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HERMAN: Mr. Calloway, what is the most important thing that 

President Ford and your campaign organization must do or win to insure 

the victory of the President in the nomination? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, George, the most important thing in any cam-

paign, particularly for an incumbent President, is to do a good job in 

being President. And if this President--which I think he definitely 

will and has done--can show the American people the leadership of doing 

a good job for President in a very difficult time, then we'll win 

clearly. 

ANNOUNCER: From CBS News, Washington, a spontaneous and unre-

hearsed news interview on FACE THE NATION, wi·th the Campaigri Chairman 

of the President Ford Committee, Howard "Bo" Calloway. Mr. Calloway 

will be questioned by CBS News Correspondent Connie Chung, Associated 

Press Special Correspondent Walter Mears, and CBS News Correspondent 

George Herman. 

HEIDviAN: Mr. Calloway, you've told us that what you think the 

President must do--must do most importantly to win nomination is to be 

a bood President, but there's also campaigning to be done. What is the 

most important thing in the campaigning process that needs to be done 

to insure his nomination? 

MR. CALLOWAY: George, I think probably the most important thing 

is what politicians call organization--that is, the canvassing, the 

identifying the vote that is for you; having identified that vote, see 

that they enthusiastically support the President, and then get to the 

polls. As you know, and particularly in a primary, much more so than 

a general election--and as you're well aware, there are more primaries 

this time than ever before; 
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than before--to identify our people and get them out probably is the 

most important job we have in the campaign. 

MEARS: The President says he's going to campaign on his own 

record and not against other candidates, but you do have another candi-

date running against you. If President Ford isn't going to campaign 

against Ronald Reagan, who is? Or are you going to give him a free 

ride? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Oh, I don't think there'll be a free ride. The 

President--one of the great joys of this job that I've got now is 

really getting to know the President intimately, and I really believe 

that of all the people I've ever seen that have run for any office 

whatsoever, he is more determined to run a high road on his own record 

and not throwing any mud at all. I believe that. 

CHUNG: Mr. Calloway, you were one of the first to call Nelson 

Rockefeller Ford's number one problem in winning the nomination, and 

you said that President ford might seek a younger man to be his running 

mate. Well, the President's ratings have not improved since Nelson 

Rockefeller stepped down; what hurdles have you achieved and what--

how much better off is Ford now that Nelson Rockefeller is off the 

ticket? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, Connie, as you know, that--! never said that 

Rockefeller was the number one problem. I did say that some Reagan 

people had said that he's the number one problem, and by that I got 

quoted, which is fair enough, I guess. I don't think we've had any 

particular advantage with Governor Rockefeller being off the ticket 

for the moment, but I do think it's an issue that Reagan very clea ;:¥~, 
~- f o I? 0 ·,. 

in all of his mail, Sena tor Laxal t was saying the Ford-Rockefel ~\ ,., 
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ticket, all of this was being done. And I think that that was going to 

be made into an issue, and now that cannot be made into an issue; so 

because of that in the long run, I think the ticket will be better. 

My only point from the very beginning--and Governor Rockefeller agreed 

with me totally--was that the President should not make any commitment 

to anyone for a Vice President, but should keep an open mind as to 

whom he would recommend to the convention. That was the only point I 

ever made, and Governor Rockefeller openly agreed with that. 

CHUNG: Well, you also said at that time that Reagan leads the 

President in the south--this was last summer--because Rockefeller was 

still on the ticket. Do you still believe that Reagan leads Mr. Ford 

in the south? 

MR. CALLOWAY: I don't recall I ever said it quite that way. Per-

haps I did, but the south is probably Governor Reagan's strongest part 

of the country, and he is very strong down there; in every southern 

state he's very strong. But we've got places of the country where 

we're much stronger. I'm not concerned about that. 

CHUNG: Are you saying, though, that he does have--is he that 

much stronger than the President? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Oh, no; no, no. See, people think somehow that 

the south is one homogeneous mass, and that sort of thing. • There's not 

a single southern state that has winner take all. So even if Governor 

Reagan did lead in the south--which I by no means say that he does--

even if he did, he might win fifty per cent of the delegates and Ford 

might win fifty per cent of the delegates--that kind of thing. So 

then when we go to our strong point, then we go picking up. All he's 

able to do in the south to maybe hold his own; but we expect J1f0,9t> 
< ...,...,,, 
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every southern state. 

HERMAN: Let me make sure I understand you. Did you at no point 

think that Governor--Vice President Rockefeller was a problem to the 

President's nomination and election? 

MR. CALLOWAY: I never described him as a problem. I--

HERMAN: No, I'm talking about what you thought, rather than what 
you said. I don't want to get involved in semantic problems. 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well--okay, let me just say that for the good of 

the nomination, I think having the issue of Governor Rockefeller as 

Vice President out of the way is very helpful to the campaign--

HERMAN: Do you think the situation has improved for the Presi-

dent since Mr. Rockefeller left? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Yes, on that point, not because of anti or pro-

Rockefeller, but because you've got it open. What you need to 

have is--you don't need to make decisions ahead of time. And because 

it's open, I think it's much better. 

HERMAN: Can you give me some evidence, some signs that you've 

seen that it is better? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Oh, I just--we get in touch with our field men 

every day; we stay in touch with what the issues are; we know how the 

people are feeling about New York, about the Supreme Court, about the 

major issues. And on this issue, it has been universal that it's a 

plus, in every single state, since--

MEARS: Mr. Calloway, why is President Ford's incumbency an ad-

vantage and Vice President Rockefeller's is not? I mean, you've given 

up here a very experienced, very widely known political leader, and 

now you say that you don't think he was a liability to the ticke ~'½;d 0 ~o\ 
....., (,.-. 
-,; a, , 
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I don't see what you've accomplished by his departure. 

MR. CALLOWAY: No, no, the Vice President was the first to admit 

the very controversial--you know, we all--we know that--very contro-

versial person. And to have a very controversial person clearly on 

the ticket, when not another candidate out there has said who he wants 

for Vice President--and to have that where an entire campaign--and the 

Reagan campaign was clearly started that way, to everything they--

every letter they wrote for money, everything they were doing was 

talking about Rockefeller, Rockefeller, Rockefeller. Now to take that 

issue away is a plus. It just is. The Vice President would agree 

with that. 

CHUNG: Well--but Mr. Rockefeller said that it was your comments 

that first alerted him to the party· squabbles that he was experiencing. 

In other words, it was you who started all of the talk about the 

Rockefeller problem. And prior to that,he said, he really wasn't 

quite alert or quite aware of it. 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, let me just, Connie, assure you I had nothing 

to do with that decision of his. I was as surprised as any man in 

America. What I'd like to do is get on and talk about this President. 

Rockefeller is not on the ticket now. This--we've got a President with 

some leadership; I hope I'll get some questions on him, some issues 

out there. Rockefeller is no longer an issue. 

HERMAN: Are you prepared to define the President's stand on the 

issues. Is that--

MR. CALLOWAY: Sure. Well, no, I cannot speak for the President 

on what he will do on the issues, but I think I'm prepared to dtscuss 

the political effects of some of the issues that are there. 
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going to say what the President's going to do on any issue. I don't 

speak for him on that. 

MEARS: Well, what will be the political effect if the President 

signs the bill that would permit picketing of an entire construction 

site if one union is on strike? 

MR. CALLOWAY: When in the primary, I think, Walter, you would 

well know that not only the mail that the White House has received, 

but our chairmen from around the fifty states that we talk to are very 

much opposed to common situs picketing. I think that's very clear. 

MEARS: And do you have input on that issue? Are you able to say 

this is going to hurt us if you sign this bill? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Oh, yes--oh, yes, I have input on that, and very 

clear input with the President and with his advisors, which it should 

be. You know, you get the feeling from some people that politics is 

all bad. It isn't. Politics is the American democracy at work, and 

the fact that the American people feel some way should be taken into 

consideration by the President. But by no means do I think he should 

make his decisions just politically. He should and he does, and very 

clearly makes his decisions on what's best for the country. 

MEARS: Do you think he will sign that bill? 

MR. CALLOWAY: He hasn't told me. I don't know. 

HERMAN: But do I gather correctly that you have urged him not to, 

or you have said it will be to his detriment if he does sign it? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Yes, again, I don't urge him to do one thing or 

another, George. I'm not trying to get into semantics, but I do think 

politically, if you're talking about the nomination, the best 

for him to do would be to veto that bill. 



HERMAN : And you have told him that? 
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CHUNG: Mr. Calloway, if President Ford does not win in New Hamp-

shire and Florida--and you've predicted that he will--wouldn't it be a 

serious blow to his--to your campaign, to the campaign that you're 

running, and wouldn't it mean that you've obviously failed, and would 

you be willing to step down? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Connie, let me answer those two questions. One, 

I didn't ask for this job. I'd be willing to step down any moment 

that I thought I could help President Ford. I have one mission in 

this job--is to help President Ford, and the minute I'm not doing that, 

I'm in the way and I would get out so willingly that there would be--

there wouldn't be anything except I would get out. Now let's talk 

about New Hampshire and Florida, because you brought that up. New 

Hampshire and Florida are important, because they're important states 

in their own right, but because they're two of the first three, or 

perhaps the first four primaries, depending on what Vermont does. But 

they're not our best states. Everybody knows that. New Hampshire has 

some very particular things in New Hampshire. They have a governor, 

and the only statewide newspaper who's enthusiastically for Reagan--

the only state where that's true in the whole country. Governor Reagan 

has clearly identified New Hampshire as his best northern state. Then 

we go to Florida, and Governor Reagan is concentrating so much on those 

two states, he's even said they're the first two primaries; they're 

not, but he just--that's all he's thinking. He has a two-state strat-

egy. His campaign manager in Florida has said that they will win 

Flo~ida by 66 per cent, and he stays with that. £.~-Florida is cleatJ.Y 0 < 
I:: ~o 
\ o:: ;;oo 
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his best, or at least as good as any southern state. 

Now if Reagan should win his best states, you know, we haven't 

gotten to Michigan; we'll fight him in Michigan, you know, that's our 

home state, of our governor. Here's what we're going to do. We're 

going into New Hampshire, Reagan's clearly--by his own admission--best 

northern state ; we're going to beat him in his best northern state. 

Then the third primary, on the ninth of March, we're going to Florida; 

we're going to beat him in his best southern state. Then we're going 

to his home state of Illinois on the sixteenth of March, where he has 

tremendous home ties , and we're going to beat him in his home state. 

Having beaten him in his best northern state, his best southern state, 

and his home state, I think all of this talk about the President 

hasn't faced an electorate will be over. 

HERMAN: You've kind of put yourself--in a phrase, you've kind of 

put yourself out on a limb by predicting these three victories. 

MR. CALLOWAY : That's right. 

HERMAN: If any of them should turn into a defeat, would that be 

serious? 

MR. CALLOWAY: It would be very serious, George, very serious, but 

we're not over. We've still got our good states coming, you see. The 

luck of the draw, which he's taking proper advantage of, are his good 

states came early. All right. Now if we got beat in Michigan, yes, 

okay, I'd say now you've beat us in one of our states. That's not 

going to happen. 

HERMAN: But these three which you've predicted--New Hampshire, 

Florida , Illinois--if you got beaten, say, in all three of those, would 

that be a fatal indication? 
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MR. CALLOWAY: I don't think there's such a thing as fatal. It 

would be serious. It would be very serious. But that's--we're not 

going to do that. 

MEARS: What is the President going to do personally to--in these 

campaigns? How much time is he going to spend in those states? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, Walter, one of the disadvantages of incum-

bency, of course, is that you've got other things to do. The running 

of the country is, again--as I said in the first question, I think the 

most important thing this President should do politically is to do an 

outstanding job as President, which I think he's doing. Now, in doing 

that he can't spend the time in New Hampshire. Governor Reagan has 

indicated he'll spend fifteen days there. Obviously, we're not going 

to do that. We'll probably spend a day or two. 

MEARS: He spent a full day campaigning for a Senate candidate 

up there. Won't he do as much in his own campaign as he did for Louis 

Wyman? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, that's one of the great things about this 

President, you know. All of this campaigning he's been doing, and 

criticized, rightly or wrongly, for doing campaigning when perhaps he 

should be in Washington--all of that has not been for himself. It's 

been for Senator Wyman, it's been for the Republican Party in various 

states, and prior to his going there, a great many Democrats were say-

ing that the Republican Party, as a result of Watergate and other 

things, was at such a low ebb it needed help for the good of the two-

party system. The President was working for that. The President 

hasn't raised a nickel in his own behalf--not yet -- everything for 

others. Now right or wrong, he did that. Now that time's 
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now getting into the Pre~ident's campaign, and from now on most of 

what he does politically will be in his own behalf, which I of 

course--

(MORE) 
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MEARS: Is he going to spend as much time and do as much travel-

ing then in his own ·behalf as he has been in the past four, five 

months, at the Republican Party's 

MR. CALLOWAY : Well, I would guess something like the same. 

This isn't decided, Walter, but something like the same, where he will 

be every week or so doing something in his own behalf 31 primaries, 

perhaps as ·:· many as 33 - - he won't campaign in all 33 states; he will 

be entered in all primary states, wherever that comes out, 31 or 33. 

MEARS: But he will, as he said last summer, for the party, be 

going out every week , or every weekend, to campaign then? 

MR. CALLOWAY: No, I'm not committing -- I'm saying something 

like that, and we've not yet worked that schedule ; it depends on what 

the pressures of the presidency are, what's happening with the budg~t, 
as you know, 

which will be a very busy time for a while now ; /he's worked on that 

even in China and Manila; what's happening on the state of the union; 

what the pressures are ; what trips he's taking for the presidency. 

HERMAN: You offered a few moments ago to talk about the issues, 

which you said you thought was very important. Are there any other 

issues on which you have advised the President on political conse-

quences? 

MR. CALLOWAY: George, again, my job is not to tell the President 

what to do ; he's got a Domestic Council --

HERMAN: But your job is to report to him 

MR. CALLOWAY: Yes, and I would say last week two big issues, 

last couple of weeks -- New York and the Supreme Court. Both of them 

came out very well politically. Now I'm not saying that the President 

picked Judge Stevens for a political· purpose,but it came out 
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politically; it's been well received, good. New York came out very 

well politically. Those who've tried to say the President is waffling, 

it just, you know, that won't sell. He stuck firm and New York did 

what it had to do to get its house in order -- a lot of leadership. 

There are three issues coming up now --

CHUNG: Is he in better shape in New York because of that? 

MR. CALLOWAY: What's that? 

CHUNG: Is he in better shape in New York because of that? 

MR. CALLOWAY: I wouldn't say he's in better shape yet, Connie. 

The people of New York have had some pretty bad press, two editorials 

a day by the New York Times, New York Daily News saying drop dead. 

You don't get over that in a hurry, because it's been very severe 

against the President; 520 banks organized against the President to 

take them out of bankruptcy on their own bonds. You know, that's 

heavy, that's heavy stuff, you don't get over it quick, but around, 

away from New York, and away from the northeast, the President is 

perceived, and we know this, we check with our people, as one of great 

leadership in holding firm when Governor Carey and Mayor Beame thought 

they couldn't do it, and then they put it together. 

HERMAN: We interrupted you when you were saying there were three 

issues coming up now? 

MR. CALLOWAY: There are three coming up right now. There are 

100, George, but there are three that are really sort of important 

from the campaign viewpoint -- common situs picketing, the tax cut, 

and the energy bill. Now those are some pretty tough decisions,you 

know. Reagan can talk about his rhetoric and what he did as governor 

and stuff like that, which he exaggerates a little bit here and 



but we've got a man who's got to stand on there, and these three 

issues, all will cut both ways. 

HERMAN: What is your advice on them? 
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MR. CALLOWAY: I think politically the President would be well 

advised to veto all three bills, but I'm not -- again, don't say that--

I'm not the one responsible for advising him. The Domestic Council 

has far better input on the domestic things; Frank Zarb has much better 

input on energy ; but 

HERMAN: But you have a responsibility too to tell the President 

the political consequences; I presume you have done that? 

MR. CALLOWAY: I have, and will continue to, yes. 

CHUNG: You think he can veto a tax cut bill in an election year? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Connie, I think he will not only do it, but I 

think he will do it in a way the American people will understand. He 

has said over and over that we've got to do something about big defi-

cits, and he has said that if we have a tax cut that is not coupled 

with a spending cut, then he will veto it. Now, I think that makes 

sense. You know, the political thing, and people say what's he, a 

political president, the political thing is to veto tax cuts and put 

more spending in. We all know that, that's third-grade politics. 

He's not going to third-grade politics; he feels that the government 

is big enough and we ought to get a handle on it, and to cut taxes 

without cutting spending is in his view irresponsible and -- you know, 

again I'm a little out o,f :my field in predicting what he's going to 

do, but I would not be at all surprised if he vetoed that tax bill, 

even as politically damaging as the conventional wisdom would 

would be. 
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CHUNG: Mr. Calloway, what is your field is the campaign, and 

you've been accused of running a clumsy, inept campaign, that you 

mishandled the Rockefeller situation. Do you think that you should 

really take all the blame for that? There has been also some talk 

that the campaign lacks White House direction. Would you say that 

you could use a little help from that side? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Connie, naturally we started off in the campaign 

with a feeling in the White House that governmental should be separate-

ly from political, and after the last campaign, you know, I understand 

that ; there's a lot of merit in that. But now, in the last few Weeks, 

we are working much closely -- more closely together. Again, I have 

no responsibility for telling the President what to do. My only res-

ponsibility is to say here's what the political effect is, and then he 

weighs with a thousand other effects, and I'm -- now I have that oppor-

tunity. I've always had it with the President, but we are now working 

with the various advisors much more than we used to. 

MEARS: Is your campaign in financial trouble? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Not at all. We're not in the shape we'd like to 

be -- gosh, money is not coming in easy the way people thought it 

would. We've raised $1,200,000; we've got some $300,000 in the bank; 

and during the Christmas period when money is really hard to come by, 

we're spending it a lot faster than it's coming in, so that concerns 

us. We've got a new finance chairman, Bob Mosbacher, who in my judg-

ment will do an outstanding job; he will be available to be here full 

time, which is just a great, great advantage to us in the campaign. 

He's well known, and I have no long range concerns. I will admit that .....--:·- - . 

things will get a little bit tight because traditionally people(f~n :~ ~b2\ 
o,t 
::,:, I 
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give political money at Christmas time. 

MEARS; Will you be -- will you accept, or will you recommend 

that the President accept the federal campaign subsidy after the first 

of the year? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Walter, we haven't got there yet, but I think the 

likelihood is that we will. That cuts both ways politically; some 

people say, well y you shouldn't take federal money, because what's the 

federal government financing for ; and others say, my goodness, I pay 

enough taxes, if it's there available in the federal checkoff, why 

don't you take it? So we haven't made that decision, probably will 

make it within a week; we have asked the Federal Election Commission 

to certify us for matching funds, so that if we do make that decision, 

we'll get it promptly. 

MEARS: Will Reagan's decision on that have anything to do with 

yours? 

MR. CALLOWAY: I don't think so. 

MEARS: If Reagan turns down the money, doesn't that put you in 

a little more difficult position if you accept it? 

MR . . CALLOWAY: Oh, perhaps it could, but that would be far down 

the line. You know, believe it or not, we're not running this cam-

paign to counter Reagan at all; we're running our own campaign. 

CHUNG: You mentioned Mr. Mosbacher; he's a big oil and gas man 

out of Houston, and he is the President's finance chairman. Do you 

see any problem with the President squaring that with his energy 

policy? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, I'm sure that Bob Mosbacher would say he 

could quickly raise Texas oil money a lot easier if the energy 



16 

is vetoed -- we know that -- but that's not -- I don't even mention 

things of that kind to the President. That's not -- I don't think 

that's worth mentioning -- the President knows that. He knows the oil 

companies are against this bill. 

CHUNG: I'd like to get back to New Hampshire --

HERMAN: Can I just stop for a second there and say do you think 

that knowing that, he's in any way influenced by it? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, George, you're influenced by everything in 

life, but I think it's a very minimal influence. His -- he has a 

balance in this energy bill, and it's a tough, tough call. I have no 

idea what he's going to do -- a·balance between -- he's gone up with 

his bill -- the country needs a comprehensive energy bill. Here is a 

comprehensive energy bill that's done five or six or seven things 

that he wants to do, but in control of prices it's just opposite of 

everything he's tried to do in deregulation, in trying to lower the 

demand by increasing the prices if necessary. It's just back~ards of 

everything he's said, so what do you do? You don't get a bill, you 

can take this and veto that. It's a tough call. 

no more -- that's why he's President and I'm not 

tough call, and whatever you do, you make enemies. 

You know, I could 

it's a tough, 

MEARS: A couple of times you've said that you're not running 

against Reagan, but in a campaign don't you come down to a situation 

where somebody has to say, my guy is better than their guy, and:here 

is why? 

MR. CALLOWAY: We're prepared to do that, Walter. 

MEARS: Who's going to do it? I mean, the President 

won't --
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MR. CALLOWAY: Wellr1 let me say this -- the President -- his 

record is well known in 50 states. Reagan's record is really only 

well known in one state, and that's California, because that's the 

only place he's really served and been looked at closely. And he's 

had a free ride -- nobody looking at him closely. I don't think he'll 

have a free ride much longer. I think it's interesting --

HERMAN: Does that imply some kind of a truth squad, or something 

of that sort? 

MR. CALLOWAY: No, let me go what it might imply, and talk about 

that a little bit. I think it's very interesting that in California, 

that's the one state where Reagan is well known, and normally a major 
a 

candidate of a state, his own governor, can get/ f~vorite son, just 

carry everybody in that state -- that's not too difficult -- it's 

normally done. We have the state chairman, party chairman, for Presi-

dent Ford, the national committeeman for President Ford ; we have the 

largest state that has a Republican mayor (SIC) in the country for 

President Ford ; we have a majority of the congressmen, and that's not 

ideological, that's all the way from Chuck Wiggins to Pete McCloskey 

for President Ford. We have the people he worked with in the legis-

lature; the majority leader of the State Senate is actively for Presi-

dent Ford. Now they're coming to us and saying, you know, Reagan is 

getting away with murder ~ he's saying things about what he did in 

New York -- excuse me, in California -- and those people who knew him 

best, who worked with him, it just isn't so. 

HERMAN: So how are you going to bring that out? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, they have come to us, and they've 

look, we would like to -- to talk a little bit -- those who 
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would like to talk about what he really did -- change -- how the 

rhetoric was, .and what the actuality was. We haven't made a decision; 

under the old days -- we just say, do what you want. 

HERMAN: What are you thinking of? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well --

HERMAN: If not a truth squad? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, if not a truth -- Reagan himself has said, 

look, I want to be judged on my record. Now the record is -- the 

record is not what he said it is --

HERMAN: How are you going to bring it out? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, I think if Denny Carpenter, the majority 

leader of the senate, perhaps wanted to do that, which we understand 

he does, he can point out that this great fiscal conservative, as he 

says he is, went from 4.6 billion to 10.2 billion while he was governor. 

HERMAN: Would you finance this? I'm trying to find out what 

you're going to do with all this material? 

MR. CALLOWAY: George, I don't know. Under the new law we 1 ve 

got to -- under the old law, as I said, we could just say, do what you 

want to. Now if he comes in and goes from California to New Hampshire, 

and the people in New Hampshire have an article of faith -- they say 

no new taxes, and he says that you know under Reagan personal income 

taxes went up 500 per cent -- that's on the record. 

HERMAN: Will .you bring somebody into New Hampshire to say that? 

MR. CALLOWAY: George, we haven't made that decision. It's a 

decision we haven't made. But you know the taxes did go up 500 per 

cent, personal income taxes, under Reagan. 

that record --

Somebody needs to 
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HERMAN: What somebody, and how are you going to do it? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, I'll say Denny Carpenter 

HERMAN: Besides you here on this program. 

19 

MR. CALLOWAY: Well, but -- okay -- but I'm saying Denny Carpenter 

but that decision is not made, and if Denny hears this and he's watch-

ing, he'll say --

HERMAN: When will you make it? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Oh, I think -- everything is in a lull for politics 

during Christmas; it will be made in January, I think. 

MEARS: Can I put another question on this Reagan-Ford situation. 

It's been demonstrated in past campaigns that the ideological candi-

date, the candidate who represents one wing of the party, tends to do 

better in primaries. You're casting the President in the middle and 

saying he's going to stay home and be president ; doesn't that give him 

a particular problem against Reagan--

MR. CALLOWAY: It does. 

MEARS: -- who has an identifiable constituency wherever he goes? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Tough, tough problem, because Reagan would tend 

to get the activists who get out in primaries. Now, on the other hand ~ 

when you get to the general election, Reagan's got most of his votes 

already in the primary, and we take our primary votes, the Republican 

votes, add independent votes --

MEARS: Yes, but your problem is to get to the general election, 

and that's what I'm asking you -- how are you --

MR. CALLOWAY: We're going to get there by winning in his best 

northern state, his best southern state, and his home state, and then 

come to see me -- I think he'll look better. 
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CHUNG: Mr. Calloway --

MEARS: Sure ·will. (LAUGHTER) 

CHUNG: Mr. Calloway, if the President does not do that well in 

New Hampshire, and if Reagan comes through with a fairly good showing, 

isn't that a good enough showing for Reagan, because look at McCarthy 

in '68, and McGovern in 1 72 -- they didn't win, but they came up 

pretty well, and that was something that moved their campaign on. 

MR. CALLOWAY: Different kind. Different. What they have done, 

and the Reagan forces have done this, they have said this President 

has never had a constituency outside of Grand Rapids, let's give him 

one. They have said this is our best northern state, it's the state 

we're going to win,; we're going to win Florida by 66 per cent. And 

you know the old saying in politics that close counts in horseshoes --

close doesn't count in politics. If we win by 50 plus one vote, 50 

per cent plus one vote, it will have been a dramatic victory because 

Reagan has made this his best northern state. 

CHUNG: Well, couldn't that apply to you too, because you're pre-

dicting victory in New Hampshire, and you're predicting victory in 

Florida? 

MR. CALLOWAY: Connie, if we lose New Hampshire and Florida, as 

I've said to George, we're in serious trouble, but we're not over, 

it's his best state .. Now if we lose in Michigan, we're in serious, 

serious trouble. Compare Michigan with New Hampshire, his best state 

with our best state, or our home state. Or Illinois with Michigan, 

his home state with our home state. See, those are the ground rules 

we think are appropriate. 

HERMAN: And our ground rule is that we've run out of 
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you very much, Mr. Calloway, for being with us on Face the Nation. 

ANNOUNCER: Today on FACE THE NATION, the Campaign Chairman of 

the President Ford Committee, Howard "Bo" Calloway, was interviewed by 

CBS News Correspondent Connie Chung, Associated Press Special Corres-

pondent Walter Mears, and CBS News Correspondent George Herman. Next 

week, Shimon Peres, Defense Minister of Israel, will FACE THE NATION. 
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l·'rc.duced by Betty Cole Dukert 

1975 
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Catherine Macltin - NBC News 

~&Jter hears - Asscciate~ Press 

Robert :Novak - Chi.cago Sun-'I'it1es 
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member I 
-~ uon' t. knc1•1 of.: any / in the leade.rship who has been contacted 
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a.nd I <lo knovt that the International ~elations Comrlitte.e has 

·.-:e si-.c.11.11.d have known ahout it. through the :7ears, that L-; 
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was on t!le same side with Rus.::iia, 



J 

I 
I 
l 
lj 
I• 

I 

I 
1, 

:j 
1. 

,, r 
II 
I 

Angclar taking it from Portuqal and ma<ing it an independen': 

of the Ii1ost serious p.1:oblems that the :011aress is =•J!"'inc; b ck 
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the :~osition we: are iri:1 W!.1at do we do a)out it? wi.ere are 
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u~e $2l million in funds dnd $25 rnore w~l!ion in funds are 
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are even in th,~re. It is a q·..:-.est.1.on t'lat within 3:) days t'1:: 

wait !.lflti l we fin<i cut what t~,e result of tr.at is. ~\rl'.2 •m c,n 
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Russians are s uppo:cting c,ne. The ot~e,.. two seem to be t Y'<7:i..hc r. 

'l'he northern arou.p and the southern grou9 "gainst -:1-\1:: cvrvl'~ 
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Con9ress, wi t:·~out any knowleciqe -- let me ju"'-t say L!"ll.S. 

r know the f'?e ling of the -i..:onqress i•;, no troops, 
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t·!S. HA.CKIN: T,Jas this a reneti tion then in sor1t~ mann£:-X 

or forn of the Vietnam involvement? ilow we beJan to g,3-t. 

involved in Vietnc1r11? 

n~. O'NEILL: Hel.l, in Vietnam, of course, we :,tmt c.11-· 

vist~rs over there, tec1nician!. and thin(js of that nature arc 

eventually we sent troops over. I can as~ure \0~ w~ are n0t 

Joing to do that.. T:n: is not t e will of the Congres~ ct 

the Unite6 S~ates 

The new~r members w0ulJ. b":! .:-.bsol11tely a;,.alled and there 

Hould not be reaction. 

This is one of t.!'l..C questions th.:1t hac been fr·cinq the 

coun i:.!''' and that t..ha Congrr~ss is so tremendously up~o t abcul: 

:vho sets the policy in a thing like th.it? Hho s"lys we 5 1l".m11 

-,end the CIA in~? Who decided wha-c qroup tl\at we sriou.ld he 

with? 

These are the things ::.he Congress docsn' t k-:1ow. 'I'hc" t ,..,. t 

t.o knov:. an:. they are goinq to f 1.nd it out within this wec.r .. 

President Ford is a rnce guy but ·i::hc:re is ')'rowinq concern, 

·,.f net al:'l.r.n, that he has the car.iacii.:y tc serve as the 

Prc=-ident. You have known him a lonry tine. Hha t i.s your ju-1(, -

':'lent of his skill as .s. !)OliticL~n a.:-1d aa a leader? 

·m. O':IBILL! As the President of the; United .... ·~, hu 
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and r 1Tltu:it say I a:3 one w110 voted to confirm him as thE"-_ 

Vice PresideHt when Spiro Aqm-::w resi<Jned. 

The truth of the matt.er is, voi.1 have to look .J.t tht. 

rt'cor.,J and the record i.3 suc.!1 that unem9loyuent. has gone ur, f rorr; 

about si.x ner cent wh•.:::n he took cvar to a. high of 9. J ., and now 

'i 8. 3 inflation has risen, fJnenployment is at the• rat-.::., of 

i,~7.7 m.i.llion. de has no p:,sitive :,ro1:rrans. 

.:::hould I h;1ve voted Eor h.i.r,; should r have known that :1e wa,.-: 

qoir,<J to be thir; tvne. of President? Yf3S. lle was always on~ 

th.at w \S sPimr:1:Lnq against t:1e strcru11. •rrwre was never ::.rq 

t 11e country. He was one who •• •• it is a qul':!stion o: whct1-1er 11c 

So, wh'it J have to t5ay, he ha.s no qu.iJities of lc:l.dst·ahi1) 

a.nJ he has beon a disastrous President. 

l , 
I 

. . I Ile has suffered a sharp fall 1.n his stan.din,{1 

~ill this make it easier for a Democratic 

Con'1ress to o?crride his vetoe3 such as the ta::x extension cv t? 

we have the tax e~ttcnsi.on l 

I --:.n.tic1.~>.fltc i.t should be on his Jesk on Tuesday and it could ,r,.:ry 

i.,-1cll l.c t:·1(! ·:ato w::wL.l be back in the House Taesr...ay niryht. I 
~- FO~()" l 
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to veto it. If vcu. look at his whole program alontJ t.l1e li nc, I 

I comes o~t stro!glv an~ says one thing and then, as t.::.i~e c,,:>c:f 

I 
It ccnlJ well be he wil 1.. c11ar1g1? .;.ij.:> 

mind by '1?uesday. 

I would hooe for the best inter .. ~sts of the count.c::r :1,~ 

us to p,.!ss a veto? 

I .-~ave to look a!: th(?! 1::-ecord f o~ what has hap::-,encd.. l!r~ 

asked for a $1J5 Lillion buclaet. :!t~ talked w·ith rsor\c of t'.11? 

Der.10cr.i'.tic J.eader<2·t1in the othe:r day and he now sav~~ he _;_e; 

intcr.(.::!:-,te:rl in a $•1:)6 billion bu.1get. There is no e Jrtn.ly 

60J,oon jobs in fur~~ica, ind an increase in flat5-0n of!.~ 

Der cent, bringina it up to 9.5 per cer.t, l.lut l.• •· . '- 13 

issue. It is a political iB5ue with him. lt is the ~ol~tics 

of the thin,:;. 

l!r-i is t:ryinq to qet J::-ight of Reaqan and noru.:..lly th .. • 

f'r~sick•nt of the U:1itE.~d States, at a time like this, ~vcnld 

ne·,cr b~ .Jetoin•; a bill of this type. 

DeiY cr.1t:Lc ..::andida :e nexl year to beat President ror,l o;: 
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'70in<J for- i,im J.n some chari.sra._:i.. 'To be pe:r fectly truthful. 

his record as Governor of California, he increased the ta~ 

r3.te about. 301) per cent and increas,0:d the budqc-,,t a t.rerriendouf, 

amount of money. 

Calloway ·-- that is a problem wi.thin the Republican 

nart.y riqht now, as to who is riqht of right~ 'I'he Democrats 

are qoinq to win and th<~y arc goinq to win with wl1.3.tever 

ca.n<lidate '1:i(? bri.1q lbrward. TherE, is no questinn i, my .ninci 

that the American public wants at +:his time a Pre<;1..Jr.nt of 

the United States and a Conqress of the sar:m part.y. •.r-lwy (>.re. 

iust sick an<l tired of the actions of eight years of the 
I 

!i..dminis t:ration lv.:dng of one ::,arty anri. tne House t;cLig of mo _nJr 

..,~n=t:.y. l 
i,1r. ·1.ears. You mentioned the President• s off.er of what h 

sc,es as .1 coMnromise on a C,400 bil.li"n ceiling as the :>rice toi 
l !:-1x bill. 

Coivrre~~s is in the nroccss of ar>nroving now a .$375 

Lillion ceiling for the current year. Uh,J t is so <lra:Jtic 

TL 1,i •~mILL: It isn I t the question of the aqree .. "'ll<rnt; it. 

is tlIB ~uestion of the situation of the thin0. First of all, 

:li: c~1.-ne out ~hat he w.:mted a $28 billion tax cut .:1n.J a $.?.'l 

b.illion 
I 

cat 1.n he ch:mgeJ a.n<l lK said lie 

w~nlcd a flac ~395 blllion bud~et for ti~ fiscal year 191:_ I • ' 

We arc t;1J.kin<; about starting with OctoLer =>f )

0

-Y-l.~• fO•~;J;d'!: I 
<::i 
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is when the fiscal year 1977 t.tarts. 

Then the r-.ext proposal he l1ad was a $406 billion !..iu.:l1;e-::. 

1\i'cl.l, the budgEt at this partict1lar tim1:1 is $375 billion. 

You h:ive had ar. eLrht pe.r cent incr,eace, in.4:latton rate, for. 

tnc last t.nrce years. Tl1.at: vmuld automa :.:.ically bring the 

bud<;et to $405 bi.lU.on, but we have a new proccns ..,hat: i3 
I 
I 

qoinq on an,J U.at new procesr; that is qoinq on iB the budqet.ar-?1 
I 

corrtr1ittee and the l:mdgetary cc..wunitteH this y,~ar set a fii:-rure ofl 

$175 billion c:.r~<l, in duing so, we have sa.ed t.he t2txpay~1:s I 
I 

of ri.merica :;;10 .Dillion. I 
:Jm-r, the o·ccl:i..nary public isn't aware of the fact t.hat 

'~>f t'.:-\c last se.•,ren 'budqets th.at have been sent to the Conrrress 

of the United States by tho Republican Administration, the 

C'Jnqr0ss of the Uni tee. st.ates has cut five of then, 

tn five instance!; in five years we have co!'le. i:i with a 

h·.1dqet lower than t.he Presin.ent of the United States vet the 

r r:.:!siden.t wi 1.1 say "'I'he wiJ.J spend inc_;' Congr•~ss. ·• 

'The 9con.le believe that. '!'he peonle d.on 1 t. realiz~ wo hotv,1 
aci:u,,l.lv cut the Prcsid<mt's budgat. We want to be cm,l0r the, I 
:;.10€ billion he is off,:'?ring. He want to be under ~~395 billion j 
that he i5 cfferinq. I 

Take the Lndget of this year for exa.mr,>le. llc came in 

wit!1 an incrca.se for defense of 16 per cent. Ne gave them an I I 
increaae of 3 ;)Or cent. I:e cut back education1 healtl· ~ .n\P1n,~el-

<::> <:. I 

:;: 0:, 

fare 11 r>. er cent. We increased it 30 per cent. ex "' ,.> .loo , 

------ __ ,,.. I 
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~ve believe tll,::t the Conqress of t.he -:Jni tea [; t.1 t.e,; h;-is 

qot lll.e •::;ri.ori ties. 

'Io-w do we know what is qoing to happen startin,1 f.r-n,· 

0ctol.h.!r on-:- 'rhis is purely political as far as the l'r,-:-sid0!1t. 

is concerned. He thinks this is a gooa issue tnat Je"s ~ut 

but it makes no cense wl~atever. 

·n. MEARS: In it not also political on tne pnrt. oE tr,e 

m. o 1··rnILL: Ho, there is nothing political ,1uo;lt .Lt • 

a tr.:..:..1 this year. ile '1dve to have_. by Iic1y 15ti1, a bad,Jet tor. 

the United St.at.es .. We will set at that time a fig~ra. A11 

a.u l:h'"J-5. za.tions by committees nust be in and p'.!S5(!d ,ta:i , -'1l'iC(i 

bv the President of the Unit~d States by Hr1y !:5th. ,)n •~,1y 

15th we will give vou a budget for the followinq yaar. .'\l L 

we ire a.skinq the President of the United States ic:; t.o ho. ,t 

ct:: anc qjvc us a temporary tax for six zncnths. 
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:MR. NOVAK: Mr. 0 1 Nc.ill, you and S-pec:1ker 'l\lbert applied 
I 

1 ci1e rnuscle recently, and the House Democratic Caucus defeated 
. 
I 

I 

11 

I! 
'I 

:1 

an at.tempt to ,1et a Constitutional arnenchnent aqainst 

school businq on thE> floor by a t.wo to one rr-argin. ~ow havinq 

done that., do y:>u have any plans for next year, to µrovide 

soma relief for your constituents and 

other people f.r-:;rr buging? 

HR. 0 1 NEILL: ~•/ell, the busing situation is f; 

9 I situation, and Boston is caught in the t'..1rmoi1. T'f-1e truth of 
I 

10 I the matter is, t.he quest.ion. comes on the issue of segreqation. 

11 1, It is very costly busing. 
q 

As a matter of fact, t~e polls, 

12 

13 

ts 

rn 

20 

22 

I understand, whether it is black or whi.te i 80 percent of the 

people of Boston are opposed to bueing. 

MR. NOVAK: 0() you have a statutory solution? 

.>tR, 0 1 :-JEIL1.,: Do we have a solution? 

MR. NOVAK: Ye~s, sir. 

MR. o•~mILL: t. VfJry interesting fc.ct about it is this: 

It is obvious you are not goinq to qet through a Constitutional 

a;:::endrn{lnt. The vote of t:ie nemocratic Caucus shewed that. 

',-1P. have Richardson Pryor and Mo Udall. Both have filed leqis-

lation. Richardson Pryor is a n,ember of Congresrj from North 

Carolina. He is a former federal court justice. He has filed 

2S I leqis lation, and b.e thinks that we can work it out leqislati -,e-

24 j wise, and the Judiciary Committee doesn't feE:1 we 
ll 

change the Constitution. 



2 p 
JI 
Ir 
11 I as an indiv:Ldua1i" No, I arr: not an attorney. !s an:,-

1 . j_ 

,, :, 
., !I thin~ being done in the Congress cf the United States? 

11 
I 

-; I! 'fhe Judiciary Comrni t.tee a.nd the vsrious commi tte~s, r:1t the 
II I 

4 I. present: time~ reall ziI1J the great probJ.er, that has faced i";,eri-1 
11 

• I ,I 

I ca, realizing he~. tnis has faceu the large cities of the.• 

1 thing about i~. 

a z.m. NOVAK: tJoul<l fOU aqrce with Senator Mcr.overn that 

any Denocrat who favors a Cons ti tutionc{l amendment acrainst. 
I 

1 t !i busir-g hac:. r.c:> ri,;iht to be nor-:in?.ted for ?resi<lent? 

MR. O'l';l::1.:LL: Well, no, I ci,r.'t go t~at far at all. 1 

t2 !, am c,-,,,osed to it myself, to ':le perfectly trut:-1 Eul, hut the 
'! 

L. 1! answer is no. I think McGovern is •.1rong on t.~at. Maybe '·1c-
j' 

16 Govern is lookin<1 for- an :t<Jsu,~ for hinself to a.et bacl~ ir- thn 

"S 
,I 

hi 
I 

Ii 
I 

17 

18 

2 't 

ii 
~B 11 

24 !l 

fight, but there is no qu1'zstion in r1y Mind you are talking 

about an issue ~hat is not goinq to take pla~e. It. is not 

'JOing to pass the Congrr~s.;; of the United States. 

r,t,R. NOVAK: Y,:,u are still s;,;;pposed tc represent "'our con-

stituents, s.:i.r. Do you think your constituents i.n Charlesto.-m 

approve of you applyinq the muscle to prevent a Constitutiona"!. 

amendmPnt fror:t even re.aching the n('.mse Floor? 

MR. O'NEILL: No, but tha~ is one of the things tha~ 

they w5,ll have to weiqh when they weigh rny record as havlnt1 

served that dist=5.ct for 23 years. Do the econoMic 

do for the area, t'~Je repr€sentat.ic .1 I give the peo 

I 
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IY.~ to c·owe:. down h".!.re, because t.he great majority of the p!ople 

are fo~ th.:: legis}.atlrn, tha.t .1.n t.he way : 1ot.1;:.? No. 'l'h::•y 

tht?. yea.rs, ~.nd r 

of husing. Businq tc re L5 a s3d issue. 

tc :.i vo "-d tJ-.in the J.a'II., nd th at is all the~ :-e is to ii.. I 

hep<~ •,J'{•'; ca 1 come up with legisl~tion that w .ll cure it. 

~tl.. MONROE: If the: Presidant. vet.cs t.·vI Ta;<{ ::xtension Billi 

wil:. t.b.e House overriC:e th.a veto? 

.vr.·t. o· NEILL: :: ;,;ould hope wa would ov1;:rride it~ because 

the factor~ that will happen -- .it is a sad thin,7 when you 

ccns1d~r tne f~ct, he1d ~tis on the eve of Christmas. 

f anu. ly of four mi5:'king -~, 8,000, t~at mec,r·s fo ;.r dollc1rs a w 'Jek 

t.c them. How about tr. e person •,:ho is out. h 1dqetincr son et:.inq 

to nake a n~rry ChristmaL for his young1tere, ~nd he find~ cut, 

that afV:'!r 1te has givEr 1t:. to the!TI, th1~ fi.rn: of the year co!"'esl 

~rour:.6 a:1d there is now $4.00 taken a·u.w i1 the r.,oney ho 

wsntel to ,--:i w: the bui.<"Jet. nut there is a .,.i 11ion :r£~c.LJ'-" .. >n" 
1 t. l'lC :'l.nf 

it mean.s 5 ncrease in in flaticm. 

We have qct t.o ft.ce the fact of wnat his .1.appE:Hi.ed along 

tn,~ line. This is a i: oli ticti1 issue between ;"{eaqan and the 

P:resid~nt. of the Unit.izd States. I would ha.Je to say that we 

wi 11 override the vet:ci of the P:r.esid,,.:nt of the Pni te~~;;t~es, le-.~- '' () .\ 

(~ (.. \ 
unless the President c,f bie United States comes up ~nd re.::.~jr 

,.>l .l:,., 
,!) 'b/ 
~/ 
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does arm-twisting ::.o the members of the House . 

~ten we .'1.aa. t 1is bill before us, you have to t~~e into 

cons.1 Jerati...m that we only beat th~ previous question by 20 

vote , we only pas ·ed the bill by 31 votes. They wer·e follow-

ing - lcng on the l -.sue thut we should have a flat $39 5 bi 11 ion 

ceil.t .19. They wer t following the 'dshes cf: the President of 

the . ited States. No•-1 i~ comes down to the crux: ~·:ill he 

veto it? He says 1e wi.J.l veto it. :le has chanrred his rrir.d 

alone the line. I think we wi 11 ovcrri<la: !1is veto. 

,1s. :'IIA.CKI!-1: 'ir. O'Neill, <le> you think repox-ters, when 

we a1-;! out cover.i:-i J candidates, do we cover their pereona1 

1~ I· lives? Should we .ell p,Hople whet:ier they drink or they 
I 
I 

1/' 
Ii 
ll 

u 11 
11 i ,.. i1 

11 11 

1l m 

U, 

20 

~11 

22 

2.ll 

24 

don't, whether the" ?.re faithful tv their wives or not? 

1R. O' 1:JElLL: That is a •,rery i.nteresting question. 

1 kin l of resent; ; 1yself T as a :rr.an of public life, t!1c~e who 

qo s:1...:,oping around to find ot1t -- fortunately, t havf~ a fnmil.v 

that i.s very clos~. y knitted, and ! have tried to lead a life 

that r can be p:co;ic.. of, l-.st1'1.: to be t.rciiling a candidate t.o 

see if you can fir.u the .tnequities i.n h:.s life, ! don't think 

perfe· ~tly truthful. ! think a rnan should be judqec on his 

publi..: service ar-c1 the record t;1at he has in nub lie office. 

-m. MAC NEIL: Congressman I y<)u nent .io1."'led the unhappi nes'l 

of th~ Hous(~ leadP:.cship or. the Angc,la situation. 

there was an abortive attempt to c~ te Heru:y 
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ii 
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co:lt{,mpt of C<;nqress. 

un op~:~1 in the House of Reprcsentati~es? 

'I 

II n~w peraon. he wc1s an in terna.t:.il:,na 1 ficn.:.1r1: & 

I 
• <!:" h • k • .. i... ·1 the nar-.:"'cr i r, wn • ch ~1e respect necause o.: l.:5 . :1.or,; .1.~Ctt<P 

be fo.re the briefings that. the Conqr:ess hac. You h.,. ve the aver-

age C.:ibinet member up th :?re, he aoesn' t haw:-- l.5 or 51) peon le. 

Whan K:...ssir.qer came up, 1e would dt·aw /:>0 pE:'ople a~d wo 1.ld 

field the questions well. 

:,ow t.he point has come in ~ieldinq thot.e qucsf:ions, well 

th€:y Und t:.here are an a·1ful l()t: of mist-r.r.Jre:.:, :ind r.ise.n~mcrs. 

One t-Me he anflweres cne way and another .t' u:, he arm,iers 

i5 another way. His cre6ibil.i.ty ir,n't. ?.a .rood as ,;.t has been 

i I; :ias been l'T1aking df1,~ision~ on himse 1 t. In 11!1:-y ins>;an...::c-s, 

19 I pr 1.)bab:1.,y wi thou+; ths Pre,1ide,1t 's a.rh"i ce. But in l i 11r-.t. ,.nces 

[or the moqt part wiLhou~ the Ccnqress. 
'l'he C .ngre-.rn want:,; sone input. The Conq:est4 at this par~i.cular 

.. 0 time, as far. as Kis:,inger is concerned, I woulcr have tc say I tr.at he is :,retty low in the este= oft.he Congress, in 

as col'l'Par:i.son where he w1s 30 terrifically :ticrh a couple of 

years aso. 

,. 
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~UL M.EAn.S: Mr. 0 1 ~foi 11, at the st.art of this C,mgress 

tho House underwent some .rather drastic changes in the name 

of reforrr1, in committee c.i,airmanships and the '.3~nior:Lty 

syste-n. You had about one full session under this n<:!,,; sys t.<1m 

now. What has happened as a ret·1..1l t? What is tlfiereJ1t? 

~IR. 0 1TmILL: Hell, there :.s openness in Congre:;s; there 

is iaput in Congress. The new members are alert, kecnr able, 

t:1ler.tcd, with new views. B;::.:cause of .vhat has ':1appe;::.ed, 

~,uttinq new members, for examr,le, on the Ways and .Means 

Committee, we have been able to g,~t a tax reforir. l>iL. out that 

is now pending in the Senate. \Je. have had open e:-tecutive 

sessi(ms. I think all this a.utJ8rs well Eor the country. I 

think ti:•e refo:r.ms that we have done was sor:iethi:ng we ne~ ... ded fo9 

vears. Ther(>. hadn't b,3en re~tlly a reform since 19·16 an.d we 

shoula review ourselves and wa h::idn • t r~~viewed ourse:.ves unt.i.l 

we .made the chanqe. 

HR. MEARS: Is the:r.e anything en the books that affects 

the aver aqe citizen that would.n 't be the1:e if you ha<ln' t made 

those chanqes at the start of the session? 

~1P. O'~rnILL: ~Io, I ~:ould have t.o say ther~ probably 

isn • t, but. there is more openneBs in l\mer:i.ca. 'I'he p(~o:rlc are 

more acquaint•~d, more kno,..,ledgeable a.bout their government 

th(-in they have ever b.~en bc<:ore 

Nowt why do 1 say t:hat? I say that because 92 ne-..1 

f;tembcr!:l we.re 1;;lected to Congress. have gone ba • ~·~~:-.... 
• '· 

their dist1iicts t.he1 have talked abOi.lt isSUt'~S.,, inL - lUC:'l.~ 
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:ind national. 'l'hey have given better reporting. 'l'h•~Y have. 

riad 'l'i:>wn Hall meet.ings of th<: a::ea around their d Lst,.icts. 

Tl10y h.::.ve mobile units go a:r:aund. The people a.re mo.:-e 

·-.cqu.ainted and more familiar w:.v::.h their Cong;:·essmen ':.han eve;~ 

bef.ore. 'l'here is more openness ir1 government. and I think 

th3t is good for the country. 

We have abou-c two and a half minu·-;es. 

?t'R. NOVAK: t-lr. O'Neill, m1er the la.st vear you h.--nre been' 

very active and very succassfu1 in cutting oif aid tc Turkey 

a.s a result of a Turkish invasi,.)n cf Cyprus. 

Now, the other day, when the Israeli airplanes, which 

are obtained from the United States, bombed civi.lianH in 

Lebanon, I didn't see you makinq any proposal to cut. off aid 

Israel. Can you €Xp1.ain why that i3? 

;m. o ';.-tEILL: Very easily. •rhat is a complcce differ enc;~.! 

'I'hr;.,;:c is no compa:r:ison in. th~ issues. t·/hen t:.ha Grcc:cs under 

;'anson had invaded Cyprus and t.he war wan over and the 

Greeks and the Turks and the Cypr.iots were .,dtt.ing a{.; Geneva, 

it was then that the •rurks .inva<le<l, when th'3re was nn war goir1({ 

on. 

'rhcy invaded with 4 O, 000 troops usin~r l\.merican arms, 

and they overran the coiJri.try. 

Now, what has happened he.:ce is that the Israelis have 

been fightinq PLOs for years and they had reason to oelieve, 

I 

I 
I 
I 
l 
' 

I 
I 

FON , ! 
or knowledge, that the PLOs were using this rx:1rticnl %~·"1~G.'cf <"3-,s I 

!~ ~/ 
0:: ;;o 
v) 4( 
tP -'b /' 
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a ;.;ase and th,.=w say t11e ·e wen even 1•,issile'? tt"ere. ..'\.nd 

so, C'cnscr.uen:.:Ly, it L, a -=n~est ion of beirq , .. ble t.o def cnri 

'iR. t.JOVAK Do y •u COITu1le.1~ that USO of Amed.c 1.n ai1 

:t1R. O'NEILL: I 1•:m 1 t cornmen<l anythinq. r a,n c pac:f.tst 

b·, nature. I would l i.kc to '3ay th •rf' will be no wars whats~ -

eve·c out certa:i.ni.y :in t:.his particular inbtance i;he:.~~- i :=- 1 ') 

cC'nparison in the clr'.a Lot.;y you ara trying to m~u e. 

The I.:;raelis h2.v<~ i.o other alt0rnative h.:~t t.J :--rot ·.r:t 

thems0hrcc ."tut when ·,ou kn,Jw some'l0-1.·, is l;.~inq ar:!ros::: 'v: 

Lne ~:it', 11iss1.les po .. nied £.t /OUt you haven:., ,:,::Ji•r alt-rna-

t. 0 e but t > qo in and ('.nash them. 
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!·IS. MACKIN: A COHple !llOC.ths ago, Mr. O';leill, you s,1id 

that s,~nator Kenn-- c.y said for you to keep hiir. alive in the 

Pres <lend.al sweei: stakf.S, or whatcve::::- you want to call it, 

What s the latest ,i:ord en that? l :r.e you kcepina him alive 

M.!'1. O'NEILL: Nell, v-,n.y inte:restingly, I talked wlth •:.-"'d 

last week. I sait, "'l'f.:d..- after the caucusc~s that we.re held in 

New ork, after th? c,'l;;icuses were held .in 'fl.!assachusetts, no-

body energed. Do 101.;. want me to put you bacJ.: in the fioht?" 

Hn said, "Ne .>lay. I am not a candidate for Presicfont of 

the vnit.ed States." 

Mfi. MACKIN: Do you believe that? 

Mn. o 'NE I LL= ! do. 

MR. MONROE: te ar.e about out of time. Thank you very 

much, Congressman ) 'Neill, for being with us on MEET THI: Pr'<!"SS. 

1liEX'f. WEEK: Wi.lliam Seidrnar, 1. Assist.ant to the Prcsi,~ent 
fc:):' E(':::>~or-1i:: !Ii. f :.":d. rs 

I 

j 



EXCERPTS FROM REMARKS - Conway, N. H. - Monday, January 5, 1976 

(1) A Republican Congressman has revealed some very 

startling facts. He's chairing a subcommittee. Washington 

generates enough paper work each year to fill 50 major league 

baseball stadiums. Ten years ago the Federal government had 

3,800 different forms. Today there are 6,000, not counting the 

Internal Revenue Service which has another 4,000. The 6,000 

are generated by 3,500 bureaus, agencies and services that main-

tain 8,000 separate record systems. And still, with all that 

record keeping, the Social Security couldn't tell .. could tell a 

man that he was dead and shut off his disability amounts. And, 

when he appeared before them in the flesh--very much alive, they 

still couldn't figure out a way to get his payments restored. 

But he managed by for awhile, because they gave him several hundred 

dollars to pay for his funeral. 

( 2) Some of you here tonight, I know, must have paid into 

the Social Security program month after month, year after year, 

in the belief that you'd have a monthly benefit check as long as 

you lived. Now you're told there is a great imbalance in Social 

Security--that it's been as badly handled as the government has 

handled all its other finances. It's in need of overhaul, but 

there is one thing that must be made unmistakably certain, any 

reform must have as its first priority a guarantee that all who 

were counting on Social Security for their livelihood will con-

and that the benef l.• ts io·~:_-tinue to receive their monthly check , 
'<C "' 

not decline in purchasing power ... will keep pace with infla ~n. 
. -'o 

~__) 
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Reform there must be. There are inequities begging to 

be corrected. Take Federal employees, for instance. As a group, 

they decided a long time ago to stay out of the Social Security 

system, opted instead for their own pension program. And yet, 

some of them retire on those pensions at normal retirement age 

and then they get a job out in the private sector for a relatively 

short time, quit and then draw full Social Security benefits along 

with their Federal pensions. 

And, if you work 35 or 40 years in the private sector, 

retire at age 65, you can't even draw your full Social Secutiry 

benefits unless you earn no more than $2,760. Women are treated 

unfairly under the system. A woman must be married to her husband 

20 years before she gains any right to his Social Secutiry benefits. 

A homemaker bears and raises children but for some reason she and 

her husband are divorced after, say, 18 years. She doesn't get a 

nickel of his benefits when he retires. It's an inequity that 

should be corrected. A great many working women pay into the 

system while they're working but get nothing back. If a woman 

works and then retires, she gets nothing extra if her half of 

her husband's benefits is more than her own would have been 

individually. So, she pays into the program and gets nothing back. 

Or, take the case of two different men reaching the age 

( 2) 

of 65. One was president of the company, made good money and 

invested it. He retires with enough to live on from his investments. 

He also is entitled to his Social Security benefits. The other man, 

say he is a plumber, same age. He'd like to work just for a few 

more years --maybe to pay off the mortgate. But, 

can't earn more than $2,760. There's something wrong with 
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I know that some of you here today paid in for months--

years--into the Social Security program in the belief that it would .. 

you'd have a monthly benefit check as long as you lived. Now, even 

Washington is admitting that there is a great imbalance in Social 

Security, that it's been as badly handled as all their other money 

affairs. It is in need of an overhaul, but there's one thing that 

I think must be made unmistakably clear to everyone. Any reform 

must have as its first priority a guarantee that those who must 

depend on Social Security for their livelihood will ............ . 

(Tape ran out, but remarks appear to be basically the same as those 

made in Conway on 1/5/76) 
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that won't allow people who want to work, and can work, to do so 

after age 65 without giving up the benefits they've paid for. 

The system is also unfair to younger workers. No one 

under 40 in America today stands to get back anywhere near as 

much as he put into the system. First, in any reform ... as I say ... 

we must recognize the rights of our retired citizens to their 

regular Social Security benefits, as well as the rights of today's 

workers who have been paying into the system. We must work to 

correct the inequities that I have described. Any other reform 

proposals should be studied with an open mind and with great care. 

Down the road, it's possible the government might decide 

to make some option available to new workers entering the system, 

and if it does, it must make certain to do so ... doesn't jeopardize 

today's retired people or workers in any way. And then, there is 

one reform that stands out above all others--that is for the Federal 

government to set a schedule for balancing the budget so that we can 

depend--those on Social Security--that their dollars will get as 

much next month as they will buy today or as they had bought in 

months past. 



---------------

Conway, New Hampshire - Monday, January 5, 1976 

QUESTION: Back in 1964, you supported Barry Goldwater and 

William Miller and I believe at that time--as a matter of fact 

I know--that you and Mr. Goldwater both recommended that Social 

Security be voluntary. Therefore, the whole program of Social 

Security, which is going to cost $75 million dollars next year, 

would have been abolished because I don't know anybody below 

the age of--a lot of people below the age of 35--who can't say 

they don't want that program because they can do so much better 

with their own programs. How would you change now--when a great 

portion of your speech was for reform of Social Security rather 

than abolishing it? 

REAGAN: People said that Barry Goldwater wanted voluntary Social 

Security. People said--have said since--that I abrogated the same 

thing--that in a speech that I made on the national network in 

behalf of Barry Goldwater about 10 days or so before the election. 

You will find that the voluntary features that I talked about were 

the same things that I mentioned tonight, including such things 

then as the fact that today you pay in to what we're told is an 

insurance program but you cannot name your own beneficiary. For 

example, I used the example in that speech, that a young man 

raised by an aunt--not his mother--raised by an aunt, paying into 

Social Security, has an accident, dies--his aunt who has raised 

him from childhood cannot inherit his benefits as his mother 

could because she's not his mother even though she served as his 

mother all those years. And I said that, certainly, 

that you could do is let the individual paying in do 
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do with an insurance company and name his own beneficiaries--who 

he wants to receive the money when he is gone. I named a number 

of other areas at that time, but no, at that time Barry Goldwater 

and I, following suit, were trying to warn the people of this 

country that Social Security was based on some false assumptions 

but, unfortunately, we were only warning of something we felt 

might--that we thought was going to· happen. Today, Social Security 

must admit that it is two and a quarter trillion dollars out of 

balance by actuarial standards. Now, the time is at hand to reform 

and make sure that some generation of Americans is not going to 

find the cupboard is bare when they want that money. But to do it, 

I will tell you now, you cannot put this program in balance with-

out all of.us participating. Maybe some place down the road--some 

day there might come a time where you could introduce some other 

features into it, but right now all of the plans that I know that 

are being talked about by economists are based on plans in which 

the compulsory features of participation would remain. 



Plymouth, New Hampshire - Wednesday, January 7, 1976 

QUESTION: Governor Reagan, recently I read an article in the 

newspaper where there was $255 million diverted from the Social 

Security Fund, which is almost broke, and it was sent abroad as 

foreign aid where there were 9 Cadillacs bought for some shieks 

and ... over in Iran or somewhere. What would you propose could 

be done to eliminate the waste of the old people's Social Security 

money? 

REAGAN: Well, I think there is a complete reform needed in Social 

Security. I don't know about that particular incident, but I do 

know that Social Security is now two and a trillion quarter 

dollars out of balance on an actuarial basis and it must be 

reformed. But what I have insisted on is that any reform must be 

started with the first priority and that is the guaranteed pro-

tection of the payments to those now receiving them and those 

who are counting on them for their retirement years. But then, 

it must be put on a sound basis. 

The Social Security Fund--Trust Fund--is supposed to 

be a fund to pay for a year or two of Social Security if there 

should be a calamity such as 1929 in which there wouldn't be 

the incoming money to pay the benefits. The truth of the matter 

is, that Trust Fund is down to about 9 months, but worse, the 

Trust fund is not in cash. The government has replaced the Trust 

Fund with bonds. Now, if you hold a government bond, it is an 

IOU from the government, but how in the devil can the 

give itself an IO Me? And that is what they have done 
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Social Security Trust Fund and it has to be reorganized. 

The projections of Social Security were based on a belief 

that the number of workers would increase faster than the number of 

retirees. That has been reversed. The number of retirees is 

increasing faster than the number of workers and today three workers, 

with their pay roll tax, are supporting one recipient of Social 

Security. That is why there has got to be a fundamental reorganiza-

tion of the program, but always with the guarantee that they are not 

going to doublecorss someone that they have promised they are going 

to help. 




