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THE PRESIDENT: Good afternoon. Won't you all 
sit down and relax. 

I have enjoyed being here. Ron Nessen has enjoyed 
being here. The next time Ron comes, I think we will get 
Ron to ski up here. 

Why don't we have the first question1 

QUESTION: Mr. President, John t.Jhiteman, Portsmouth 
Herald. 

A survey in a Boston newspaper today says that Mr. 
Reagan's campaign has contacted more New Hampshire voters 
than yours, and it suggested the Ford campaign has been out­
organized so far. 

In an apparently tight race, do you feel the 16 
days remaining is sufficient for you to swing enough voters 
to win this New Hampshire primary campaign? 

THE PRESIDENT: I believe in the final analysis 
the voters in New Hampshire will make a decision on the basis 
of policies. The policies that I have implemented, the 
policies that have proven successful, as far as our economy 
is concerned., turning it around" :starting it up on an 
upswing. 

I don't think they will make their decision on 
the basis of promises or rhetoric. 

Secondly, I think our organization is a good 
organization. I met with seven or eight hundred, maybe 
more, this afternoon in Concord, extremely enthusiastic, 
coming from allover the State, and they have done a good 
job and they will do a good job. 
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It is my impression the many times I have been 
to New Hampshire in the past -- not just in the last 
month -- will have an impact because of the numerous times 
I have been in New Hampshire over the last ten or 15 years, 
I have acquired many friends, many individuals who believe 
in my policies, so I am not just coming in for a last­
minute effort. 

I have a vast reservoir of good friends here 
that I have made over the years, including, I think, three 
times in 1975. So, ours is nota last-minute effort li\:e 
some campaigns have been. I have policies that are on 
the record, and I don't have to say I would do this hypo­
thetically. 

So, our efforts in the last several days ~ 
think have been a good climax to what we have done over 
a great many years. 

QUESTION: Thank you, sir. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, Niles Cleve$Y, Plymouth 
State College. 

. ~jl. 'h61'&idsn't, ;t11, -.=t 'P'e~f\tl<ary S ~ct:'Is$'tE!r ttfiiop 
Leader art1cle entitled "Action Irks Governor,n New Hampshire
Governor Meldrim Thomson J 1· . . ' 
~. .,. r., severe y cr1t1c1zed yoUr Adminis­
· rat10n :or the rUling by the Atomic Encrr.-y Saf~tv LicensingBoard wh1ch Id d 1 ~-wou e ay the proposed nuclear energy plant atSeabrook. 

The Governor blames the Board for freezing nearly 
3,000 badly needed construction jobs in the State, and 
charges that the delay of the nuclear plant~ construction 
is costing the electric":consuming public $10 million a 
month. . 

As I understand it, Mr. President, .you called 
for construction of 200 major nuclear plants'bY 1985 in the 
United States. \'vould you care to comment on both Governor 
Thomson's charges and how the constant delays in awarding 
thepermits to Seabrook affect your deadline for 198'S for 
such plants? 

THE PRESIDENT: Under the laws passed by Congress, 
a nuclear regulatory commission has been established. It 
has the sale jurisdiction to make a decision~s to any 
applicant and any protest made concerning that ap~iicant. 
Any interference by a President of the United States in that 
process would be unethical and illegal. 
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This President doesn't intend to participate 
in any 'unethl.cal or illegal pressure on the Nuclear 
~egulatory Administration. 

That agency, or that: commission, will make a 
decision and will make it on the facts. I think it has 
taken too long, but that is their responsibiiity~ 

As you indicated, I am a firm advoca1=e of many, 
many more nuclear power plants in the United States. 
In January of '1975 in my State of the Union Hessage, I 
said it was mand,a'tory: that, the United States undertake 
the construction of so'me 200 additional nuclear powered 
plants allover the United States in order to free us from' 
the oil cartels'jn the Middle East. 

Unfortunately, that program has been slow in 
ma'terializing. There have been some questions raised as 
to ~eliability and ~afety of some of those nuclear power 
plants. 

In order to make certain that power plants built 
in the future are safe, are reliable, I have recommended 
in the budget for fiscal year 1977 substantial additional 
funds for t~e ~nergy Research and Development Agency, 
called ERDA~ , 

I think we can still meet the goal of 200 nuclear 
power plants throughout the United States, and a fair 
proportion in" the State, of New, Hampshire. 

But, I repeat, this President is not going 
to undertake any un~thical or illegal pressure on.any 
independent regulatory" agency in the Federal Governm~nt. 
It would be wrong, and I don't intend to do it. ' 

. ' 

QUESTIO~: Mr.-President, Allen Bridges, WKBR 
Radio. , 

"' 
, 

:. 

When .Se6~t~~~; /,Coleman announced his decision 
this past w:~ek 'onth~ConqQrde,is that not an indication 
your Admil1i:strdt~ion is, turning its back on ,environmentalists? 
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THE PRESIDENT: Nut at all. Anyone who has read 
Se~ry Colemanis very sizable opinion granting 
temporary authority for 16 months under very tightly prescribed 
c'onditions 1/ they ~annot land or take off before 7 a.m. in the 
morn~ng and they cannot land or take off after ten o'clock 
in the evening, and there can only be a very limited number 
of flights per' week. And in the meantime, he reserves to himself 
the total authority to stop any flights if there are any 
violations of his particular order. 

In addition, he has urged the British and the 
French and the United States to undertake a comprehensive 
coordinated effort to study the problems of the ozone. 

Many environmentalists have raised theoretical 
problems as to the impact of Coneorde's flying at the speed and 
at the level as it might affect the ozone. I think Secretary 
Coleman has written a very excellent, constructive decision, 
and if this 16-month trial period is carried out, as I believe 
it will, it will give us some very important information that 
will permit us to make a final decision. 

And I Would like to add a postscript. The very 
limited number of supersonic aircraft that will be flying 
the so-calledConcorde flights are a miniscule number of the 
total number of military supersonic aircraft that are 
flying around the world every day. 

But nevertheless, we ought to do what Secretary 
Coleman suggested, 16-month trial period, very rigid regulations, 
very important testing in the process. 

I think it was an excellent decision. I fully 

support it. 


QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. President. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, Michael Imsick. In view 
of the many complications in the establishment of a 200-mile 
ocean fisheries and economic limit such as free shipping. 
passage, military access, migratory fish species, the presence 
of our fishing vessels within 200 miles of other countries 
and inevitable boundary disputes, would you endorse a 
temporary 200-mile unilateral economic limit untilit can be 
solved through international agreement? 

THE PRESIDENT: This Administration has been 
~orking very, very hard in the Law of the Sea Conference. 
We have another meeting of the Law of the Sea Conference in 
New York in late February or early March. 
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We now have a draft paper that is substant~al· 
progress which meets in some degree or another all the 
problems that you raise. It would be very beneficial for 
the world as a whole to settle the problems of the 200- . 
mile limit, the ownership of seabed_minerals~ the navigation 
problems, overflight, on-theysurface use of the sea. 

If we could settle all those problems in the Law 
of the Sea Conference in this meeting that comes up in late 
February or early March, that would be the best solution. 
In the meantime, I think it is helpful to have some pre9sure, 
if the negotiators dilly dally, don't do something affir~a­
tively, then they ought to recognize the United States feels 
it is vitally important that we do something to protect not 
only our game fish but our commercial fish. 

Therefore, I have said that we will give you the 
Law of the Sea Conference through 1976 and some months in 
1977 to fish or cut· bait. And, if they don't, then the 
United States ought to move unilaterally. 

I feel very strongly that way, and I think the 
negotiators ought to move and stop haggling and find answers 
to the problems you are talking. 

Yes, sir. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, David Wysocki, WKXL. 
You said you feel your strategy of running on your record plus 
your past experiences here in New Hampshire will be successful 
here. 

I am wondering what if it isn't successful? Will 
you possibly come back here before the 24th and what would 
determine that trip, and also taking a step further, suppose 
you lose in New Hampshire and a couple of the early primaries, 
will you take the campaign trail more yourself or will you 
decide that perhaps being President is more important and 
drop out of the race? 

THE PRESIDENT: We are analyzing whether we will or 
will not come back before the 24th. No final decision has 
been made. I have been very encouraged by the warm reception, 
the good results I think that have come from this trip, but 
we have made no final decision, yet we have another trip as 
a possibility. 

I do expect to first concentrate on being President 
of the United States. That is a rather full-time job, and 
I will make that the most important responsibility I have, 
but on weekends, a time that I think can be taken from that 
job and do whatever campaigning seems to be desirable, seems 
to be necessary. 
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It will be extra over and above the responsibilities 
have as ,-being -President. ' 

: Let me reiterate something. I have said before. I 
expect to do well in New Hampshire,.: I think we will, do well in 
some of the other primaries,' but I have an old adage that,I 
follow, prepare for the worst because the best will take care 
of itself. 

Now, let me say'this, ,I-expect to be a candidate for 
the nomination'of the Republican Party_in August in Kansas 
City. I will be' there and whatever- h~ppens will have no" 
impact on that. I love ,a good fight. I will be represent:i,ng 
the viewpoints and the record that I have, and I think we are 
going to win before as well as there. 

QUESTION: Sir, to follow that up, please. You say 
you will be-preparing for the worst, but suppose you do lose 
New Hampshire, Massachusetts and some of the others, ,that will 
have some bearing, of course, on what your campaigning 
further on will be., Will you go out compaigning more on 
your own? 
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THE PRESIDENT: Since I don't anticipate the dire 
results you are speculating on, I really haven't made any 
plans to meet that contingency. 

QUESTION: Thank you. 

QUESTION: Cathy Holf from the Associated?ress. 

I would like to follow up on that Seabrook question 
that was asked earlier. Governor Thomson has said he was 
told many mQ~ths ago that one of your top aides had told 

him that a decision to go ahead with the license would 
be made by September. . 

At that timet the NRC Board was still reviewing 

the entire proposal. ,Do you know who that aide was, and was 

such a promise given? 


TijE PRESIDENT: .r do not know who the aide was that 
gave that alleged information to Governor Thomson. I don't 
think any aide in the Hhite House would be that knowledgeable 
to know when and if the Nuclear Regulatory Agency would make 
a decision by a date certain. 

There are always factors that come up during 
the process of hearings and consideration by an independent 
agency. I uhderstand there have been one or two new develop­
ments involved in the Seabrook nuclear power plant. 

Those new developments inevitably cause some 
delay because even once the decision is made by the nuclear 
regulatory agencies, unless their decision is fully backed 
up by, the facts, unless their decision totally complies 
with'the la~, they, of ~ourse -- their decipion, it 
is subject to court involvement. 

The worst thing would be for a President or his 
people to unethically or illegally get involved in that 
process. That would rec:tlly slow the mat·ter. up. 

Now, if a Governor wants to get involved, or 
somebody on the outside, they do it atthelr own risk. 
But this President isn't going to do anithihg illegal 
or unethical concerning that project. 

I have strong feelings, as I said a moment ago, 
that we need 200 more nuclear pow,er plants, and I hope 
the Nuclear Regulatory Agency moves as rapidly as it can 
on all of them. But, that is their decision, and I am 
not going to try to tell them -how to do it. 
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QUESTION: Well, the Governor made this claim 
a couple of weeks ago. Had you heard about it at all? 
Had you heard that he said he had been told by an aide? 

THE PRESIDENT: I read it in the newspaper, but 
I don't think that any person on my staff should try to 
tell the NRC when and how they ought to make the decision. 

QUESTION: Will you check out, Mr. President, 
whether anyone on your staff had had communication with 
Governor Thomson on this matter? 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I will try to do that. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, Rick Beyer, HDCR-AM. 

I would like to know, was your recent change of 
heart on the Supreme Court ruling on abortion basically a 
political move to improve your position in New Hampshire 
and, if not, I would like to know why you feel that a new 
Constitutional amendment of the kind you advocated for 
State control of abortion regulations is necessary? 

THE PRESIDENT: My decision adverse to the Supreme 
Court decision goes back some time. I felt at the time 
the decision was made that it went too far. I publicly 
expressed that view at that time, and while I was a Member 
of the House of Representatives after that decision, I 
made a decision to oppose the Constitutional amendment that 
would preclude any Federal Executive, Legislative or 
Judicial action against abortion, and I felt then and 
it is onthe.record at that time -- that I favored an amend­
ment that would permit individual State action. 

That record was laid out long before I b~came . 
Vice President or President, so it has no application what­
soever to the current situation. 

QUESTION: Why do you think such an amendment is 
necessary? 

THE PRESIDENT: I think that it would be very 
helpful in clarifying and giving to the individual State 
we have 50 States, and if they want to make a decision one 
way or the ~ther~, if. you believe in States rights, I think 
it is a very proper, very logical 90nclusion. 

QUESTION: Thank you, Mr. President. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President, I am Fred Kocher from 
WMUR-TV , Manchester, New Hampshireo 

. " .. 

The 'Federa1 District COllr:t''iri Concord just 
recently ha-e in New Hampshire ruled ti1~t' a State law 
here in New Hampshire allowing vo.luntary prayer in,public 
schools was patently unconstiiufional. 

My question to you i?,:do you agree with that 
kind of court decision, because there are people in this:"":' 
State and in many States that feel that'voiuntary prayer·' 
is a basic Constitutional right. ' ~, 

THE PRESIDENT: Some'years ago there was a United 
States SuprelJ1~ Court deci?ion as to whether. or not '''A'; woman 
in Baltimot-e, as I recollect', who had."~ cl'iild who objected 
to the nondenominatio~a~ p~~yer'that was cbnducted in that 
conununity • 

That court decision in effect said there could be 
no prayer in public Schools in the United Statei. 

I read that decision very carefully. I read the 
dissenting opinion of Justice Potter Stewart very care­
fully. 

T subscribe to Justice Potter Ste~art's dissentin~ 
opl.nl.on and', therefore, I disagre'e with t}:le Supreme Court 
decision which_ precludes ntn1denominatl.onal prayers in public 
schools. 

I agree with the Supreme Court Justice Pbtter 
Stewart, who "said the court was wrong. 

So, I regr~t the court decision. I agree .with 
the minority', and I think it is most unfortu'nate that' 
under reasonable, limitations, I think it is regrettable

. '"': ; .. '~ " .: - . . . 
that under' reasonable :'limitations there can't 'be 
nonden~~ina~ion~l pray~~ in public schools~ 
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QUESTION: What course of action would you suggest 
at this point, let's say, to the Congress or to any group 
who disagreed, like you do? 

THE PRESIDENT: The most extreme course of action would 
be a Constitutional amendment. Hhen this matter came up, 

was the Republican Minority Leader in the House, and Senator 
Everett Dirksen was the Republican Minority Leader in the 
Senate. He was a firm advocate of a Constitutional amendment 
to remedy this situation~ 

I talked with him many. many times about it because that 
was one thing he wanted to do because he felt so strongly 
about it. In the process of 'ourdiscussions with him, I 
subscribed to an amendment of that kind. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, Mike DfAntonio. Any 
cuts in aid to education may make entrance to universities 
impossible for low and middle-income people who cannot pay the 
entire bill without assistance. Will you please comment on 
that? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, the primary responsibility 
for the financing of a State university comes from the State 
itself. These are State universities, and the funding for 
the faculty,_for the facilities should, of course, come as 
a major responsibility of the State. 

Now, the Federal Government does put in a very 
substantial amount of funding in Reveral ways. One, the 
Federal Government finances a great deal of research and 
developments in college laboratories. It puts a great deal 
of money into State and private universities allover the 
country for basic research, for applied research. 

The other approach that the Federal Government does 
is to give to students who want to attend a university 
significant financial assistance. In the budget that I 
recommended for fiscal year 1977, I proposed a billion, one 
hundred million dollars for the Basic Opportunity Grants program 
to help students allover the country so that they would have 
financial resources so they could go to colleges and universi ­
ties throughout the United States. 

This program is focused in on the students who are 
in need. Now, we have a number of other individually focused 
programs for the students. We have this guaranteed loan 
program, and I have to say parenthetically the repayment rate 
on those loans has not been very encouraging. But we also 
have the Work Study Group, or program, where on many, if not 
all campuses, the Federal Government pays, as I recall, 90 
percent of the pay that goes to students who work on the campus 
doing jobs related to the maintenance and so forth of the 
campuses. 
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This progI'am, when you add it all up, as far as the 
Federal GoverIunent is concerned , will be in the range of around 
$2 billion for students, period. And in addition, we have the 
grant programs for many, many studies conducted on behalf of the 
Federal Government in universities themselves. 

Then we have, I should add, a massive dorm~tory 
program for State universities and other universities. 

I saw a very substantial facility as I drove in to 
the campus today. I suspect that ja a Federally financed 
although I can' t be sure -- but it looks like one of the many 
allover the United States where the Federal Government puts 
up the money in effect for the construction of dormitory facili­
ties in many colleges and universities. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, do you have any new 
programs in the work to help students who are applying to 
institutions like the University of New Hampshire where State 
assistance is low and perhaps they have been cut out by the 
recent cuts in education funding? Are there any new 
things aimed at particularly the low and middle-income studen"ts? 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think there are any new 
programs of that kind~ Of course, if we get tax reductions 
for the middle-income wage earner, the way I proposed, the 
middle-income wage earner will have more money to help 
send his sop or daughter to a college or university. 

There is one other Federal program that I didn't 
mention. It is 'a very substantial' one. It is the GI bill 
which costs the Federel Government, I recollect, $3 billion 
to $4 billion a year to send ex-GIs :to colleges and 
universities so they can complete their training based 
on their 36 months entitlement under the Vietnam War program. 

QUESTION: Thank you,siro 

QUESTION: Mr. President, I am Tim Clark from the 
New Hampshire Network. 

We have seen reports that Treasury Secretary Simon 
recently proposed privately to you that the Federal income.' 
tax system be simplified by doing a way with all tax deduction 
and lowering income tax rates across the board. 

First of all, did such a proposal reach your desk? 
Secondly, what was your response, and if it didn't reach your 
desk, what would 'your response to such a proposal be? 
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THE PRESIDENT: -Secretary Simon has talked to me in 
generalities about a Federal income simplification program. 
The objective would be to lower income tax ,rates, but it would 
take away all or most of the exemptions that are currently 
in our existing internal. revenue code, such as the 
deduction for contributions to educational institutions, deductions 
to charitable organizations, and a wide range of other 
deductions such as those to the United Fund, to the Red Cross, 
to the rest. That would be the thrust of the proposal 
made by Secretary Simon. We had a good discussion ~bout it. 

I said I would not embrace. it. I thought the better 
way to proceed would be for him and the Treasury Department 
.to study it and then present to me not something orally, but 
something on paper so that I could analyze it very concretely 
and yery specifically. 

I had some experience with a somewhat comparable 
proposal that I think President Johnson proposed to the 
Congress eight 'or nine years ago which, on paper, wa~ a very 
simple proposal, lowering rates but eliminating virtually, 
if not all, deductions • 

. I don't think I got any more mail under any program 
because every church group, every university, every charitable 
organization~-they didn't want to lose those deductions because 
that is how we supply the wherewithall for a great many 
scholarships, a great many worthy projects to help the poor, 
to help other people in need. 

So until.. Secretary Simon comes to me with a concrete 
proposal that Iean·analyze the pros ,and cons, I am not going to 
give it the go-ahead sign'. If and when that comes, we will make 
a decision.r 

QUESTION: Some of the Democratic candidates for 
President this year are speakin,g loudly and often about tax 
reform. If you are not in favor of the Simon proposal, what are 
your'thoughts on reforming the tax system? 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think this proposal to . 
which you refer is the kind of reform that some of the 
Democratic candidates are talking about. They are talking about 
a wide variety of many other things. 

We have sent up through Secretary Simon some specific 
reductions or loophole closings. They are in part incorporated 
in the bill that passed the House of Representatives in the 
last session that is now before Senator Long's Senate Committee 
on Finance. Even though that "reform bill" has some things 
in it we don't approve of, it does have some we recommended. 
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So depending on what the Senate does, I will have 

to make a decision. I would hope that Senator Long's committee 

in the Senate would make some modifications If they do, we 

could embrace a tax reform bill. 


e 

QUESTION: Thank you t Mr~" President. 

Q~r.STION: "fl. President, Marc Capobianco, student 
paper of Dartmouth College. 

As a Congressman your voting was never less than 
70 percent in 'support of 'i~ixbn' s policies. As Vice President, 
you argued for Nixon's programs and staunchly defended 
him against impeachment. As President you consulted 
with your predecessor and pardoned him. 

How has your Administration definitively distinguished 
itse~fin its policies fro'~ those of the former, President'? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think one very significant 
diffe~nce is that we have different people in 'the vast 
majority of major offices in the Cabinet, In regulatory 
agencies, we have a new team in many of the' ~~jor'areas of policy 
determination and policy direction -- the Cabinet, regulatory 
agencies, et ceterao 

We have followed a very middle-of-the road to 
conservative view in economic policy. It has been a policy 
decided by me. I didn't go back and look at what the former 
President did because he didn't have the hard decisions like 
we had in 1975. 

If there is a similarity, it is pure,happenstance. 
The decisions I made in 1975 were mine ~redicated on the problems 
that we faced. 

Now, in the field of fore'ign policy, there is an 
area 'of similarity. I believe that SALT I was a good 
agreement. I believe that if we can get a SALT II agreement, 
it is in the best interest of this country. 

Let me just point out some of the things that will 
happen if we don't get a SALT II agreement. 'In the first 
place, backfire will run free. There won't be any limitations or 
constraints on it. If we don't get a SALT II agreement, there 
won't be any definition of a launching weight or throw weight. 
If we don't get a SALT II, there will be no limitation 
on launchers or MIRVs after October 1977. 

I happen tci feel ver~ strongly that SALT I was a good 
agreement and'it is desirable for a good agreement for SALT 1.1. 

k l'tIf that is a similarity that you ar;e :complaining about, I t h ln 
is a similarity that is worthy of support.' ~Jhere we are 
similar, fine; where we differ, it is just one of the 
differences that are likely to take place. 

QUESTION: Thank you. 
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QUESTION: Mr. Pr'esident, Ron Amadon from WGIR 
Radio in Manchester. 

Hould you accept Ronald Reagan as your Vice 
President? 

THE PRESIDENT: I said I guess a month ago that 
that was within the realm of possibility. But, I also 
said quite recently there is a long list of very able 
United States Senators, present Governors, other public 
officials \vho certainly ought to be considered. Any 
former Governor, I think, certainly would qualify for 
consideration. 

QUESTION: If I may follow up on that, sir, would 
you agree to debate Hr. Reagan during the primary campaign? 

THE PRESIDENT: . I don't see any real necessity 
for it. I have a r-ecord, I cast 4,000 votes in the 
House of Representatives in 25 years on Federal issues. I 
have been President for 18 months. The public knows what 
my record is. If they want to compare it to the rhetoric 
or the words of former Governor Reagan on Federal issues, 
I think that is a very legitimate study for the American 
people to make, but I don't think a 30-miI)ute or an 
hour debate is the preferable way or the better way for 
the public to find out,what the facts are. 

They can look at my voting records, and the way 
I have acted in the Hhite House for the last .18 months, 
it is on the record, meeting practical problems in a 
practical way, not with speeches, and they can compare 
that record with the Governor's record as to what he says 
he will do and that is a very valid comparison. I don'tthink 
that an hour's debate vlOuld make any significant difference. 

QUESTION: Thank you. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, Bill Ayedelott, WLTN, 
Littleton, Ne~'l Hanpshire •. 

President Ford, this is your second political 
appearance in New. Hampshire in the last six months, the 
first one being this past September on behalf of the 
candidacy in the special Senate election of Lou Hyman. 

At that time, you were supporting him and his 
reocrd. He was wholeheart~dly supporting you and your 
Administration. Yet, in the outcome of that election, he 
suffered quite a stinging defeat in what is generally 
a Republican State. 
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I am wondering whether you feel that, or 
whether you are just regarding that as a personal loss 
for him despite your appearance in his behalf, or whether 
it might be considered a valid indication that quite a 
number of New Hampshire voters are dissatisfied with your 
pOlicies? 

THE PRESIDENT: I think it proves one thing -­
that you can't necessarily translatejC~ own record or your 
own popularity to another candidate. I am not going·to 
sp,eculate on the impact of that appearance where I was 
very warmly and very generously received by, I think, over 
100,000 people in the short span from nine o'clock in the 
morning until nine o'clock at night. 

I am not going to speculate whether that warmth 
and that very generous reception that was given to me in 
that September day will have an impact on this election or 
not. 

I think the only time we can really see is February 
24, and I. ani. quite optimistic. 

QUESTION: In a follow up to that, despite ..t~at 
appearance where so many people lined the motorcade and 
so forth, despite -- well, perhaps not despite, but· up 
to this time you are coming to New Hampshire, many political 
experts in this State and also within your own organization 
are saying that the race with Governor Reagan is going to 
be right down to the wire, ant unusually tigl1t situation 
for an. incumbent executive. 

t a~ wonderini, as a politician, as a President, 
from your viewpoint, what is it that Ronald Re~gan is 
saying that se.ems so attractive to apparently so many 
New Hampshire 'voters and what is your re.sponse to that? 

THE PRESIDENT: I won't comment on what the former 
Governor has said that seem~ under your analysi~ helpful 
to his campaign. I have a record. He can't say' one thing 
and then do another. We have to deal with reality, and we 
have and acting with reality, we have been successful in 
turning the economy around, Deing successful in foreign policy. 

Hhen the chips are down, I think the people will 
want a proven quality rather than one who hasn't had those 
hard decisions to make or those difficult actions to take. 
I will juet wait until February 24, 
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QUESTION: Jerry Vaillancou't, WFEA in Manchester. 

Mr. President, a number of fupporters of yours, 
both locally and from across the count!:''!, have come to New 
Hampshire to criticize Ronald Reagan Oil such topics as his 
proposed $90 billion Federal budget red·~tion plan, his 
stand on the equal rights amendment, th8 status of cities 
in California when he was Governor, but the campaign between 
the two of you has been rather squeaky clean, if I may say. 

Do we have any reason to assume that what the 
supporters of your candidacy here in New Hampshire 
say against Ronald Reagan are really echoing what you 
really believe or what you would like to say? 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think you can get into a 
political debate and have it at a right level if you indulge 
in perso,np.lities. I certainly never have, and I never will. 
I hope' that the people that have represented me, or been 
interested in my candidacy, have asked factual questions; 
have raised legitimate factual if?sues. 

There are plenty that ought to be raised. 

I have often wondered over my experience in 
politics -- and I ran 13 times for re-election, or 12 times 
for re-election" once against an incumbent -- and I always 
believed and I believe today that when you apply for a job, 
your prospective employer--in ~his case, the voters--ought 
to look at your record. 

l.fuat is wrong with that? When a person, applies 
for a job -- and in this case it is the voters in New 
Hampshire, and the voters in 49 other States -- those 
prospective employers ought to look at your qualifications. 

My qualifications are on the record, and I think 
it is a very legitimate experience for the voters here, 
as well as elsewhere, to see what the record is. Every 
employer does that, and in New Hampshire you have thousands 
and thousands of prospective employers. I think it is a 
very proper thing. Look at the factual record. 

QUESTION: What I am trying to drive at, the 
people who are asking the questions are not the voters, 
not the prospective employers, but your supporters, your 
employees, you might say. ~{hat the things your supporters 
are saying, against Hr. Reagan, arc they yours? 
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, THE PRESIDENT: I don't think there has been any 
serious questioning by them. I understand a number of the 
New Hampshire State Legislators have raised 'most of the 
questions about the $90'bfllion proposal. 'That'is what 
understood the thrust has come concerning that proposal 
because those State Legislators, if they don't get the money 
from the Federal Govern'merit for these many programs, they' . 
either have to cut out the services to the people of New 
Hampshire or raise New Hampshire's taxes. 

I think those are very legiti~ate questions by 
responsible ~tate Legislators. 

QUESTION: Thank you, sir. 

QUESTION:' Ro Chamberlain, HUNH. 

Mr. President, in your proposed 1977 bu'dget, T.vhy 
have you given;s~ch a low priorit~ to solar ene~gy and 
energy conservation, alloting only $91 million for energy 
conservation out of a $1 billion 875 million ERDA budget? 

THE PRESIDENT: I am very glad you broi:ght that 
question up. Let's take sola~ energy to begin w1th. I 
may be a million dollars or so off, but in the current 
fiscal year for "solar energy' research, G6vermnent-wide , it 
is about $84 million. 

I increased it in the next budget by 35 percent, 
something' over $12,0 million. I personally disregarded the 
recommendations of some of the people in the Administration· 
who wanted to spend less money for solar energy, and I said, 
no. 

I personally increased in at least three cases 
extra research and development money for 'solar energy. 
It is the biggestso'lar energy program, in research and 
development in the history' of the Uriited States. 

Now, I don't recall precisely the figures for 
conservation, but on energy research inc~eases across the 
board, we increased them over --·I increased them, with 
a submission of my budget -- by 30 percent. That'is not 
bad -- geothermal, exotic fuels, solar, et~etera -- so we 
actually w'ent beyond vlhat many of the experts told me we 
ought to do in research .and development, in fossil fuels, 
across the spectrum. ' 

So, for research, for the new things that can be 

done to produce more energy other than ga:s and oil, which 

in the main we get from foreign sources, we have put 

forth the biggest research and development budget in the 

history or the country for energy 'progress. 
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QUESTION: But are you still glvlng more priority 
to nuclear energy and instead .0£ something like recycling? 

THE PRESIDENT: He, quite frankly, did put more 
money in for nuclear research and development for two· 
reasons. He want to make any nuclear reactors in the future 
safe, and we want to make them more reliable, and Govern,ment 
research and development is the best way to do it. 

That is why we put the extra money in for Rand . 
D for nuclear experiments. I think it is a good investment. 

QUESTION: Mr. President, my name is Stewart 
Powell, and I am with UPI. 

Can you tell us, please, what are the domestic 
and international consequences of the change of power in 
China, and whether you are upset by Nixon's visit there 
and, thirdly,whether you plan to consult with him personally 
or have any member of your Administration consult with him 
when he returns? 

THE PRESIDENT: President Nixon, former President 
Nixon, is going to China as a private citizen. He was 
invited by the Government o£ .the People's Republic of China. 
He called me Thursday or Friday, I guess Thursday, and 
notified me of·his invitation from the Chinese and his 
acceptance. 

I am delighted that his health is such that 
he can go. I asked him to,extend to Chairman Mao and the 
other leaders my very best. He talked generally about his 
trip in 1972. There is no commitment on his part to 
report to me or on my part to ask him to report to me • 

. vIe will wait and see what happens on his return. 
Some 10,000 Americans have visited the People's Republic of 
China in the last three or four years. I think it is whole­
some and healthy that private citizens undertake these 
trips. 

I' can understand the Chinese.. He was very 
instrumental in helping to open up the relations between 
our country and their country. There. is no political 
rami'fication at all. He is going as a private citizen, 
at their invitation. 

I just learned late last night of the new acting 
Premier in the People's Republic. I have not had an 
opportunity thus far to get any full report from the experts 
in the State Department and the intelligence community. 

I think it is premature for me to make any 
comment until I have had the .full benefit of the experts 
in this area. 
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QUESTION: Mr. President j Bob Murray, Foster's Daily 
Democrat. 

Other than Seel"et'e.ry of State Henry Kissinger, probably 
the hardest person to keep track of in the :edera1 Government has 
been Elliot Richard,son 0 Under the Nixon-F'ord Administrations, 
he has been Ambass'ador to Great B~it'ain, Secretary of HEW, 
of Defense and now Commerce. 

My question, sir, is ,al'e there specific 
qualifications for these positions. and if so, has Elliot 
Richardson, does he and has he had the specific qualifications? 
And I would also like to know how high up he is on your 
Vice Presidential candidate list? 

THE PRESIDENT: Obv~ously Secretary of Commerce 
Richardson: has many, many qualifications~ Before he c4Me to tne 
Federal Government, he was an Attorney General for the'State/of 
Massachusetts. He was also Lieutenant Governor for Massac1)i"isetts. 
He had long had an interest in serving the Federal G¢vernment. 
He had many broad experiences in private life as an attor~~y. 
He·is a very well educated, a very able, dedicated person. 

And the fact that I had confidence in h~ to send him 
as our Ambassador to Great Britain, to ask him to ¢ome back to be 
Secretary of Commerce indicates my strong feeling ~hat he is an 
outstanding public servant. . 

I mentioned his name the other day amo~g ten or maybe 
more prospective Vice Presidential candidates. i.think that 
is a clear indication of niy'additiOIlal feeling ¢ori~erning:his 
capabilities, but to list them.or to put him inl a certain 
place on the ladder, I think is premature as /ar as Vice 
President is concerned .. 

QUES'J;' ION : Mr ~ Ford, '.' are therespecfflc qtiat~fications 
for ·these top Government j:;\,.;sit'iC:):ClS ,and ir.th.~r.e· are fI if? Mr. 
Richardson that versatile to hold thes~ dJft'erEmt positions such 
a short period of time? 

THE PRESIDENT: One of the v~ry excellent quaJ.ifications 
he has is excellent administrative responsibility. He has 
always been known as an outstanding administrator, to get an 
organization working 'smoothly with a minimum of red tape, with 
the- best service' to the customers, so to speak, the American 
people. I think everybody woulq say that he has.beenand 
is-.:today-an outstanding administrator • 

. . QUESTION·: ' ...Thank you, sir. 
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,QUESTION: Sue ROJnan, WTSN Radio., 

Mr. Zarb was recently in New Hampshire lobbying for 
the deregulation of interstate natural gas prices, but 
your critics have charged that this wii1 skyrocket prices, 
and; they also say this is inconsistent with the continued 
regulation o'f gasoiine and oil prices." 

How do you defend this position? 

THE PRESIDENT: The answer is very clear. You either 
deregulate natural gas and get more American natural gas or we 
buy more foreign oil. It is just that sim~le. 

Now, I happen to think it's better to develop our 
own resources, and. in the long run you won't pay significantly 
more, and we will not be'at the whim and' fancy of a foreign 
oil cartel. 

tJnd~r the present circumstances, our domestic oil 
production_is going down. Under present circumstances with 
regulation of natural gas, domestic gas production is going 
down. And if we don't deregulate natural gas, there will be 
in a relatively short period of time virtually no domestic natural 
gas, which'means we have to buy more and more 'foreign oil. 

I would rather use our natural gas rather than Arab 
foreign oil. And, therefore, I strongly feel that the 
deregulation of American natural gas is in the best interests 
of this country. 

QUESTION: Thank you. 

QUESTION: Douglas Cope, WHES Radio. 

Mr. President, there have been reports that the Soviet 
Union is using radiation listening devices in our embassy in 
Moscow. How will the presence of these listening devices affect 
Soviet-American detente? 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think that is a matter that 
ought to be discussed at this stage. I have heard rumors 
concerning it, but I don't think it is a matter that ought 
to be discussed at this point. 

QUEST,ION: Will Mr. Kissinge~ ',be briefing you on this 
subject? 

, ~ . ; 

THE PRESIDENT: The proper authority in the Federal 
Government will. 

QUESTION: Thank you. 

THE PRESIDENT: If it is true, it's a very serious 
situation. 

THE PRESS: Thank you, Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you all very, very much. It's 
nice to be here. Have a good day -- the rest of it. 

END (AT 4:55 P.M. EST) 
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