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CANDIDATES ON THE ISSUES: REAGAN 

By Godfrey Sperling Jr. 
Staff correspondent of 

The Christian Science Monitor 
Oklahoma City 

Ronald Reagan, asserting that "this ~untry 15 hungry for 
a spiritual revival." says that as president he would ''take 
advantage of every opportunity to stress moral values." 

However"' aoked about the possibility that Democrat 
.nmmy Carter might be making prayer an issue, Mr. Rea-
gan said, "I myself don't think we ought to make God an 
endorser in this campaign." He himself placed "great re-
liance" on prayer, he said. 

Mr. Reagan gave these views during a lengthy interview • 
with the Monitor aboard his plane recently, en route from 
Detroif to Oklahoma City. The interview was part of a 
·Monitor effort to probe ·the specific campaign '76 stands on 
the issues oi t.he three· main co~tenders: Mr. Reagan, Pres-
ident Ford; and Mr. Carter. 

Analyses of Mr. Ford's and Mr. Carter's stands will ap-
pear on these pages soon. 

The interview came during a night flight on a small cam-
paign jet, after a long day which had included a luncheon 
speech and several local TV interviews. Mr. Reagan spoke 
freely after a quick chicken dinner, never groping for an-
swers. He was friendly, but maintained a degree of re-
serve. lii1xupt.-for the deep lines on his face, he has the look 
of a much younger man. ., 

Among Mr. Reagan's points: 
• He opposes national health insurance and calls "gov-

ernment medicine spending more expensive" and "less ef• 
ficient" than private medical practice. 

• He would add 5 to 15 years to the sentence of anyone 
with a gun in his possession while committing a crime, and 
make the sentence mandatory, without probation. 

• He · would "turn the industry loose" to produce the 
energy the country needs, and strike a balance between 
Jllan and bis environment which would recognize that 
"people are ecology, too." 

• On foreign policy, he would oppose concessions to Mos-
cow without proper concessions in return, keep up U.S. ties 
with Taiwan while using China as a "deterrent" against the 
Soviet Union, seek to replace Soviet · with American in-
fluence in Arab states, refuse to deal with Cuba's Fidel 
Castro, and refuse to "negotiate away" the Panama. Canal. 

The interview follows: - - - -------
Are you disturbed by the moral climate In the United· 

States? . 
.(jb·yes, I tbi.nk almost everyone is. I think what we have 

• seen• is an era of permissiveness. But I also think we have 
seen a kind of humanist philosophy that bas been impressed 
particularly upon our children, a questioning· of all moral 
values. all the traditional values. 

Would you or could you d& anything to improve this cli-
mate? 

The office of the presidency does have a moral suasion. I 
believe that by setting a tone at that position, by doing 
whatever you can to counter this humanist philosophy and 
to reawaken an interest in traditional values upon which 

. this country was founded - yes, I think a president can do 
something. 

Do you do this by, perhaps, t'llrning the presidency into 
what Teddy Roosevelt once called a "bully pulpit"? 

I think you take advantage of_ every opportunity to stress 
those moral values. I think this country is hungry for a spir-
itual revival. 

Jimmy Carter Is bringing religion, certainly the ·subject 
of prayer, into this election. Do vou think it belongs there? 
- Well, it has always been difficult ior me to -volunteer this. 
I have never hesitated to answer questions about my own 
faith, my own belief, my own relianc_e on prayer. -.. 

Is there a possibility that the candidates could be running ; 
'against each other on which Is more prayerful? • '.· <· 

I don't think there should be such a contest_ . . . I mysell 
don't think that we ought ta make God an endorser in this 
campaign . . . : It would be difficult for me to simply volun-
teer what my faith is. I have never hesitated to answer 
when asked, and, frankly, I place a great reliance on 
prayer. 

Where do you stand on national health Insurance? 
I think any comparison of our pluralistic system in Amer~ 

ica • compared to those countries such as England, Sweden. 
that have put in national health insurance reveals that gov-
ernment medicine is more expensive, government.medicine. 
is less efficient, and we have, I believe, the finest health 
care to be found any place in the world and we should think 
t_wice before we throw that system away. 

How would you handle inflation? Unemployment? 
Inflation and jobs go hand in hand. I believe that our • 

problem has been (that] for too many years we treated tb_e -·-· -· - . .. .. . . . .... ;_ •'-- ---·-----· ~.,: ..• 
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- i;ymptoms anu not tne wsease. 1t l!i Wt! ~uvt!nuut!m ut!u1:u tested by time: And_ it begins ~th every: individual watch--
spending which ~auses inflation, which in turn causes the • 1 ing his own particular efforts. It isn't any good for the fel-
recurrent recessions and the unemployment. _ . . · i - low to sneer at politicians if at the same time he is running·. 

What would yoa do to reduce big government? • • a fast deal in his own existence. -
My own belief has been that there are several major , • -o _ -

areas, major programs, that the federal government is ·at- : The Issue of abortion? 
tempting· to run, which it was never intended to rim and ; t believe that interrupting a pregnancy is the taking of a 
was never constructed to run. And those programs, plus the human life and that can only be done in self-defense. 

r 
resollI'.ces to finance theJ11, should be turned back to states • Energy? Environment? How would you handle them? 
and, as far as possible, to local governments for authority l I think we have two groups of [environmental] ex-
an~ administration. • . • • • tremists. There are, of course, those people. on the one side 

The spending crisis In the big cities? who would pave the country over in the name of prog1\ss. 
Much of that has been forced on the big cities by the fed- : There is an extremist group on the other extreme that 

era! government with programs, social reforms,- all on a · wouldn't let you build a house unless it looked like a bird's 
sharing basis. To get the federal funds the·cities need to go . nest. _Now I_ think there has to be common sense in between 
along with the programs. they vasUy ~~-l!$~_their stafk that _recogruzes the people are ecology, too. 
ing, the size of ijleir city governments, even far more than.,·. _ W.1th -~~g~-~ -~nerg~ we ha•,e deteriorated ii! our abil-
the federal government because now the federal govern- ' ity to provide energy sources for ourselves in the three 
ment is transfering the employing of extra help to the local years since the Arab embargo. Today we are producing 
levels and at the same time, using this as justification, the less than we were three years ago, and we 're importing 
federal government has preempted the bulk. of the trucing more than half of our consumption. I think it is time for us 
sources in the country. I believe with turning back these to turn the industry loose and I would suggest we begin by 
programs I mentioned to the · state .and local government closing out June 30, when its original term is up, the Fed-
the federal .government s!lould turn back resources fo pay era! Energy Agency, and that we should repeal the energy • 
for them. And I think this could solve the city i?roblem. legislation that was signed into law last December,.and turn 

the industry loose in the free market system to produce the 
How aboat fighting crime? 
That. basically, of course, is at the state and local level. 

The bulk of our criminal law is state law and law enforce-
ment is for the most part at the local level. The federal 

--government, in appointing of judges, and wherever it can 
be of assistance it should. but here I believe the main an-
swer lies at the state and local level. 

A re!ated question - bow about gun control? 
The administration bill at present is another one of those 

attempts which I believe would only result in making it dif-
ficult if not impossible for the law-abiding to get a gun but 
it wouldn't do anything to keep the criminal from getting 
or.e. I believe what we did in California makes more sense. 
We have pass~ a Jaw that says if a criminal had a gun in 

pvssession ~!le~ be ~mmitt~ _a_ crj!!!~. 5 -~o_ 15 __ 
years to his prison sentence. The second law says no judge 
can turn a gun-carrying criminal, if he is convicted, back 
on the street on probation. He has to serve a mandatory 
prison sentence. 

In this post-Watergate climate, what would you do to ~m-
prllve the etbJcs of government? • 

Will Rogers once said that those in public office arP. no 
better and no worse than those who send them there. • 
Maybe what we're talking about goes back to the original 
question. Maybe if there has been an ethical decline in pub-
lic life or in public office, it is a reflection of, again, this 
eroding moral standard maybe in all of our society. But it 
is a reflection. 

What to do, I think, is again - it's an overall thing, I 
think it begins in the family. I think certainly it.begins in 
our schools. I think in ' some of our higher educational in-
stitutions where they espouse the situational ethic whereby 
the ethic fits the situation. - all of this has to be changed. 
We have to recognize that the moral standards that have 
grown up down through 6,000 years of civilization should not 
be cast aside simply because they are old. They have been 

energy we need. ' 
The FBI and the CIA: Have the recent congressional 

probes been a good thing? 
They've been overdone. I was on the presidential com-

mission on the CIA. We found there had been some mis• 
deeds. We found they were scattered over 2~ years, and we 
found almost without exception that every one of them had 
been corrected internally by the CIA before there had ever 
been an investigation. But I think the congressional com-
mittee investigations have painted a distorted picture. They 
have shaken the confidence of the people in two organiza-
tions that have served this country very well, and they have 
reduced our ability at law enforcement and at counterin-
telligence. 

On farm policy, where do yoo stand on the encour-
agement of trade. abroad., and the question of subsidies? 

The government was wrong last year after it had urged 
the farmers to plant, to harvest, and to sell in the open 
market, to change the rules in the middle of the game. 
Slapping an embargo on the grain sales and wtien they fi. 
nally lifted it the farmers had lost $2.5 billion in sales and 
the price had been reduced. I think that- with the farm 
economy we have, which is the greatest in the world and 
which probably has improved its productivity more than 
any industry we know - I think they should be freed on the 
open market to produce and to sell on the open market in a 
hungry world to the best that they could do. 

Should subsidies gradually be reduced? 
I trust~ the marketplace, but I re_~o-~niz_: that you can 't 

suddenly pull the rug from under industries that for 40 
years -have been geared to certain government supports 
and so forth. Believing in the marketplace, I would like to 
see wherever possible. and with cooperation · with the agri-
cultural industry itself, a gradual elimination of these and a 
gradual turning to the free marketplace. 
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Where do yoa ·stand on defense spendiDg? •••• • -·· "'··-, . 
Defense spending is something I don't . believe is very ' 

much subject to argument or opinion. I think you have to '. 
spend.. That is -dictated by necessity. You have to spend • 
what is necessary to ensure that no other nation acquires , 
the strength to c~enge you and violate the peace. 
. What Is your · attitude on how the • U.S. should deal with ' 
the So,iet Union? 

Detente, which started out worthily and with a good pur- • 
pose, has become a one-way street. I think the Soviet Union 
has become more truculent, more aggressive in the world. 
And we have been responding with preemptive concessions 
without getting anything in return. I think it is time for us 
to rebuild our strength and at the same time make detent.e 
if it is to exist a two-way street by telling the Russians that 
is the only way we will observe it. 

Relations '111th China? 
China is a deterrent. OUr relationship with mainland 

China has been a deterrent and a help, not only to them be-
cause of their sharing of the border with the Soviet Union 
and the fear tbit exists between the two countries of each • 
other, but I think that it serves our purpose. I don't believe, 
however, that in pursuing that relationship we should be 
persuaded to drop any of our longtime friends or allies like l 
Taiwan. I think we should say to the mainland Chinese that . 
they accept us and our friendship with the knowledge and · 
understanding that we will not. in return for that, throw·· 
any allies aside or break any of our commitments to our al· 
lies. 

Should the U.S. keep· Its troops there? 
Well, if there is a need and a d~. I wouldn't remove 

them if in any way it was an indication to the Republic of 
China that we were any less determined to maintain our 
relationship with them and the terms of our mutual agree-
mentli. 

How about ou.r relationships toward Cuba? 
I Mr. Castro has a long way to go before we go 

• . . .. • •• • •• ·- - -- - - - ..1~--•~.a--J-.t-•,. • • 

t>acit to tnat poncy wru.cn was stanea uy = aumuustration 
last May of warming up and leading to a recognition of 
Cuba. Here is a man who has been exporting revolution. 
He's made no move whatsoever to ever reinstitute payment 
for properties he seized not only from our people but from 
his own people- - no civil liberties for his people. I would 
think _if he does some of those things, that he extends a 
hand and wants agreement with us, then I would predicate 
it on Cuba not being a base for Soviet military power and 
So\iet submartnes, etc. 

Now Panama. 
The only reason that has been given so far by the admin-

istratio~:for the almost secret negotiations they've been 
conducting for two years to give that canal away and then 
present the Antrican people with a fait accompli is that we 
have been threatened with violence bv the dictator of Pan-
ama. I think for the United States to· set such a .precedent 

. to tear up a treaty that has been in existence for almost 
three quarters of a century, a treaty which they have ob-
served to their benefit and ours, in which we guarantee 
their independence in perpetuity, which guarantees that iS' 
sovereign United States territory - I do not believe that we 
should be negotiating that away, and certainly not under 
the conditions of a threat of violence. 

Bringing about peace ln the Mideast? 
Well, . I think that whatever you may think about him, 

that Richard Nixon had a policy that was designed to have 
a practical result and this was, when he began, to replace 
the Soviet influence with the Arab -states with an American. 
influ~ce. And I think it proved with. Egypt's response that 
some ··of the Arab states would rather have us as an ally . 
and friend than the Soviet Union. This enabled us for the 
first time to persuade the Israelis and the Arabs to sit at a 
table tog~ther to start to work out their problems. This is 
. the policy that I think should be reinstituted. I sav reinsti~ 
tuted because while we may seem to be trying to carry that 
on we've lost the confidence of both Israel and the Arab na-
tions. They no longer feel confident that they can trust us. 

Christian Science Monitor, 6/3/76 
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. ,' billion, that we increased the grants and that we reduced ·' 

G . • . . , the rolls by more t~a'.1300,000 _people." Cali£ornia Ove,rnorsh1p· In answer to _a similar question m Sacramento Wednes- Suppl em t 
{iay.;,Reagan said the welfare rolls had been mounting by • - en Over 

. 40,000 a month i.n the first years of his administration. 
Presidential Drive Facing Questions The Way statement continued thaf the· California Em-

• . . • ployment Development Department, in a recent report, Regard mg Claims Made Elsewhere said th_at Reagan's Community \.Vork Experience Program 
·- had "failed to achieve any of its objectives." 

BY K&'"ffi'ETH REICH Way pointed out that Reagan had declared-in nation-
ally and regionaily televised speeches-that the work ex-. 

. Tlmu Polllic
111 

Writer perience program "is an answer to much of the welfare. r1 
SACR.AME.'ITO~As Ronald Reagan's campaign party problem in the · nation" and said the _program had "ou~ .,,,,,-.. .,,,,,. 

arrived in Fresno this week, reporters were handed a • able-bodied welfare recipients to work at useful commum-
p~ release from the President Ford Committee in ty projects in return for the welfare grants.'~ 
which state Sen. Howard Way (R-Exeter) assailed Rea- , But, he noted, the employment department found that {<µ 
gan for allegedly misrepresenting his record as governor , during 1974, the program's peak year, only 2.6% of the 
on welfare reform. - 182,735 available welfare recipients were provided with 

Way said that the claims Reagan has made, while cam- job assignments and that during that year, in all, there 
J)aigning for President, that he reduced California's wel- were 2.75 million welfare recipients in the state. • . 
fare rolls and saved taxpayers $1 billion were "totally The department's report, Way continued, said the pro-
misleading" and that his proud comments about a Com- gram had achieved none oi its objectives. He noted that 
munity Work Experience Program he instituted were not the Legislature voted to abolish it in 1974, but the gover-
<>nly unmerited but that the program had been officially nor vetoed the bill, and that finally the program expired. 
rated "an abject failure." ' Asked in Visalia about the adverse report, Reagan re-

When Reagan arrived at Visalia, his next stop, and was plied: . . \ 1 .r, D. . 
asked a~ut Wav's charges, he had a far different inter- "I saw that report, sent to me by the present adminis- ~· (,,.\ 
pretation oi what the pertinent facts were and what they trator. I wrote back and told him that I had had a study ,, \ 
meant. But he did concede that taking his eight years as and had studied it myself and it was a pretty good exam- ..,.1 
governor overall, the welfare rolls did go up. ple of bureaucracy malting things come out the way they °" ·: 

Traveling on to Sacramento Wedne..qfay, Reagan en- wanted them to ... It was a report designed to justify »'J .,,/ 
countered hard questioning on his record as governor- the action that they took in dropping the program.'' _.,-
and whether he has been representing it accurately- . . • • • . 
from a group of television interviewers. Reagan said that the Work E.xperience Program was 

• • . only "part of a number of programs" he adopted to ease 
Reagan answered gani~Iy but he was on the defensive th~ w_e~are load and "put people back into pnvate enter-' 

!or mu~h of the 30-min~te interview. • . . that at the other end of the line, as you 
. The issue ~f Reag~s re_cord_ as governor is sho"'.I"g might say, the stick at the end of the line, that if they 

signs of catching on JUSt a little i~ t~e prnn3:IY campaign, didn't accept these opportunities up here they were com-
but the Ford people h~ve not cap1taµzed on 1t as much , pelled to go into this program and work in return for just. 
~me of the PreS1dent s . own campaigne~ wanted. And it •• their welfare grant, and it was then that the upturn came . 

probabl~ too !_ate f?r 1t _to have much e.fect O? the vote and in the last year even with the recession on, with tui-
m-~esday s Califorrua pnmary. . . . employment increasing, ,in 1973 and '74 it was then that 

Nonetheless, both the Ford campaign and mternew~rs we put 75 000 of those people into private enterprise jobs.• 
are . .beginning to examine what Reagan has been saymg • ln Sa~ento Wednesday Reagan was asked what he 
in his out-of-state campai~ about his accomplis~ents as had done as governor that he' thought would last. 

• governor as ,compared with what those accomplishments I He named welfare reforms .and property ta.x relief, the 
• were. . , . . . 1 last of which was provided by increasing the state sales tax . 
. '11:e Way epISode an_d Wed~esdays teleV1S1on question-

1 
ln his out--0!-state campaigning, Reagan has frequently 

mg m Sacramento are illustrative. • • . -- . been talking about $5 7 billion in ta.x rebates he claims to 
"D~ng the eight years ,ff Reagan's governors~p,'' said ha,·e provided the ~pie of California, without, however, 

Way m the press release, Welfare rolls _f~r families near- mentioning in most ~hes the three ta.'I: increases that 
ly.·~oubled, from 729,3? to 1,384,000_ rec1p1ents. Inste~d_of k d his tenns in office. 
Eavmg taxpayers $1 billion as he claims, Reagan's policies Jl'.ar e 
coot them an additional $lOO million." Asked at the television station whether in fact Gov. 

Accordingly, he said, Reagan's claims of reducing the Brown had not done a better job of "cutting, trimming 
·w-elfare rolls by 400,000 were "totally misleading." · 

Asked about it in Visalia, Reaganu made this response: • . and squeezing" government than he had, Reagan replied, 
"The senator is distorting the figures and the senator "Not really. · · • 

knows better. "He's better at talking about it," the former governor 
said. . •. 

!fold that Brown had pared the state work force, which 
"Yes, if you take th~ entire eight years, there's no ques- had increased during Reagan's administration, Reagan 

tion (the rolls increased). The first four years we were said that, under him, the state's population had been 
:here (in the governor's office) we did everything we co~d • growing far more rapidly and that some increases were 
to try and get a handle on welfare and _we '!',ere ?ound m necec,..sary. . . • . 
by the program as 1t was, _and everything we tned to do - Questioned about the scrapping of some of his welfare 
we were told reasons why 1t couldn't be done. . . refor:ns under the Brown administration, Reagan blamed 

"Finally, after attempt after attempt had ~ailed, this "the bureaucracy" for "going back to the old ways. 
was when we had our task force to try ~nd ormg us a "Government is not riding herd the way we were," he 
plan. By this time, the caseload was increaS1ng 30,000 peo- said ruefully. . . 
pie a mont~. ' - -

. • . . -.&..!.a. ..... ..J ... , .• 

L.A. Times 
6/3/76. 
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BC-Reagan Roundtable, Adv 06 - 5 Takes, 
$ADV 06 ; 
lor Release Sun,~June 6 
By WAL'.1.':E:R R • ME~S 
and 
DOUG WILLIS 
Associated Press Writers 

LOS .ANGELES .AY. - Ronald Reagan contends tba t U .s • de fens es have 
sli'pped to a point at which tbe Soviet Union can be 6 'more truculent 
and aggressive,, wi.tb conventional arms and might eu~~ive .American 
retaliation in a nuclear war. • 

In an interview with Tbe Associated Press, the Republican 
presidential challenger said the u.s. defense budget should be 
whatever it takes to maintain national security, but said be could not 
ae t a figure • 
Reagan said be bad confidence in the budget favored by former 

Secretary of Defense James R. Schlesinger, who advocat ed about $104 
billj.on in defense spending this year. That is about $3 bill:1.on over 
President Ford's budget. 

Reagan also said be st111 wants to shift J)rograms tbat represent 
about a quarter of the $396-billion federa.L budget to state and local 
g>vernments, along witb tax sources to finance tbem. But be said be 
bad no estimate of how much tbe net tax saving would be. . 
He said there is concern j_n Congress tbat tbe administration • •might 

"by some kind of executive order,, make U .s • concessions in Panama 
wl tbout congressional approval. • • '' 
Reagan bas said that as President , be would not permit negotiations 

w1 th Pana.ma predicated on a y1eld.1ng of U .s • sovereignty over tbe 
renal and its zone. He has avoided saying that be would simply break 
off negotiations. 
Insisting that the United States should not give up control of tbe 

Canal Zone, Reagan said only in ''the era of science fiction,, can be 
envision a time when tbe Panama Canal will not be vital to UoSo 
interests. ,~ 
Here is a partial transcript of the interview, conducted aboard 

Reaganjs chartered jet as be campaigned for Tuesday,s California 
presidential nrimary: 
Q. Gov. Reagan, you say tbe United States has slipped to second 

place in military strength. Does tbis mean in your view that the 
Soviet Union could now defeat the u.s, in a full scale war, 
A: I don,t believe ••• tbat the Soviet Union would have tbe margin 

c:t. superiority to attack• But I think the great danger is that the 
Sov·iet Union is in the uosition of being more truculent and aggressive 
wltb the use of conventional armsi knowing tbat there is virtually no 
my we can pre·vent this;,. such as n Angola• All we could do was talk. 
Q: You mean tbat you tnink this creates a new danger of brush-fire 
t:vPe wars, • • • 
A: Tbat,s right ·up to and including I tbink what the commander of 

NATO warned about, Alexander Haig, tb!t tbe imbalance there was so 
great tbat we were on tbe edge of disaster. Now suppose the move 
should come by tbe Soviet Union in western Europe and tbe NATO 
alliance can,t stop tbem ••• Tbe only recourse left to us would be 
the one thing that none of us wants at all tbe nuclear button. Tbe 
day we pusb tbe nuclear·button we know tba! we do not bave the nuclear 
ruperiority we once had, we don,t even have parity. 
MORE 
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BC-Reagan Roundtable, Adv 05 - 1st add, 470 
~.AJJV 05 • 
~or Release Sun June 5 
LOS ANGELES: tbat parity. 

Q: But you do believe that we still bave second strike capability, 
A: Not really. we,ve ignored some very significant factors, one of 

tbem being their civil defense plan. There are estimates o •• that 
they could take a second strilrn and suffer probably fewer casual ti.es 
than the?~ did in World War II. Russia.n casualties during World War II 
were estJ.II1ated at 20 rn1111on • 

Q: So what does this add up to? Does tbis mean that you,re concerned 
about being in a massive retaliation position, or about tbe United 
States being unable to retaliate, 

A; I am concerned tbat we must have a defensive posture so strong 
that they can,t be tempted into doing tb1s. Now this does not mean, 
• • • that I would have us bave tank for tank and gun for ~un and man 
for man. Not at all. Our abili ty bas lain in technology ann in 
qualitative superiority. We have weapons systems which have not been 
developed, for examnle the cruise miss1l e, probably the most promising 
••• a weapons system in which we,re years ahead of them in 

development. Tbis would alter their whole plan if suddenly we were on 
tbe scene wi tb a new weapons system. • • 
Q: The administration,s defense budget this year is 14 per cent 

higher tban last year~ about $101 billion. The projections in Ford,s 
ruuget wou.ld have it 0 0 up by a·bout $10 billion a year over tbe next 
four years. How mucb more do you think should be srent, 
A: Well, in defense spending I bel1eve·tbat you are guided by 

1 necessity. It isn,t a matter of opinion, of choosing to bave this 
priority or tbat priorityo You have to spend what is necess ary to 
ma:tnte.in national security. 
Q: Can you say wbat 1s necessary in your view~ 

• A: . No al tbougb I do believ-e ·tbat I would have confidence in Dr. 
-~ .. __ Sch:lesin;ger 'S . figur.es whep be was tbere. Now I fve never challenged 
... '. :' . ·:b:~d~~ ~· fg~~- a~~::ab;~~·--·:f1ri·~:emroe~-t!~. fBttm~t~. ~-e,:n·~t;'~es .··.-•• • 

bjs faifh and confidence in bis long tfme buddies in the Congress and 
they turn him down. And I have said that leadership today , I believe, 
calls for going to the American people and telling them tne trutb. 
Q, • • • You,ve made tbat point reneatedly ••• Ford says that he's 

1:een sustained in 42 vetoes tbat have saved $13 billion. What could 
you do differently, 
A: Well, let,s take that picture of defense. Here 1s bis own 

secretari of defense caught between not wanting to reduce the 
politica~ chances of the President but at tbe same time trying to 
persuade tbe Congress ••• that we need more defense strength. And so 
he can,t say~ be won,t say we,re No. 2i but he won,t say we,re No. 1. 
Mr. Fora. at 1ibe same time ••• 1s say ng to the American people 
we,re the most powerful nation on earth. You can,t have it both ways 
••• What 1s wrong with tbe President of tbe United States saying to 
the people of the United States here is the danger and it is your 
danger, not just mine ••• 
More 
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Q: Ford bas called Congress irresponsible ••• and has been very 
critical·of tbe Congress for overspending • • • . 
A: Well, he,s vetoed some spending bills and I 0tbink tbis·is 

understandable. Good Lord, be,s boasting about $13 billion I vetoed 
$16 billion worth at a state level. State Finance Directol Roy Bell 
says Reagan vetoed nearly $2.3 billion in snending bills dur ing his 
eight years as California governor. • •• Probably the greatest 
trium~b we bad were the welfare reforms in California. Now the 
opposition was so great there that when I asked tbe legislature as 
governor for permission to come before a joint session and present the 
:i;roposal for reform, tbey refused ••• S'o I went up and down tbe 
state presenting tbem to tbe people. And tbe result was tbat in about 
trio months the leadersb1~ of tbe Democratic legislature came in to 
see me and their expresslon was 'Stop those cards and let ters. , 
Q: ls tbis what y1ou would do from tbe White House, 
A: Yes, and I tb nk it,s long overdue. 

- Q: You !Ve ,said tbat any President. would have to _say that be ,d go to . . 
·.:r•~·'\: '._ war '-'.if• ·-neceesar.y. :·:to·· d.e_fe:n·d:::::tbe:'· :.Ifarrama. ,-. CaR&F,.::)Nh-a t :1:abot1t·.$-1.tue.-t1oti~ . ·:-··~-:'-/·,;,· • .-:; 

short of loss of the canal, a situation 1n·wbicb we would still have • 
.. we . . of .. t.be canal- •.• . •. but·-,l?E!,nama. woulo. contr.ol it •. Wh ere d:o--,you draw.- • ..... 
. tbe line,. . . .. . . . . ,· ... . . · . . .. 
• • A: Well ·r think t·he safest line, -he·re i's one of tbe· four great 

waterwe.ys of tbe world, strategic waterways . And in a time of f 
emergency or war 1 an enemy tbat could close those four waterways could 
shut down the inQustry of the United States ••• Now one of the , 
reasons for our having sovereignty in tbe canal zone is because we 
realized that tbis great and important waterway was being built across 
a tinl country which could not possibly be expected to preserve or 
defenu. tbe canal • o •• The thing is that sovereignty tben gives us 
tbis power and ability~ tbere is a deterrent factor against someone 
trying to take it if iv belongs to the Uni ted States. 
Q: Tben in your view tbe zone and the canal are inseparable issues, 

Tbe aclministra tion position is that we negotiate on the zone and then 
somewhere down the road consider •• e the canal. 
A: But you bave a treaty now, what tbey,re talking about is a treaty 

v.bich would call for a period in wbicb you,d turn over tbe canal. How 
do you negotiate sucb a treaty when you don,t even know what kind of 
government there will be in Panama, We~re negotiating witb a fellow 
tbat took over by military force and threw out tbe elected governmen t 
of the country. 
Q: Is there a point foreseeable at which we won,t need the canal, 
A: Well, now we get into the era of science fiction. No one can ever 

say tbat something 1s impossible • o • Suppose down the road 
someplace surface travel of ships literally became minute or 
non-existent because of some new development ••• out of our space 
travel, something developed in rocket trave l ••• Then, of course, a 
renal wouldn,t be necessary. 
MORE 
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Q: You want a b.alanced federal budget, but you also. want an increase 

:ln defense spending and you,ve advocated several tax cuts ••• How 
can ?OU balance the bu~get and at tbe same time increase defense 
spenuing and cut taxes, 

A; How did we save $2 billion on welfare and increase the-welfare 
grants by 43 per cent in California, And we saved tbe taxpayers $2 
billion • • • 

Welfare grants were increased and the caseload declined under 
Reagan reforms. The claim of a $2-billion saving is based on an 
estimate of wbat welfar~ would have cost Cal:1.fornians in .st_a.te

1 federal and local t~xes without tbe reforms, according to a Reaaan 
aide• State welfare spending went from $450 million to $ 968 million 
a-inually during the Reagan administration 1 and federal matcb:lng funds 

. :mcreased about as much. Exact com:paris op~ are impossible because of . . 
_ a shift of programs for tbe _aged, blind and disabled _f.rom federal to • _· _ • 

:"·· ,, >-- -:' ~te.t·e _ _. :j:µi:.:1-~!J.·1:c.;t-;t-o_n· .,.·!:· .. \-~.::•-:;·\ -·,::-·;• .. _, , '··\· , :·,:_. .. -;;__;,;,.< -!<:· .. ·.-~_, .. _,, ·.- _:.,,:;:,> .-.:-: -, :::.-.~-- :~>:: .. :_;;.,)_:<.·, _ _.·, :f ,.,: .~.,.,; . .,__ ·,;·<.\.·:;. 
• -· ···congressman· Phil Cran·e R-111. • has· written s: ·b·ooklet on ·saving ·$56 • _. ' •• • 

... pi11_1on. 1u .fede3;•a]. . sp~_n.d+ng _?,_nd.. yet _ c1d.~:lqg _a. 9ou:_ple_ o~ bi_llj.oo . . ___ . -~ 
a.ollars f or re_searcb and de-ve lo"PIDen t for the :i:'en ta.gen •• • • ·Now I ,m • • ·-· 
not going to say ·tbat -r- agree' vdtb eve:ry ·point· ·• ·,; But he als·o • 
includes, and I would too, the Pentagon itself as an area of savings. 
You bave to assume that tne same kind of bureaucratic fat exists in 
tbe Pentagon as in any otber government agency ••• 
Q: The transfer :program, to·whicb you still refer without tbe ' 

111-fated $90 billion figure bow big a share of tbe federal budget do 
~u now envision transferring back to the states, You,ve mentioned 
welfare and other pr ogre.ms·tbat you want to sw1t cb. 
A; Well~ what I bad to doe the $90 billion figure, which I think got 

distorteu1 was an illustration of the size of those half-dozen 
programs ~o the federal government • • • • 

Q: Welli tba t was about a quarter of the budget, a 11 ttle less. Is 
fuat sti 1 tbe range of transfer that you have in mind~ 
A: Yes. Bu t I also •• made it plain that this would not be a net 

saving because obviously if you,re going to continue those programs 
some of that spending is going to be there. What I pointed out was 
tbat with tbat much in just tbat transfer alone 1 tbat first youtd lose 
~e portion of that •••• Wasbington adm1n1stra~1ve overhead it 

would be gone. Second, I believe from our own experience with welfare 
tbat t.bere is then an additional slice becauae tbey would. be run more 
efficiently and effectively at tbe state and local level than they,r e 
l:eing run in what is bad administration ••• 
Q: Can you quantify that o ... How much a.o you think tba t you can 

save if you are able to transfer about a quarter of the federal budget 
'tack to tbe states, • 
A: That I couldn,t quantify because I don,t know at tbe moment 9 I 

woulcl not have available to me the figures on wba t is the 
administrative overhead, what share of HEW would become unnecessary. 
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Q: You,ve also said you think there are a number of federal programs 

fuat should be canceled outright. Could·you give me some examplesi 
A: Of course there,s Phil Crane,a book, but as I say~ I can,t go by 
that completely but I think when you look at it, yes, we ,re in an 
emergency s1tuai1on witb our country now going into debt at a rate of 
about $100 billion a year ••• You have to treat this as an 
emergency situation just as a family whose breadwinner suddenly has 
red a big cut in income and the family,s got to say what can we do 
without. Now maybe some of tbe things you do without are not foolish 
or useless but mafbe some of them you have to say, well, tbeytre a low 
::rriority, tbey,re not as important as food on the t able ••• 
For example I think you,d have to look at the arts program ••• 

Now tbis wouidn,t be a big saving, it isn,t a big pr ogram, but here ts 
m example. • 
Q: The program for the arts, I believe, is about $1$0 million ••• 
A: Yes. 
Q: That doesn,t get you very far toward dealing with a $70 billion 

deficit. • 
A: No, as I said, this is one of tbe smaller ones ••• 
Q: Are there any big ones? 
A: Sure. I think th ere are. I think a lot of tbat bi~ chunk would 
come in this transfer back to local gov ernment ••• took a t 74 000 

:f regulators now~ federal regulators , enforcing fed eral regula tiols. It 
is estimated toat the administrative expense of those alone o •• is 
$¢ billion • • • . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . .. ... . . . 

Pres ideri~ Ford ba~ pr o:pos ed t'o Congress an eas 1ng of· federal. . .. . • . 
•• regulations o:f industry and bus'fn·ess·· ·over ·· tbe next f our · ye·ars·./ wi tn· • .. • • 
.-, speqi,f.i.c s t e:ps ye.~ to .. P~,, 01.:1::t.+ 1.;~~·4 .. ,. F9!d sa~d ... the;re. ar.~ .so J~ge.ll.P.-+es _.a~~-- .. '· . : . . 
·; :•·:-:about· ,.100,•-ooo:.·fede•1te.J:.: em:Pl"Oye:s • .. 1.n-v·o1v·ea/ ·:tn• r ·egu1·at-<:;ry•·,programa .-:. T:be·.>· ·-'·'· ···:< ·.•, .•••• 

current adminis tration budget for the 24 major regulatory agen cies is $3 .s billion o • .. • • • • • · • • • • • • 

Q: Wbo are tbe regulators that you would eliminate, 
A. The regulation that we have· to have is where government protects 

w from each otber .. For example we bave anti-monopoly laws .••• 
Qt·What about food stampsi Is lbat sometbin~ you think we can • 

eliminate, 
A: Tbis is something tbat should be transferred. R1gbt now 1t,s run 

at the state level or administered at tbe state level but totally 
under the authority of tbe federal government. · 
Q: And these transfers would be with earmarking of a portion of tbe 

federal income tax to tbe states and localities? 
A: Whether that or wbether·other taxes •• Wbetber 1t,s a 

particular tax, a whole tax, certainly I do not mean to dump it on the 
states. • 
End ADV Sun June o, Sent June 2 
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