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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA S HIN G TON 

September 1, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: JACK MAR~ 

In examining the transcript of Cart' statements before 
the Nader Consumer Group, it appears he has a very broad 
grasp, in both a general and technical sense, of nuclear 
questions. This undoubtedly stems from his Navy career. 
He appears to be both confident and persuasive in his 
response. In fact, it was the inost complete response he 
made in this interview. He may be wrong in his view, never-
theless it sounds like he is very familiar with the subject. 

I mention this so that the treatment of this particular sub-
ject in the debates can be given careful consideration. 

cc: . ~ D.2i ke Cheney V1-k Duva l 

l,O 



.., . 

·Senator Magr..uso~'s committee, slm.:ed in the past seven years by the reality of the 

probability 0£ n White House vet:o, the Corr:mittee has a reservoir of effective 

suggestions to redress the imbalances of power between consumers and corporations. 

We applaud the example set by these individuals and others like thcill in the audience 

and across the country; we celebrate this kind of citizenship. (sustained applause) 

In January of this year, at the Consumer's Federation of America's convention, 

:Mr. Jimmy Carter said, -111 would like to be known as the foremost protector of 

) ' 
consuillers." This standard that he h~s set for himself has far-reaching significance. 

sy 
because, on thought, I think ;we must all admit that the ultimate test of our economic 

is the economic health, saf~ty and well being of consumers today and in future 

generations~ And it is the consumer's interest, whzther in housing or in food or 

in other major areas affecting his or her life, that must be ·the touchstone and 

in the forefront of public policy-making. Please· welcome Mr. Carter. (sustained 

. applause) 

:ARIBR: Thank you. First of all let me say that I am very pleased and proud to be 

here~ to be sitting at the head table with such a distinguishe d group of courageous 

and effective Americans is an honor in itself. An accu~ulated talent, an ability 

nc1.d sensitivity and co~unib:aent of those who haw~ jnst been introduced is, indeed., 

inspiration to us all. The only one about whom I have any concern is our host., 

Ralph Nader. (laughter) I was talking to Jack Brooks a few @inutes ago and when 

Ralph's people went out to the audience to collect the question cards, Jack Brooks 

said, "I'm sure, knowing Nader, that he is taking up a collection." (laughter) .; 

I said, "He is way ahead of that- he takes up a collection before you get in the 

house; he doesn I t wei t until after you get in." (laughter) · I made the mis take of 

inviting Hr. Nader down to Plains (laughter) this past weekend. I really uanted 

to nake an impression on him because I have adsired hiB so long and in order to do 

so I took him out to the Plains softball field and I Wi:lS very pleased when Ra~ph 
> 

and I got out of the car that 2.11 the tourists who no,., fill our tiny town rushed 
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forward with their nutogrnph books:. I turned to get my pen (laughter) out of . . 

r:iy pocKe t. I then turr.ecl around to see all the tourists gathered around Hr. 

Nader instead of me. He brought me, also, some bad luck. I have a 7-0 record 

as a pitcher on the softball team on which I play. I lost my first game. In 

the midst of the game, my brother's gas station exploded (laughter); I wound 

up with two charley horses--one on each leg and his performance as an umpire! 

(laughter) I'd rather not co~ent on it. (laughter) He said• that he was 

..--::·-
fair because both sides said he was lousy (laughter) and I can't dis,a~r~~ · 

(J 
- that. (applause) 

on me so far. (laughter) I think that this is an unprecedented thing for the 

nominee of one of our parties to appear in a no-holds-barred talk-interchange 

of ideas and questioning with the leading consumer advocate of our country. 

But I co:ne here as one who has spent the last 20 months travelling throughout 

our nation to try to seek votes, and I have been successful in that--to try 

to learn. When I began my campaign, as you perhe.ps know> I didn I t have a 

built-in organization. I was not well known. I didn't have much rnoney; only 

small staff. ··I didn't have cormie.nd of the news media as I would have here 

in Washington or I would, perhaps, in New York. But ny wife and I> and raany 

others, went fror.i one living roo:n to another; one union hall to another; one· 

high school auditorium to another. Sometimes only three or four people would 

come, but I would make about a 10-minute speech and answer questions for 45 

or so, and I began to forra a relationship with individu3l voters that 

paid rich dividends as the campaign progressed. And I learned i'n the process. 

A lot of news n~dia representatives and sociologists and politcal science 

pro f esso::-s have asked: '1Are you a liberal or a conservative?" I never have 

tried to answer the question. In some areas I would be quite liberal: in 

conc.u:!:e r protection, environment;:il qunlity, hu:r.an riihts and civil rights. 
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In other areas I would be auite conservativ~: tight r.ianc1ger::1ent of govenunent, . . 
careful planning, strengthening of local government, good openness of govern-

ment. One way to categorize r:i.y beliefs ·would be popularism, if you would let 

me define the word--and I ·would alraost equate it with consumerism. I have been 

deeply hurt, as have many other Americans in the last few years, with the deter-

iorationand the quality of our governmental processes. They have been demonstrated 

in runny minor ways, but in a few major ways: the Vietname::c' ;:{nd Ca'.llbodian wars; 

the atterapt to become involved in Angola; the CIA revelations; the Watergate 

scandals. There has been a deep sense of alienatio~ of people fro~ our govern-

ment and a sense of disappointt!lent, a sense of embarrassment--sometimeseven a 

sense of shame. ihese feelings,. perhaps, are justified and l_egi tim.ate but: there 

is a reservoir of deep com::;iitment that exists in the minds ~nd hearts of the 

American people that is waiting to be tapped. I have always felt that, to the 

extent that government in all its forms can equal the character of the An1erican 

people--to that extent,-our wrongs can be redressed, our mistakes can be corrected ~ 

the difficult answers can, perhaps, be given to difficult questions and there can 

be a restoration of confidence of people in govern~ent. 

The goverrunent must be well-organized, simple, efficient--so that the 

average person can understand what goes on there. So that there can be some 

access to th~ person or persons ·within government who can meet the need or 

receive a complaint or to discuss it, perhaps, as a legitimate public criticisn _ 

or attack. We now have a bureaucratic structure in the Federal government and 

many state govern.~ents but--because of its complexity--it is almost impervious 

to the entering of a human being into the decision-making process. That needs to b, 

changed. In m.:rny instances, when agencies or departments beco:ne obsolE:scent or 

obsolete, their usefulness having been performed, then they Ccln try ways to \7G!p 

themselves in secrecy when a new, vigorous, bc1dly-needcd function of government 

is originally instiluted--there is a strong n.'.ltion::tl rwtiv.:ttion to let people 
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sources of legitimate prying ancl surfacing of ways of letting people kno~ , 

what goes on in my de partment. But once a department serves its function, 

the r e is a strong inclination towards self-perpetuation and for the enshrin-

ing of that agency in secrecy. This occurs too often and we need to pursue 

the legislation of which Jack Brook's dpartment opens up to deliberations of 

our govemment--not only in the Executive branch but, hopefully, in the Congress 

as well. The public access to public scrutiny, to public kno1)1ledge) to public 

involvement--to perhaps even public control for a change. 

We must have, also, the involvement of citizens in the preparation of 

decisions. The budgeting process should be open; revision of major legis-

lation should be open., and there should always be a sense of what government 

does is for the best interests of those who have no powerful lobbying group; 

w-ho have no direct access to those who h2.ve power in the White House or other-

wise, and who quite often have no intense interest because they lack under-

sta nding . 'ifoen the regulatory ageD:cies ' "ere being cstablishe:tl about 40 years 

ago, when Fran.lin Roosevelt was President., he said--an almost.humorous remark 

now--"Regul~t.:ory agencies will, · indeed, be tril::unes fer the people." They h2.ve 

not turned out that ·way. Because no matter what the hopes have been, the reg-

ulatory 2gencies were -first formed to protect the consumer alone against the 

encroachment of a ·selfish interest. Quite often the average consumer, the 

average citizen., has no awareness of the procedures, never sees the issues 

clearly defined and--because of that--his a notable absence of interest~ And, 

al1:i.o s t by default, there becomes evolved a "sweetheart arrange1:!ent 11 between the 

regulatory agencies themselves and those in industry wl10 are be{ng regulated. 

M3ny Preside nts have perpetuated that deterioration by appointm~nts to regulatory 

age:ncics--t;1 e re has been kind of "revolving dcor" be~ween the industry being 
> 

r eg:._1lated and t')e regulatory agency itself. I would like to sto;:> that if I aQ. 

electe d Pre sident. 



Fir!::t of all, I would like to see Congress pass a lnw that would c::.::ikc it 

ill~;al for the r:1ovement of r:1emhers of regulatory agencies bl!ck into th~ industry 
.... ----

from which they have co:7'.e to the present edministration. In the last eight ye2.rs 

over half the appointrr:en ts to the nine most iC1portant regulatory agencies have 

come from the industries being regulated. And, of course, quite often they don't 

serve the whole term because of the free movement back into the industry fron 

the regulatory agency itself. If i~ •is impossible to pass such a law, then 
} ·i 

through Executive Order and through a firm commit:r.1ent from those ·whom I am 

considering for appointoent, I'll prevent that continuous ing~ess and egress ----------------------bet-;.,een those two entities in our society. We also need to have within the 

govern."':lent structure itself a competent group who can speak for consu.uers. Sen-
. "-'. 

ator Magnus on and Congressman Brooks have, thus far, been successful in getting 

this legislation passed--Consut!!er Protection Agency or Consumer Agency for 

Aclvocacy. 

I am strongly opposed to the proliferation of new agencies, departments, 

bureaus, boards and COTBissions because it adds on to an already confused Fed-

eral bureaucratic structure. But this agency, in ray opinion, is different. If 

I a:Il elected Presidec1t, I would look on this group (a very small group, by the 

way) to help r2e probe constantly> ~o discover agencies or functions which ought 

to be eliminated. To publicly reveal inadequacies, inaccuracies that exist within 

the people's own government. I believe that every year because of the process ·: 

of screening out obsolescent aspects of our government, the Agency would r.i.ore than 

pay for itself. There would also be n very lm-1 cost--I think · ten., eleven, 

t"oelve oillion dollars per year. This is about the amount of money that 1{EW 

spends every hour. So ••• I strongly favor this lcgi::;lation • . I hope the confer-

ence cor:m1ittee ,·,,ill pass it quickly; that it will be adopted, I hope th.:1t Pres...: 

idcnt Ford will sign it into I.Two If be should veto it, I 110?e that Congress will 

override his veto. If the veto should be sustnined, I will continue to IT!::tkc it 
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a c:iajor issue in the caJ1paign this fall. If I am elected President, I hope it 

will be one of the first bills passed during the ne:;:t administration. (loud 

applQuse) 

There has to be another means for citizen involveraent in our government. 

The President is the major spokesman of our country. Access to the President 

from groups represe.nted here today is crucial. Too the past the ,.rnite 

House is surrounded by an impervious obstacle which is open to those who are 
) ' 

powerful and influential, but was not open to those who spoke . for the average 

citizen. That ought to be changed and it will be changed if .I should be 

elected President. At the same time we ought to pursue an idea that Georgia _... , 

d h 1 11 d 
" 1 " - - . u.{~ f0,1>0~ 

initiate w i. e I was Governor, ca e tie ine. We set up an in-watch 

line when anyone in our state at this moment, if they have a. problem or a }; 

need, or a question or a criticism can call without cost on a nearby telephone 

(perhaps their mm, if they have one) to~ number, which is highly pub-

licized through welfare checks, public advertisers on radio and television 

and ask his question and--while they hold onto the phone--.. ,ithout delay the 

Answer will be provided. If one's welfare check or social security check 

daesn 1 t arrive,. while the person holds the phone (perhaps an illiterate person) 

they are connected au~ori!atically to their own Congress..1an ' s office in Washington 

to give their expression of concern and, perh2ps, to receive at:~ention. If they 

go into a local grocery store to buy a chicken and they p3y for 3 pounds of 

chicken and, when they get home, they find it weighs 21z pounds--they can call 

the same number and say they got cheated in their local grocery store. And, 

while they hold onto the phone, they can be connected to the person in the 

Agriculture Departraent who is responsible for the accuracy of grocery stores 

scales, and so forth. I think ue now have over 26,000 catc~or:i.cs of co:nplaints 
> 

on ..iicrofilrn and we keep a record of COiaplaints in addition to answering 

ques tions of that kind. A similar occurrence could very well be instituted 
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find the source of an answer to a question. (applause & laughter) 
• 

In closing, let me say this: I don't claim to know all the answers. 

Nany of you in the audience are experts in the field of special interest to 
to 

you. One of the reasons I came here was not/teoch, or even to pro:nise, but 

to l e arn . A lot of legislation has already been passed to help those who look 

to you for leadership and perhaps because of your ~.m instigation. As that 

legislation has been passed, quite often it has not received ithe support and 

adequate financing from our executive leaders in the White House. Another point 

I would like to make in closing is this: Next year perhaps there is going to be 

a di-F ·Ferent climate in this couutr)', CaR )ran imagine tbe change that is going -
to take place in matters that are of great concern to you when the President and -=--

.Congress work in harmony, with mutual respect, in close consult-:t 

· one enot:her in the open? And when we have a natural inclination to be sup;:,orti ve 

of· sugg~_stions which help the consumers of this country? That in itself can be 

a ·tremendous step forward, even if ~,e never pass another consumer protection or 

advocecy bill. Of course we' 11 pas them, but think fer a moment in the field of 

poisonous materials, safety, transportatin, energy, taxation, access to govern-

ment, environmental quality and many others •• If you felt there was a receptive 

ear to your problems, to your suggestions and to your criticisms in the White 

House... This is ·not a partisan speech but I would like to point out that in 

the last 24 years. we have only had Democrats in the Hhi te House for eight years/ 

I think, in general (2nd there are, obviously, some exc_eptions) our Party has 

stood for a close relationship to the voters themselves--with an emphasis on 

individual citizens and a 8ini..i.al emphasis on po,,erful interrnediaries, --hich 

has quite often been an obstac le to close and regular access between citizens 

and the f;OVermncnt. But that's going to change nnd I think it will be a gootl 

chan;;~. As Ralph Nade r pointed out when I spoke to the Citizens Forum n few 

r:wr.ths ago , I hope to challenge him in t11e future for the Utlc of the top 
(Su s tai r 



HADER: Thank you, }[r. Carter •.• for those remarks and sensitivities. We no~ turn to 

the pc:rnel of six reporters, who ,will ask question3 and, possibly, fol lo,-, up inquiries 

to their qeestions. TI1e panel is composed of Horton Mintz of TilE HASHINGT0~1 POST; 

Eileen Sh2.nahan of the NEH YORK TIMES; Les Hhi tten of LES \THITTEt~ AND JACK AHDERSO~i 

(colu.-mists) (laughter); Steve Aug of TI-iE WASHINGTON STAR; Nike Conlan of UPI" and 

Karen Elliott of the HALL STREET JOURNAL. We will start with Mr. Mintz. 

HINTZ: Governor, you referred a moment ago to the last few Democratic ad~inistrations; 

it was during their tenure that a tidal wave of mergers occurred. That tidal wave 

really strengthened the power of giant corporations over the econo:ny. Those 

-ad;ninistrations that were in power did nothing, and the fact is that Hr. Ni>:onrs 

administration was tr,ying to break the tidal wave. The Anti-trust Corr!!:lission warns 

now that we are on the brink of a new wave of mergers, and I would like to ask if 

you are aware of Senator Hart's proposal to try to .head it off by giving the 

Justice Department authority to get an injunction against the mergers that are, in 

fact, suspected to be illegal, reporting on that resolution and, then, letting yoa 

have a position on that proposal? 

CARTER: I do favor the right of the Attorney General to obtain pre-merger injunction 

and recognize that, during both Republican and Democratic administr~ticns in the 

past, there have-been derogations of co~suu1..er_rights. I canrt claim, obviously, 
. 

that all the fault lies with one party or the other. But there has been a growing 

awareness, as you know., in the last eight years because of actions- of those · 

assecbled at this head table and others, and I think that the response will be 

different in the future -- certainly, if I am successful in Nove~ber. So I do 

favor the legislation. 

)·!INTZ: Thank you. I have no follff•7 t.:p. 

If you will just continue in the order designated. Niss Shanahan? 

S:L\'t:AHAl-!: Governor, you have said thclt it's going to take a ,,hole year to , -: ork out yo~:r 

tn:< r:::form progrnh!.,. 

CARTER: Ye s . 



(Tape garbled h~re, follo~ing Mr. Carter's interjection) 

SHANAHAN: If those arc the circurr,,.s tances, why <lo you think you can succeed in tD.:-c refo-r-1 

where other Presidents of both parties have failed? 

CARTER: If I can complete my~ analysis, of the tax revision, within a shorter period 

of time, I would certainly proceed aggressively -- I would like to be cautious in 

what I promised since the present tax code conprises roughly 40,000 pages~ I 

believe that it would take approximately a year before a final and co;nprehensive 

proposal can be made to the Congress. ) I 

The thing that concerns me about tax reform 

is this: When it is done piecemeal, one portion at a time, it's almost inpossible 

to correct the basic defects or inequities in the tax laws themselves. And those 

special interest groups--some quite benevolent--who are thoroughly aware of an 

advantage to be derived from one particular part of the t~x code can focus their 

attention and their influence with Congressional raembers very acutely on that one 

particular aspect of the tax code. The average consumer or voter in this country 

who can exert trefI!endous pressure on members of Congress ar.d the President, if th ·· 

are educated, have no way, for instance, under the present tax reform bill now in 

Congress, have no way of understar.ding exec tly what is going on. I don I t think 

we 're going to be successful in provi_ding a substanti:il increase in equity by try:i'.ng 

to amend the present tax code -- paragraph by paragraph. I think it is go~ng to 

have to be, first of all, comprehensive; it is going to have to be generic in 

nature; to basically start from scratch and prepare a comprehensive proposal .at 

once. A great effort to simplify; the removal of vast nu~bers of the special ·~ 

privileges that have, in the past, been put into the tax code (and are still there); 

an emphasis on equity and an emphasis on simplicity; a gu~rantee that there will be 

a truly tax rc2te for those who make a higher incor::ie~-- so that those 

peo?le can pay a high2r pe_rcent of their inccffie in taxes, and so forth. So. o o 

because of the cc7orehensive co,1L-aitment, that is ,;_.,hy and where the delay wight be. 

l! o~ever , I'll proceed as expeditiously as I can. I'll e~phasize one other point: 



This has never been 11ttempted, in my mer.1ory-,-1here the full resources and 

influ.:::nce of the Hhite llouse and the President have been put behincl a co::iprehensive 

.ussess::.2nt of Hhat we have and what we our;ht to hr.we. If I c11n present to the 

American people and the Congress, with full participation by the Congressional 

leaders by the way, during that process -- a tax proposal that is s~er; is 

fairer· j~ co~prehensive; and guarantees more equity ot treatroeut, •• then, I believe 

we heve an excellent chance of passing it. I am determined to do it and I consider 

} ' 
it on my word of honor at stake; it's not a lightly made commitnent -- and I 

consider we have an excellent chance to succeed. 

S1-L.;1l\H...<\N: Tne other day, Governor, you apparently received a phone call from Senator 

Long which he had discussed (here a cough garbles the tape) publicly on the subject 

of tax reform. And> as he recounted the conversation, he made it sound as if you 

had raade a commitment to be extremely careful about doing anything that night 

possibly hurt business investmen·ts. Is that an accurate, correct reflection of 

what you said to him in the context of perhaps lighter taxes on Capitol Hill? 

CARTER: No, we didn't discuss that at all. There was_ nothing in the conversation at all 

that referred to business investraents or tax credits or anything elseo 

'WHITTEN: Governor, first off before I ask my question, I rd· like to know what kind of 

togthp2ste you use? (laughter) 

CARTER: If that's your only question> I'll answer it. (laughter) 

UHITTEN: As a matter of fact> I just happen to have one about the oil industry. 0 ~ 

(laughter) Do you feel, Governor, that 11big oil" should be broken up> O:IB: to::;. 

divorce it from its control of other energy sources? 

CARTER: Yes. 

HHITTr::N: /,nd/or THO: Into separate companies for the oil fields ther:\s'elves, that 

is: pipelines, the refineries, the distributors, the retail outlets and so on 0 

Ai1d, if you do fee 1 on either hand that it should be done, do you p lar. to rr.ake 

sure thr:ouzh your appointr.ients to the F1C, the FPC:> the fEA and sntl-trust 

this can be carried out in eny way? 
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r 
CARTER: I have been careful about what I said nbout this subject; not be-

cause of any political consequences (because i& a very popular thing to be 

for total divestiture) but because I ,,ant to be sure that what I do is right 

and best for the consumers ultimately. I don't favor total divestiture, as -
a corr.mi tment ofmy own. I do favor divestiture in two areas: One is the 

wholesale and retail distribution level of fuel and in horizontal invest-
, I 

ments. Unless I am convinced that there is some alternative way to 

provide intense and adequate competition, the aspect of the influence of 

oil companies that I., about which I fe~l most concerned, is the horizontal 

investment into the coal fields, geothermal supplies and uranium. And 

that is my basic concern. If I am not convinced, and I have told the oil 

industry representatives the. same thing, that there ' is an adequate amount 

of competition ( which there is not now., by the way) then I would favor 

divestiture in these two areas. 

WHITTEN: To tie this in very hard on thato." 

CARTER: Please? 

WHITTEN: You say, " ••• that there • t- II 1.s no~ now ••• you said very distinctly? 

CARTER: That's correct. 

WHITTEN: ·what steps would you take, if you become President, to reverse 

that situation? 

CARTER: Well, I think that, in the past, there hes been an inclination on 

the part of the oil companies 1 investments in the coal industry to reduce 

the supplies of coal. To artificially raise the price of coal above and 

beyond the rate that would ordinarily accrue because of production costs 

increas~s and so forth. In my opinion, that is a violation of, perhaps, 
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.anti-trust laws und I feel that perhaps the strengthening of anti-trust 

laws or the enforcement of those presently on the books can correct that 

situation. That would be an option. But I believe no:.;, that there is a 

need for corrective action. 

WHITTEN: Now- -ab out the toothpaste... (lau_ghter) 

CARTER; You've lost your chance at the toothpaste question. (laughter) 
} ' 

AUG: Mr. Carter., the Ford adminis tra tion---as you are probably aware--has 

sought to ease the amount of Fed.eral control of airl~nes., trucks and 

railroads ••• 

CARTER: Yes. 

AUG: In the belief that it would help consumers by lowering prices, I 

wonder what your view on this is? Would you, for example, specially pad-

lock the doors on the ice., CAB? How do yo"u feel about: regulating our 

transportation--s~ould it be thrown open to the competitive marketplace? 

CARTER: We 11, as has been pointed out many times, there are two aspec _ts 

of regulation. I think one asp-ec t of regulation is very vital to the 

consumer. That is the regulation of things of which '.:he consu,c.er cannot 

adequately assess for oneself: hidden chemicals in food 7 the amount of 

damage that might be done to the ~nvironment., and so forth. On the other 

hand., econo::;iic regulation which pennits 3 in many instances, an unwarranted 

increase in the price of products to consumers ought to be drastically 

minimized. Whether they would p2dlocked, I cant t commit r.1yself to that 

drastic a commitment--but in my mm appointments to the regulatory 

agencies that are involved in economics, I would try to e~hince the degree 

of competition that presently exists and lower ci1e prices that are paid 

by consumers. One obvious and repeated example that is being used is 

the relative cost of intrast~::::::! airline travel (such as in Tc:--:as or 

Cl . . f' ") a i •. orn1.a to equivalent distances trave l ed in intcr-stetc 
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airline routes where the c6st is almost doubled because of the rulings 

of Federal regulatory agencies on inter-state transportation. Another 

very serious concern would be in the charge for electricity by po·,.;er 

co:npnnies--say;) e lee tric pO'r1er me~bersh ip corporations. In some areas> 

because the po,.;er is transported across the tate line., the Federnl Power 

Com.'Uission has authorized wholesale rates to., say, the electric membership 
) . 

corporations or to cities or to other entities that actually exceed the 

retail level or power costs or charges approved by s~ate regulatory agencies. 

T"nis is a great concern to me and 1 · think it is the kind of abuse that 

should be corrected. So> to summarize: in the economic regulation., I 

think we need to move very drastically to increase co2petition and to re-

nove the protection to the industries thenselves an? the area of protecting 

huffian beings against dsraage from chewicals. Evironmental prcbleos 0 •• I 

think this is an area where regulatory agencies might be strengthened. 

CO?-ITAN: A question has support from enviornmentalists end energy forces 

but has opposition from organized labor 3 or some segments of organized 

labor: Would . you favor a nation,;.,id~ ban, or prohibitive tax, on thr0w-

away beverage containers? 

CARTE~: I don't know. I haven 7 t information to know ·whether I would favor 

it or not. I don't know ho;, it has worked in Oregon .. I know it has been 

tried there.. The forner Governor of Oregon thinks it worked very well, but~ 

et this time, I would not favor a nationwide law on that subject. But I 

would reserve the right to change my mind in the future if evi<le~ce is 

presented to r:2e that it 1r:ight be advisable* S0 000 that's a ·c:£uestior:i Ican't 

EI.I.IOTT: You said, Governor, that you oppose opening up of governr::ent 

kno:-.1lec!ge of hm.; to enrich uranium to private industries. l.::ig: week the House 
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passed a bill that would ailow private industry entering uranium enrich-

nent backed by eight billion dolle.rs in government loan guarantees. Ifow, 

if n particular contract between the private companies and the government 

doesn't reach the· Hhi te House until January, when you a re there, would yo~ \' (JI( 
/ ·<,.,• {) 

veto those contracts? (-~ < 

\; 
CARTER: I hate to say this far ahead of time:, when I am still a nominee~ 

> ' 
and not a President-elect, what I will do about specific l~gislation whose· 

form I don't know and which I have never seen. I don't think it is a matter 

of the private industries knowing about the process, because quite often 

they have performed the process themselves under direct contract with the 

government. This was the case at Hampton Works by DuPont; by G.E. in Knolls 

Atomic Pile Laboratory, for instance, and at Westinghouse and a·t other 

· places in Pittsburgh. So, it is not a matter of whether or not private 

industry kno~-JS about the process--secrecy is not a part of the prob lea. I 

personally believe that , if the Federal govern.T..ent is going to turn ov~r 

to private industry the enrichillent responsibility itself and has to guar-

· antee n certain amoi.;.m: of profit as a prerequisitP. to the industry assuming 

that responsibility, that this would probably work to the disad·..rantage of 

our people. I would rather see the same aQount of money expended to expand --
our present facilities--if expansion is n°ed 0 d 

ELLIOTT: Does that mean you would veto a particular contract allowing 

private co~panies to enrich uranium? 

CARTER: I still can't ans"\-ler your question, because I don I t know if the 

legislation Hould call for the President to have the authorfty to veto a 

co!:ltr2ct. That may be a responsi.bility assigned to ERD.\ to pursue it. I 

,,ould be under an o~th to enforce the law, as it existed at any one partic-

ulc:r mo:nent; l!nd--if the 11:!w r equ ired it--this contract arrange::1ent would 

be pursued , of cours e , in spite of my o~n aver~ion to doin g it. I would 
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,. 
have to comply with the 13.w. But, I have exprc.ssecl to you my •• 

ELLIOTT: If given a chance, you 1 d be opposed to it? 

CARTER: That's right. But I can't promise you that I i-:ould veto a 

specific contract if the law had n lready been passed authorizing the 

contract to be let. 

HINTZ: Hr. Carter., more than thousands of Americans die of cancer every 

/ 
day. The American Cancer Foundati)n stated /90% of the cases were caused 

by environmental factors including chemicals in the workplace and in the 

air, drinking water., food and drugs bought. The Senate subcocrnittee bill 

·would require screening of all widely-used chemicals to determine if the.y 

may cause cancers in huwans. Do you have a position on· this, sir? 

CARTER: Well> I'm against cancer .. (laughter) I'v~ seen in my travels 

around the country some of the problems and also some of the results of 

corrective action. I was in a plant, for instance (I believe, in New 

Hampshire) that processed asbestos,. The manager of the. plant was corr:plain-

ing very aggressively about OSHA (Occupational S3fety & Health .Administrat-

ion) and hqw OSHA people had come in to 11disturb 11 his plant. Later in his 

conversation, as I went through the plant:, some of the employees said that 

two years ago_ 11 
••• _you couldn't see froCT one end of the p~ant to the other1

11 

because of the asbestos in the air; and that was all cleaned up and the 

plant o.anager was very proud of this cha:-!ge . I asked him what made him 

change his mind? He replied, 11The OSW,. people required us to do it." 

(laughter) So.,. .I am concerned about this problecn; I think this involves 

e ~-d.de rang':"! of problems. One of them is insecticides end other chemicals 

which are sprayed. Obviously, others involve the content of medecines nnd 

foods that are consumed by persons; another one would inv~lve the enforcement 

of <1ir quality stand.-:1rds. Another \1ould b2 the ir'.'.proper control or testinf; 
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• 
so:ne inndvertcnt poisoning of people. One of things I do favor, regard-

less of Hho does -Che preliminary test, is the complete reve lation of the 

results of tcsts--of chemical or medccines before they are put on the 

raa rket. I think this can be done witho:.it r e veuling trade secrets about 

the exact formulae that would co:uprise e. new product. But, at the present 

tirai:! , when this testing is done either in public or private laboratories 

or by the company itself, there is no requirement that these tests be ~ade 

public. If they were, I think that interested scientists (maybe scientists 

\Jho would be involved ·with the consumer groups ·who are represented here) 

could publicize the possible dangers. So ••• I do favor corrective action 

in this field and would do all I could as President to pursne it. 

HINTZ: Governor, I asked the guestion because Congress has been hung up 

for years on this issue ••• that is, how can they pass a toxic substances 

bill? The Senate has one and the House bill does not contain the pro-

vision I talked about. And I wanted to ask again w:1.ethe r you have any 

views that you would like to convey to the people and .to the Congress 

on this particular issue of screening all ~idely-used chemicals to 

deterraine that they may cause.cancer in h~u.ans? 

CARTER: Did I answer the question? I gave you the best an.;;wer I co11ld. 

HINTZ: Thank you. 
..... . 

Governor, there are a great ~any proposals for federal l egislation 

to force corporations to be more law abiding; ranging from relatively small 

charges like giving the outside directors control of the (inaudible) 

Co:xr:ittee to co.:lprehens ive pro;,JOsals like Ralph Nade r I s Fed e ral Charterin~ 

Bill. Which
1
if an~ of thes e proposals do you favor? 

We ll , I a~ not su re about the proposa l for Fede r a l chartering . My 

o·,m phil os ophical cc::,_,-nitr::ent would be to let the states do it i{ they c.'.".n 

.or Hill. 1'.nd, as a sccon<l ultci.-n.:ttive> to s et ;ni_ni:.tt:.:t s t~nda r ds for cha rter-
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ing, and then p c m:it the starte to co:nply, mD.ndatorily, unless l:hc y want to 

assu::ie the Federal chartering requirements. There arc so,ne state chartering 

provisions that obviously are too low and permissive, like the ones in 

De laware. I think it was Mr. Nader who pointed out to me that, for instunce, 

if General Motors wanted to sell their Buick D~vision, they would not even 

have to seek the approval of their own stockholders; and that if a major 

official in a corporation was convicted of a crime and was 'fined $10"000, the 

corporation could pay the fine for that individual without ·approval of the 

stockholders. So access of the stockholders to have a greater control of the 

is something that I would favor very strongly. Secondly, I believe 

that there ought to be a reduction in the protection for ·criminals that is 

not provided within the corporate structure. I see no reason for corporations 

to give bribes in this country or in other countries. The recent proposal by 

the Administration is that the companies" in effect, can go ahead and bribe --------------------------~-----·--------in fore:i:-grr countries. They have to reveal the bribe to the Co:r_'"'.J.erce Depa.:-t-

ment. It is kept secret for a year, and I understand revealed if there is 

an essessment by the Secretary of Co~..uerce or the President that a foreign 

lnw was vioiated . The concept of confid_ential disclosure" to me , seeras to 

be a conflict in teITus; and the concept of permissive criminality (laughter) 

also seems to fue to be a conflict in terms. I believe it is .accurate to s~y 

that every nation in the world has bribery defined as a crime, and I see no-~ 

reason ·why our mm country should contribute to corporate crimes of any kind. 

SH.ANA!JAN: In t~lking about a '}1inirnum Standards Bill" or any other appro2.ch, 

do you have s0G1e thought as to what you would ma~e a crime> _o-th e r than 

bribe ry, in tcr~s of nonfulfillment of Federal la,~s> or anything else; and 

how you -would, end at what leve l within the corI'oration, r.wke anything a 
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C/1r..·.r2-:~: I can't ansv1er that question. Obviou~ly a violation of the state or 

fcueral lnws is, in its elf, .. defined ns a crime. And I think the punish,::ent 

should be commensurate with the degree of criminality or the harm that hc1s 

resulted £r001 the corrJU.ission of the crime. I would prefer to see heavy cor-

po~ate fines levied or perhaps a criminal penalty including incarceration for 

leaders of the corporation or business who were peddling and proven to be 

guilty, and this would include daoage to persons' health or lives, or the sub-
} ' 

version of the orderly structure of our society through bribery and other 

means. 

WI:ITTEU: Governor, in view of your forceful words about sweetheart deals 

between the regulatory agencies and industry, and in view of the way coc.."1.ercial 

time on TV has gobbled up so much program time, do you favor a drastic cut-

back in CO!:!.'nercial time on TV, and will you appoint militant FCC Commission-

ers to try to cut back that time or propose needed legislative relliedies? 

I can I t answer the question about whether the present allocation 

of tine is adequate. I am not sure even what the require2ent is -- I under-

stand it is about 30%. I donrt kno;, the answer. But, anyway, I will appoint 

consu:ier or citizen advocates on the FCC and in other regulatory agencies as 

well. One statement that I made abotit a year ago is that one of ~he goals 

that I have for my mm 2.ppointees is that they would be accep_table to -
Ralph Nader. That doesn't @ean that I am going to get his approval ahead o( 

o~ consult hiu necessarily in every appointment, but the thrust of my 

own cocr:mitoent to appointments on regulatory agencies is to fulfill the orig-

inal cor.cep t Hhich was that it would be a forum for the people and the pro.,-

tection of the people themselves. 

\·.'HITTi::N: I would like to fol lm.; up on those qucs tions. 

C!,IffE~: Please do. 
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WrtITrir,r: I ,-rnuld like to ask you -- you must watch TV 2s ue do ••• 
p 

CARTER: As a matter of fact, I do not watch television very much. 

(Laughter and applause). 

1'if-IITTEN: Hy question has reference to the family. Do you believe there is 

too much violence on TV -- ~specially as it affects children? 

CARTER: Yes, I do think there is too much viol~nce on television. I think 

that the President himself- has certainly a right, even an obligation, to ex-
·~-----~ ,i ·1· l'i;.t1W.w.,,.-v .-.,,~ ... ~......,., --- .. ... .a,12•111i111io:.l".1!1 " 

press to the public displeasure or criticism of programming· content ... 
L .Ji,:ih~ L~i!'t' g•;;z;trs -;v-,.c ilt"~ 11-.e;:li!:"IIIW!?r"-i~~~, 't' 271W lll!ti • ,i,--.a·q %fio!I -- That, 

I believe as I said, is a right and a privilege and a duty. I believe this 

would have a great influence to the extent the President was both forceful 

and trusted to shape the opinion of viewers of television progra~s. And 

if I should call on parents of this nation, or viewers, to express their 

displeasure, or because of that encroachsent on the consciences of their 

children, of extreme violence, I think there would be a beneficial effect 

there. I believe also that within the fr2.mework of the la,-1, it would be appro -

priate to have f'.leG.bers of the regulatory agency prescribe· some standards 0 I 

personally don't favor censorship as such. I think this offers - a ve;:-y fine 

und subject~~e decision to be w~de be.bye.en censorship on the one hand and 

quality of content on the other-. But even then I uould tend to do things, 

as I told you, through uy own appointoents on the regulatory· agencies and 

within the l aw try to improve the quality of progra;i:.~ing, and secondly to 

e:<press my conce.:-n from the Hhite House. 

AUG: Hr. Carter, in connection with the FCC, I would like to ask you briefly 

nbout competition in the telephone business. There is legis}/1tion, you know, 

S?Or,sored primarily oy the telephone co2p2.nies, both the Bell Systen and the 

independents, uhich would in effect, dr.:lsticall)· cut do,m, if not elinin3tc, 

co:npetition within the telephone industry> wlcich h.'!s come e..bout within the 
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past eight years or so. There is a good deal of controversy over this lcgi.sla-

tion. I wonder, first of all , ~hether you will favor continued competition 

in the telephone industry? And secondly, whether you would fa.var the current 

approach by the administration to break up the Bell System? 

CARTER: I'm not qualified to answer your question; I'm not familiar with the 

legislation that has been proposed. I do favor co.Jpetition within the telephone 

industry, I think that the:ce are a couple of instances with which I am per-

sonally familiar as a businessman and as a candidate. And that is the right 

of competitive companies to provide transportation systems within a motel or 

hotel or large business or a very rapidly growing political campaign and so 

forth. I think this is one area which should be preserved. This would 

involve the within-building exchange system of the telephone sets themselves. 

I think that this is a legitimate reason for a place for competition. I have 

not observed myself, nor have I been presented ·with any proof that there is 

too much cor;rpeti tio,1 within the cor:rrnu,:iication industry now. Hy own inclina-

tion now is to think that there is not enough corr,.petition. And I believe 

that the proposal initiated by the President is proper.. I don rt know the details 

of it, of co~!se; it's in the hands of the court~ or the Justice Departrlent, 

but I believe that it would be a good move in the right direction·. And, at this 

time, I don 1 t believe that we need any corrective legislatio~ as you have 

described. But I've made all these statements without having studied the 

bills; I haven't heard the debate on the8 and lira not an attorney. I 

haven 1 t had anybody brief me on that subject. 

1--Ir _ Carter, the Dewocra tic platform. n1al\.eS no specific coTh-ni t~~11t. to 

no-fault insurance, but I wonder if you could tell us if you would favor a 

nationwide no-fault law, or would you prefer to leave {t to the states, 

i~ich seems to be the current ad~inistration 1 s policy? 



CARTER: I pui:sued aggr~ssi vc ly as Governor, a co:np re:h~n s :i. vc and ef fee ti vc and 

complete no-fault law. We ~ere not successful. We passe d a no-fault law but 

it ,ms kind of a shell of what we Hantcd, what I personally wanted, Hy o,·m 

inclination would be to delay my full commitment to a -------,.~_.,;,;.iii i!l!"!!I -,;w,:w,~~ ~,.P.Wi i.Ji" !ILP'.1. M.t dll!I Jti'f"~~••iljti.H•..,._.. 

until after I w;::s 2.ble to assess _ the relati,.~~ti,.:i,.f_9-.,f..._X_O~f...-...tbJ~- i~te pro-
......,__ _ __ .........._._,.., ..... ... : ... ;; ........ ~•.: .•. ..-.;;••-'"'~·"•:P,~~N'i, ...... _..~-·,."•''''••-,::._,,.. . -~-~ 

gr2ms that are presently in effect. One of the political circumsta~ces that 
.. """'1Vl:, T JP -. NO );,,.;;&~;ic"~-::;g:;:_<i,.;.,.,_,~~ rw Ji 1 .... ~t•• .... 

prevail in our country (which I think is a good one) is that, under the 
, . 

original Constitution, the Federal government was only given certain pn:!-

scribed authority. The states reserved the unassigned authority to themselves 

·and, as ner..,r problems have come up histo.rically in our country, they have first 

been faced at the state level. I believe that this is a good experimen·t 

area. This occurred in the field of civil rights; it occurred in the field 

of no-fault insurance; it occurred in the field of ~nvironrnental quality, 

and other ways. And I think the no-fault insurance concept is still in the 

embryonic stage. I have no aversion to a Federal 12.w that sets minimum 

standards for no-fault, and I think it is goihg to pass. But, at this point, 

I think I would need to assess the relative effectiveness of the no-fault 

bills th2.t have been passed. I havE.: studied this extensively as Governor 

of Georgia, particularly their ~bill in Massachusetts, which was the first 

law, L.~e one in Puerto Rico, and the Maryland bills.. And our proposal was 

based on the Maryland concept. So, ultimately, I think we need a comprehen-

sive and na tiorn-1ide e.pproach to no-fault. I think that Federal legislation·· 

is inevitably going to come. I would like to reserve my co.T1.mitment on that 

until after I have the time and the authority to assess the relative advis-

ability of the different state tests tl1at are now in progress. 

ELLIOTT: Thus far, the count"!'.'y has spent three billion dollars developing 

fast bree der reactor programs and a demonstration plant. 
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And the demonstration plant sti.11 h.:lsn' t hc:cn built! And , 

the pco?le at ET~D:\ tell me that the cost of that demonstration plant is 

going up a $100,000 per month, if it is ultimately built, each month that it 

is delayed. Do yo~ favor speeding up that program? Stopping it? Continuing / 

at the present dragging pace? What would you do? ,I v 
CXP-TER: The liquid me ta l fast breeder reactor, in ID.y opir:.ion, is a subs tan-

tL1l waste of ooney in the way it is being conducted in our' or,m country now. 

There are ~orking fast breeder reactors using liquid sodium both in France 

and in England. And I think the test data that we hope to get fro:n the plant 

no,.,r being built in, I believe, Tennessee is doubtful at best. In the last 

few year_s, as you know, the AEC, then, and the Congress, in the present, have 

allo~ated a tremendous amount of our total research and develop:aent money to 

the liquid metal fast breeder r "eac tor i tse 1£. If a tOilliC pm-rer does continue 

in the future to be a lclajor source of energy:> then I think the breeder prin-

ciples oust be pursued and understoo~. As you know, Canada uses natural 

uranium only slightly enriched along with heavy water. 1·le used natural or 

light water along with highly enriched fuels. Another possibility in t!,e future 

is to use thoriun -- but then a separate and distinct kind of breeder reaction 

vhich does not require, I don I t believe, liquid sodiu~. So, I think that the 

acount of money that we are presently spending for liquid metal fast breeder 

reactors should be drastically reduced. I thin~ we ~1ould maximize our own i 

ben9fit to be derived fro:n observing France and England 1 s progress (they are 

alre.;ldy at least as far along as we will be when \,e get the liquid metal fast bree 

rc:2.stor coc.1pleted) and that eto:nic power itself be relegated to the lust 

priority as far as energy sources are concerned. That we have an emphasis on 

co:.::;crvation, ,.;hich we have not yet done; basically shift [ro:n oil to co.:il, 

,.;·1,ich I think w::~ must do; and shift research and tl.2velo;r,2,1t funJ·s a gr.-~at dc.2l 

stronger toward solar energy. Did I answer? (applause) 
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NADSR: Ju st a few fro:n the c1udienc2 . The timl! is g,::ttin6 short, 

us yo:1 know. The qu.~::;tion is fro.n Beverly }loor~, Jr., of the Class Action 

'Reports: '\!hat is your position regarding exp2.11:lii.1g cl.1;;:; ;i:!:ion <l.:n..:i.~~ 

s·r~ts by co:1s:i:ner and pollution victims 2s an elternativc! or supplei".!cnt to 

regulatory solutions?" 

CARTER: One of the proposals that I favor is .t~ .1.~t the st.:i.te attorneys 

; ' 
genernl be authorized to file class actior1 suits for people within their o-... ;n 

states. This is presently prohibited. I also would like to see l egislation 

pnssed to overthrow the Supreme Court rulings that in the past have blocked 

co:1sumer cl.1ss action suits. As you know, there have been two very daraaging 

decisions m2de, both of which I think are not in the best interest of our 

people. One says that you cannot file a class action suit .unless ·your own 

losses have been (I think) $10,000 or CTorc; and the other one says that, 

·before you file a suit that is based on a class action principle, you ~ust: 

notify eve;::y si:1.gle person, which nay be oore tha!'. a million, that the suit: 

is being fil2d on their behalf. So> as a general principle, I favor the con-

c ept of the class action s 1.1its, and thos~ ar':!. thr~e ·ex~"iDl2.s tha.t cor!!.e to mind 

i~,:1.ediate ly. I am not an expert on the subject, but as Gover:ior of G2.orgia" 

in my own cocts=.rn~:- ?ro tee tion proposals, these principles were included in my 

requests fro..i the legisL:itur-=. 

-:::::ADSR: Ray H.atts of foe S'-'!nat2 S2a11 Business Cot:1--:i.ittee asks: "Present law -· 

r:w.!-:c!:-s in the world, to k:2~p c~cret its invest:nent, sales, .and profit in its 

pub l'i.c J .L.s.: l. )S:..tC! t) L.1 ·.:- 5~ operations in particulm.- industries of the Eml ti-

national cor.r;lome rn Le corporations --that is, where they h:tve several di visions 



at v:ir-:;.cus economic ac ti vi ties and they don I t disc lose thcr:i?" 

c_:,1zTER: I think you ci.11 pro1'ably realize that I am not any better qu2.li£icd to 

answer these questions than you are, and perhaps there have been questions 

asked that all of you can provide the answers to. I don't understand exactly 

the problem of that - particular question, since the price of iefrigerators is not a 

matter that is under the purview of regulatory agencies except the anti-trust 

laws. I think, under the chartering provisions, that we discussed earlier , this 

might very well be an avenue that could be used to reveal t~t least to sto(;kholde ' 

which would then be an avenue for public knowledge, of ho•,;, the different div-

isions within a corporation reports its profits. I ·was under the impression 

that corporations already provided that kind of information. As far ~s requir-

ing the companies to reveal every 2-spect of that internal accounting data, I 

think that is probably going too far; but, in a major division, like the manu-

facture of all home appliances, or say the Ford or Chrysler or Lincoln 

- profits as a division~ I think. that this is information that ought: to be l"Qade 

available to s tockhold2.rs thew.selves. Ralph 2 you can probably follow up ·with 

a question on that since I don't quite understand what the proble;u is:,- and c!m 

not familiar ·;.Jith that debate. 

r~ADER: The League of Wooen Voters asks you: "Do you envision any financial 

aid or help for scnall fan:iers or fa:nily farms?" I assume that question is 

asked in the context of the takeover of fart'tls by large corporations in some 

parts of the country. 

CARTER: I think, as a farmer, the thing that the sra.all fac.:.ily farmer needs r.iost 

is a long-range and pr~dictable agricultural policy. It is obvious to me 

that Secretary Butz h2s es his :.:2jor backg-cound experienc~ 2.nd as his TT!ajor 

intcres t the food processors and grain speculators 2nd net: the snall family 

f2. r2er 2nd the consurc,e r. (i'-1.ppl2.use). I believe, in th.:..: long run> tlwt nn 
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agricultural policy ci1at does benefit the s~all family far2er is almost 

inv.::iriably co;-npa tible with Hhat is best for the consur.!ers d,o do;:-i 1 t live 

on fanns: maxir.i.um production; adequate reserve retentioi1; price or bnse 

supports that are roughly equivalent to production costs and don't guarantee 

a p:=-ofit; aggressive sale of Americ2n agricultural products overseas when. 

once our country 1 s needs are met; and predictability. These are some as-

pects of agricultural poliqy, that some of which are presenrly absent. I 
) 

believe that financing has been a very serious problem. Wheh I was campaign-

ing in Wisconsin, just to give you one quick set of statistics, I did a 

great deal of research because we don 1 t 0 have very many dairies left in 

Georgia (they have all closed down). But I discovered, for instance, that 

the average dairy farmer in Hisconsin has an investment in the farm and 

equipment and cows of $180,0QO. The average net profit per family off that 

dairy farm is less than $7,000 a year. That includes the work that has been 

performed by the farmer, the wife , and the children. This is a very, very 

lo~ return on that high an invesment. If the farmer sold the farm and put 

the $180,000 in a savings-and-loan institution at a 5% interest rate, they 

could make $.9,000 a year on interest, without working at all. Well, there 

ere real needs in egriculture , but I think one of the basic additional needs 

that I would d~scribe in closing filY answer is that the facts about farming 

2nd ·what our agricultural industry means to our_ nation t s foreign trade, . the _ 

special problems of the agricultural community, and emphasis on GoverTu~ent 

prograi:as in support for the fa;nily farm itself and not the corporate farms, 

v.n<l emphasis on the f.2.mily farm and the consumer and not on grain speculc1.tors 

n,,d food processors. These changes, I think, .would be advantageous to our 

coL:ntry. 

r:ADER: Leist question, becc1use we are running out of time, fro:-n Susan Gross, 

Counsel for rublic Interest L2.,-1: '~o you favor authorizing federal agencies 



to provide fi;1,rnci.:1l es s islancc to citizen i_;roups such ns con::;u~e r ,mcl en-

v.lronmcntal groups i:ho wislJ to participate in ag12rv::y proc: eecli.P.z;s_, cannot 

afford to do so, nnd can be dce~ed to represent inportant unrepresented 

interests?" 

CARTER: I hope _tha t question ca:ne from the audi.ence and not fro:.1 ••• 

(Laughter). At this time, I don't favor that. I would first like to try 

the Consuiller Protection Agency as an advocacy group for consu~ecs~ and see 

how well that works. And · to see that, if that change and 'an und~rstanding, 

responsive attitude fro:n the Hhi te House, and openness of goverr"--:-,ent wouldn rt 

adequ~tely solve the problem. The regulatory agencies' change in attitude 

' would be another factor • . So, I would prefer to hold off_ on my 2.pproval of 

providing direct financial ~id to consumers individually or to private groups, . 

/ 
from __fr}de:ral agencies, until after I see ho-w ·well these other proposals, 

cumulatively, can benefit the consu-:ners of this country. 

Let me say thi~, in closing ••• Hr. Nader said this ,l<!S the lnst questionp I 

will repeat in saying that I don't kno~-r all the answers. I hnve learned a lot 

your questions and frou1 the 0aterials that you hn'.re been very gr.!cious 

in submitting to me. I think it is very constructive for the no;;iir.ee of the 

major party ·to come and be subjected to this kind of ope~ inte~rogation on so~e 

very sensitive issues. Not having been n nemiJer of the Co:.cgress, c"!nd not 

having been involved in the debates of its Corrmittees, and not having heard much 

of the testimony, I a8 not qualified to ans~er a lot of the questions. I -----•-•----•------,r:w,._,_,__,._._,, _____ , _____ QbA_.... ... , .... , ... , ... , .. , ------------- ----- •-----

would like to ask you to do one more thing for me : If I an elected President, 

then as the President of our country~ I hope you uJ_ll 1~ t ue c-a:::12 .. back. 

l':AD!"::R: Thank you very much, Hr. Cer ter, for the gene rous tir::2 you hc!ve spent 

with us today. Those of you , 1ho are intc.restc~d L1 i1,fo:-:-,atio:1 as to how to 

obtain n tr.;:rnscript of today's proceclure:s r:w.y wish t::o c.:!ll 659-9053, 

l:r.~ ·Mike Horrocks . ~le look f crn,.:ird to th:! responses fro·,1 :·h:. :-:<~:::'.:-'.ln e.nd 
l'rL~si.dcnt Ford, nnJ will be sure to inform you if tii!:y l"\rc :!ffirr.-'.l::ive~ 




