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REP. HAGER RAPS REAGAN ON ERA

Concord ... Repe Elizabeth Hager of Concord charged today $hat
"Ronald Reagan is political chameleon who will take whatevex Coe
- -8ide he thinks is expedient on any given issue at any given
time,"
Rep. Hager, vice chairman of thé Committe; on Educatien in
the N.H. House of Representatives addressed herdelf today to
the iséua»of Reagan's'"flipnflop" on the Equal Rights Amandmont.
Rl can respect a person who takes a stand on issue even i?
I don't particularly agree with the position," said Rep. Hager.
"I have absolutely no respect for someone who says one thing on
an issue only to do a 180 degree reversal wnen he or she finds
it politically expedient to do so. This is exactly what Mr.
Reagan has done, and I'm confident that the people of New
yEampehir& are quickliy seeing through ais shaliow facades”
"The Ronald Reagan of 1972," said Rep. Hager, "was all
for the Equal Rights Arendment. In April of that year hé said,
'In my opinion, the simple declaration that "Zquality of rights
under the law shall not be abridged by the United States of any
State on account of sex" is morally urassailable, Whether om
. not iss adoptioh might lead to abuses, real or imagined, is bdeside
the pcin?; All the broad principles and guarantees of the original
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Constitution carried the same pétential abuse,"

"So much for Mr. Reagan in 1972," said Rep. Hager,

"In November of 1975," coatinued Ms. Hager, "we found
another Ronald Reagan; this one doing a coaplete flip-flop
from his clearly stated position of i972. In 1675 Hr.-Reagan
said, "I do not believe tkat a simple amendment, the Equal
Rights Anendment, is the answef to the yroblem. I think fhatj
it opens a Pandora's Box, and could in fact éilitate against - - -
the very things that women are asking for. I believe the

answer is by statute, that the Constitutional amendment, once

in the Constitution; can be by strict interpertation, used to

deny women the advantages they now have. I would prefer to resolve

things by statute."
""So which.vay does Mr., Reagan want it?," asked Rep5
Hager. "Based on his own stafeaents, nobody.really knows,"
"Maybe no one has told Hr. Reagan that New Hampshire was
the second state to r#tify the Equal Rights Anendzent,"
concluded Rep. Hager. "Once he finds out thé& New Hampsbite,
by of a vote of better than two to one, adopted its cwa

Bqual Rights Amendment, we'll find hin changing his tune

again,"
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Press Conference, April 14, 1972

Q. Governor Reagan, what are you going to do for Women?

A. Well I'm coing to continue to support Nancy to the best

of my abilit y == I believe I think I understend the point of
your cLﬂst' . You knew Will do >ers cnee saild, and I have ro do
this, I hav to quote him, Will Rogers once said that women wnre
going to tr% to becozme more and more equal to men wmrtil pr
soon, they + e*en'* going to know any morse thhn tne 231 G é
I believe thot i nherz avr

any lnccu\twha with reza

and women, they should be correcced by s;atute I think
they have a place in gove rnment, I think they can make a
contrlbutlon to governrTent.
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Q. Governor, what is your stand on the Equal Rights Amenduent?

A. On the Equal Rights Amendment. 1T sheuld have quit with the
first ansver cver there. I originally starced out, it sounded
like & very si=ple taing, and why not? I have to say that =zs
we progressed, and as I found myszlf with a vesition where I
have to know move about it then that, like rany others, I do
not believe that a sizole amendrenr, the Equal Rights Amendms ﬂt
is the answer te the problem. I think thac it opens a Pandora’
Box, and could in fact wmilitate azainst thea very things that
wexen are aszing for. 1 believa the answar is bv statute, chat

the Constitutional amendmant, oace in tae Lo onstitution, can be
by strict interpretation, used to deny women mzny of the
advantages they now have. I would pre;er to resolvz chings by
statucte. :

fish reservations about
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Q: What advantagas?

A. VWell, T thlrk vou open up the cLestlon then of special
provisions in sz y Yactery work, industrial work, for exmployees
that take ¢ nce of the fact that there are physical
differences :ea men and wemen; I think vou cpen up the
whole role of iduals in time of emesrcency beinz zble to
challence thel i
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T calL to duty con the bzsis that now 1t wWis
their Conscticy 'cnal ights that were Delq? deniad because
others were not being called, and I don't care how some women
may feel abcour it, but I Vbuld hate to see a nation that's
going to rely on women in the coczbat rorces.
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Press Con feranzs, Noverber 20, 19273

New Harmpnshire was the second state o racxfy the ERA Amendment,
In addition, November 5, 1974 by a2 votc of 135,989 ro 65,421

New Harpshire passed a state version of the ERA.
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REMARKG BY REP. ELIZADBFTH HAGER

[

January 28, 1976 10:00 a.m.

Concord, N. H.

The past severél weeks has seen growing concern by many
New Hampshire residents regarding the unclear positions taken
by Presidential candidate Ronald Reagan -- and this concern
fis well taken.

What is becoming increasingly bothersome to a large
segment of the New Hampshire electorate is Mr. Reagan's
inability to take a position on an .issue and stick to it. 
This inability points to a singular flaw in Mr. Reagan's
credibility which raises serious questions about his ability
to lead our nation during these critical times.

First we found@ Mr. Reagan unable to explain the details
of his 90 killion dollar scheme to reduce the Federal budget.
Despite numerous questions on the subject, Mr. Reagan waifled
witn generélitias, cnly to say that maybe he had made a
mistake. Less than twenty four hours later, the same Mr.
Reagan declared that ﬁe had not really made a mistake after
all. I think that the caption on a recent Nashua Telegraph
editorial summed up Mr. Reagan's position on the 90 billion
dollars perfectly -- . . ."Your mistake is in making the
mistake of mistaking my mistake for a mistake."

The 90 billion dollar schemz is not the oﬁly area in
which Mr. Reagan has shown inconsistency; In 1965 Mr. Reagan
said that Social Security should be made voluntarv. In 1575,
in Houston, he pointed to a situation whereby the payroll
tax could be eliminated and retirement bonds with an annuity
effect could be realized. Yet one month later, in Conway,
NewwHampshire, this same Ronald Reagan said that the only
Social Security plans he knew of being offered were those

*based on plans in which the compulsory features of phrticipa-
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My only reason for citing the 90 billion dollar scheme
and Social Security as examples of Mr. Reagan's waffling,
is to pave the way for another, heretofore unmentioned
Reagan flip-flop. '

As you are all aware, I have beén very active in support
of the Equal Rights Amendment. I am proud of the fact that
New Hampshire was the second state to ratify the E-R-A
currently before the states. I am equally proud of the fact
that the people of New Hampshire, by a vote of 135,989 to
65,421 or better than two to one,vaﬁproved a state versioﬁ
of the Equal Rights Amendment. .

Now, I can respect a person who takes a stand on an issue,
even if T don't particularly agree with that position. I
have absolutely no respect, however, for someone who says
one thing on an isSue, only to do a 180 degreg reversal when
~he or she finds it politically expedient to do so. This is
exactly what Mr. Reagan‘has done in respect to the Equal
Rights Amerndment, and I am confident that the people of New
Hampshire are quickly seeing through his shallow facade.

The Ronald Reagan of 1972 was all for the Equal Rights
Amendment. 1In April of that year he said, "In my opinion,
the simple declaration that 'Equality of rights under the law
shall not be abridged by the United States or ahy State on
account of sex' is morélly unassailable. Whether or not its
adoption might lead to abuses, real or imagined; is beside
the point. All the broad principles and guarantees of the
original Constitution carried the same potential for abuse."

. S0 much for Mr. Reagan in 1972!

. In NovembBer of 1975, we found another Ronald Reagan =--

this one doing a complete flip-flop from his clearly stated .--irn

&

position of 1972. 1In 1975 Mr. Reagan said, "I do not beligké
that a simple amendment, the Equal Rights Amendment,” is theﬁj
answer to the problem. I think that it opens a Pandora's Box,

and could in fact militate against the very things that women



are asking for. I believe the answer is by statute, that the

Constitutional amendment, once in
by strict interpretation, used to

they now have. I would prefer to
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the Constitution, can be
deny women the advantages

resolve things by statute.”

So which way does Mr. Reagan want it? Based on his own

statements, nobody really knows.
It is becoming more and more

is a political chameleon who will

evident that Ronald Reagan

take whatever side he

thinks is expedient on any given issue at any given time.

Mr. Reagan insults the intelliéence of New Hampshire's

voters.
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