator
Mondale?

MR. YOUNG: No, I don't think the issue is busing at all

for either of them. I think Saenator Mondale has said he



doesn’'t like busing. I don't like busing --

MR. NOVKA: He votes for it and so do you?

MR. YOUNG: I vote for it -~

MR. NOVAK: What position do you think Certer would
take? UWhether he likes it or not, would he take the saus
position as you and Senator Mondale, which turns out to be
pro-busing?

MR. YOUNG: No, I don't think he would, but I think
he would be a staunch advocate of moral leadership on rthe
question of integration. You see, the busing orders that
have caused the difficulty have been busing orders that
had no local leadership and where there were reaily games
being played with the emotions of the reople. That wis zrue
in Boston. Denver had a similar busing order. There was
local lcadership. They carried it off very smoothly. Ve
have not had any moral leadership on the question of school
desegregation or any other kind of desegregation in the White
House since 1965-'66. I think Gerrnor Carter will bring
the kind of leadership on that question that the country really
is looking for.

MR. MONRBOE: Congressman Young,was Senator Mondale your
first cholce as the vice presidential candidate?

MR. YOUNG: Well, let's say he was one of my choices.
I try not to say "This is my choice." I tried, in talking

with Governor Carter, to give him as much information about



the people from the perspective of people that I kaew in the
House of Representatives, and I reported to him what I felt
to be the feelings of the members that T tzalked to and I tcld
him by name things that were seid. It was true thai Mondal:,
along with several others, was generally respected by wenlhers
of both the House and the Senate, so it may have come out that
way.

MR. MONROE: 1In effect, Mondale was one of the persons
you reccmmended to Caovernor Carter?

MR. YOUNG: Yes, ha was.

MR. MONROE: Mr. Mondale hurt the ticket in th: South?
You are familiar with Southern wvoters. If I rvemember corvect-
ly, your district has a majority of white voters.

MR. YOUNG: No, I think Mondale will be very well
received in the South bemise I think people forget that the
South is different than it was and even after Governor
Carter's victories we still don't want to accept the fact
thea South has changed, and part of that is -~ Georgla, for
instance, has a black registered vote that is 30 percent of
the total vote and South Carolina, North Carolina,
louisiana, all 25 percent are, you know, plus or minus a few
percentage points.

T think Mondale, along with Governor Carter, will
Tun very, very strongly in the South because the South

knows that they have gone through a pariod of turmoil. They
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don't want any retreat on that. Things are getting better for
everybody, and 1 just think that the Carter-Mondale ticket
is going to be good for this nation snd the voters zare ready
for the kind of leadership that will come from Governor Carter
and Senator Mondale.

MR. MONROE: 1In the face of polls showing the South is
more conservative, moxe inclined toward defense spending,
less inclined toward busing, generslly the South has gone
Republican in recent elections. You find Governor Reagan
strong in the South. You don't mean the old South has
disappeared, do you?

MR. YOUNG: Just about, and I think that lcts of the
questioning on the part of the pollstersv—- you know, vou
can be very strong for a s&rong defanse, but still not be
" against cutting and, you know, I don't think that the polar-
ization that usually is put forwawmd by the intellectuals that
phrase the polls, and by people who comment on issues
necessarily reflects the mood of the people. Pasople want
those polarities reconciled and I think they see in Governor
Carter somebody who can reconcile the tensions in their lives,
and they can have it both ways.

MR. KIKER: We saw an appearance
of Democratic party unity in New York last week, but the fact
is that the people who ‘are running the Carter campaign,

including Governor Carter himself, really don't know easterm
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liberal Democrats; they just don't know each other.

Now, Mr. Certer ?:itting down in Plains, Georgia,
resting as he 1is entitled to.. What sort of plans does he
have for really uniting this party? 1Is he calling these
people, are they calling him? What is going to happen now?

MR. YOUNG: Well, from the very beginning Governor
Carter has stayed on the telephone. e has probably celled
more persons, more people in a broader spectrum than anybodly
else I know rumning for any office. ¢ is extremely access-~
ible.

One of the things that the Democcratic National Committee
has done is put together a top-level Steering Committee
that will do some of the troubleshooting that is necessary
at the state and loecal level to kind of relieve the candidate
of gll that pressure.

MR. KIKER: But there is an atmosphere, it seems to me,
of, we are not going to let them take us over on the part of
the Carter staff. The campaign is going to be run from Atlanta
not from Washimgton.

It is our turn now. We went out and fought through
these primaries; we got the nomination; we now control the
party and the people who live up here are part of the party
establishment, if you will.

Isn't there really a feeling within the Carter staff

we are going to fight to keep these people from having too
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nuch influence?

MR. YOUNG: I don't think there is, because I think the
Carter staff realizes they basically won elections alwost
like Republicans do.

For instance, they won Pennsylvania by carrying the
small towns and Pitteburgh and taking just a smalli portion of
the vote in Philadelphia. Normally Democrats & i: just the
opposite. They win Philadelphia big and then take what they
can get in the small towns.

Now, the Carter campaign has sense enough to kuow they
have got to hold what they have got in zural Pennsylvania, but
they have also got to get a big vote in Philadelphia, and with
candidates like Bill Green running for the Senate and the
members of the House that are running in those urban areas,
the Carter campaign has made an effort to plug into the other
people who are running.

They are going to campaign with members of Congress,
wi;h people who are running for the Senate, and I think that
when you get to the self-interest of getting out the vote,
of raising money, which Governor Cartér can't use now too
much, but he can raise money for -people who are running for

congressional seds and for Senate seats. There is going
to be a merger there which I think will balance out very well.
MR. KRASLOW: On one of your favorite subjects, American

polic& toward Africa, you have said Governor Carter, as a white
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Southerner, is far more qualified to move in the direction of
a creetive African policy. Do you and Mr. Carter have the
same definition of what that policy should be?

MR. YOUNG: I don't know that we have the saume definition.
We have talked about it on a couple of occasions and I think
we have a same sense of direction basicsally growing cut of
our experience in the South.

For one thing, most of the chances in the South were
made by a coordination of politieal and economic activity.

The other thing is that Governor Carter understands
racism and he understands that people can change. He has
seen people change. He knows what is necessary o help them
change .

MR. KRASLOW: How wvigorously do you think Governor
Carter will press for black majority rule in South Africa,
Southwest Africa and Rhndesia?

MR. YOUNG: Well, I don't know that he will press very
vigorously, but insofar as that is a tension point which
affects the total policy of Amwerica in the rest of the world,
and from what I know about his policies as a Governor of
Georgia, rather than wait for things to explode, he tends to
be very aggressive.

He tends to go in and put cut fires while they are
smouldexring, before they blaze. So in that sense I think he

would be aggressive toward protecting the national interests
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of the United States in Southern Africa.

MR. KRASLOW: Very specifically, Congressman, how
far should the Uﬁited States go in pressing for the kind of
ocbjectives you have in mind in South Africa?

MR. YOUNG: I think we should go very far. very fast.

MR. XRASLOW: What methods, trade embargo, diplomatic
sanctions? How far would you go?

MR. YOUNG: Well, you are talking negatively and
basically our exzperience in the South is that you can do it
positively; that the banks that invest in South Africa have
a lot to say about what happens there just as northera banks
had a lot to say about what happened in the South.

I tell all the time about a luncheon that Dr.

King and I had with Roger Blough of U. S. Steel at the time
of the Birmingham crisis and once he understood the social
and political dimensions of Tennessee Coal and Iron's involve-
sent in Birmingham, he made some decisions that pulled the
banks toge:ther, eventually gave some leadership to the
merchants and in three months' time we had a desegregated
city.

I am saying that the utilization of total American
power, not just the political agreements, but trade, or aid,
investment policy, and monetary policy, would give us the

kind of progressive policies in Southern Africa that would
protect the lives of people, haelp to restore human rights on a
reasonable basis and certainly blunt the kind of impact that
the Soviet Union and Cuba have had in the past few years.
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MR. NOVAK: Congressman Young, the missing word in
all that oratory in Madison Square Garden includiag Goveinor
Carter’'s speech was Inflation. Nobody mentioned it. Does
that mean you and your candidate and your party realiv don't
think the high cost of living is much of a problem for che
American people?

MR. YOUNG: Wo, I think he did mention inflarion in
his speech and he said, though, that inflation should not,
you know, we shouldn't use unemployment 23 a means of con-
trolling inflation

I think basically Goveinor Carter =lso said some-
thing about balancing the budget during his tern of office
and he talked in terms that I think wvere designed to remind
the American people that basically his policies as a
governor were basically those of fiscally responsibie.,
almost fiscally conservative policies.

Hamilton Jordan says that.chernor Qarter is just
cheap, and especially cheap with other people’s money and
with his own.

I think you are going to have responsible management
of this government and reorganization is part of the key to
that.

MR. NOVAK: Do you think that is consistent with
the Humphrey-Hawkins bill which most economists believe

would increase and cause a tremendous inflationary effect?



MR. 70UNG: Well, most economists start oul ascuning
their projections about the ecomomy c¢f 7.7 to 7.2 pav cont
unemployment is what we have got to deal with, and chen they
assume that every job, to deal with that, has got to be =
public service job or a government creatad job, and then Lhey
put an enormous price tag. 1 think the clection of
Jimmy Carter is going to bring a kind of stimulant to the
economy that came when John Kennedy was eiectn: after
the lethargy of the eccnomy during the Eiseriower ycars,
and rather than dealing wich 7.7 per cent we will probably
be Jdealing with more like five per cent

He talks alsoc about dealing with governmunt emplov-
ment largely in the age group of sixteen to tuenty-five,
young adults and minorities. But I don't thin:t we an-
ticipate even in the Humphirey-lawking bill the kind of
high price tag that the opponents have tagged onto it.

MR. NOVAK: Congressman, I would like to ask you one
question about your personal appreciatio n of Govormor
Carter. Back in 1970 he was commending Governor Maddox
for sending the National Guard te Augusta In 1972 he
was urging a boycott in Augusta against busiug. In 1973
he wanted Vice President Agnew to stay in office. Do you
think there has been scme sudden transformation in Governor

Carter that he appeared Thursday night as a great liberal

or populist?



MR. YOUNG: I don't think there has been any transfor
mation at all, I think he was the chief executive in
Georgia, dealing with an extremely volarile situation, and
Governor Carter is Southern and white. He knows and he
understands the tremendous cmotion in that situation and
he was trying to giv: some leadership. And part of ziving
leadership is empathisizing -nd identifying with the people
you try to lead He was trying to do that and at the same
tfme he was constantiy mecting with the black community
trying to f£ind ways to move that whoiec state of
Georgia out of the dark ages And interestingly enough, he
did. That state will never be the same from his four years
I think if we look at the results of his four year term cf
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offfce we will see a kind of balanced administration that
would be very good for this country

MR. MONROE: Congrossman Young, Jesse Jackson said in
New Yorit City during the Democratie convention that Governor
Carter committed himself to the bigpgest voter registration
drive in the black community since 1960, and in his speech
Covernor Carter said, "It is time for universal voter
registration. " Do you see ahead some strenuous efforts in
voter reglotration during the campaign and afrerwards if
Jiumy Carter wins some new legislation on voter registration?

MR. YOUNG: I think 1 see all of that  QOne of the
things tha: he did very effectivelv was open up the demo-

cratic process in Georgia for all of the people. Of course the
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voter registration drive doesn't have to be too big. to

be the biggest one since 1960 but now the Federal Election
Comnission does give money to the Democratic National
Committee and the Republican National Committee to do things
like registering voters so there will he more funds availzable
and there certainly will be an interest and I iantend to

put a lot of my time into sceceing that gets doue,

MR. MONROE: Will that be coucentrated on special
groups such as Dlacka?

MR. YOUNG: No, I think what we are trying to do is
pet people who contrcl the wvoter registration mechanism to
open it up to everybody. We certainly will be concentrating
on those who are, you know, usually left out.

MR. MONROE: We have about thirty seconds.

MR. KIKER: How close an election are we geing to
have? The polls show Jimmy Carter handily beating eicher
President Ford or Ronald Reagan if the election were held
today. What do you predict in November?

MR. YOUNG: T think it is going to get a lot
closer in the meantime and it will get to be a2 big margin in
November.

MR. MONROE: Our time is up. Thank you, Congressman

Young, for being with us on MEET THE PRESS.
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