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Speech to the Comstock Club AT

v
&
Sacramento, California ja >
‘August 3, 1965 < =
Need newspaper account. 'fL“.,/'

“Tax forgiveness for the elderly would
unfairly burden other homeowners.

Isn't it possible that we could assess but
not collect the taxes until such time as the
heme is no longer needed and then collect
the accumulated tax from the sale of the

estate. Sr. Citizen Sentinal, Feb., 1966
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By BERT CLINKSTON,

Ronald Reagan told an ovornow crowd of the Com-

Pelitical Ediiee, The Usion

stock Club Monday night there's no reasen why wctors

should not aspire to be go

practice knocks at blg govern-

meant, did not say he is a candi
date but left little doubt tha
he very well may be.

vernors. Redgan, delivering

| When he was asked the phil
t osophical difference between
‘himself and Sen. Thomas H.

Asked 1f the movies are ade- Kuchel — a Republican Hbu'al'
quate training for a chief exec- mulling the question of running
vtive, he quipped, “I never for governor — Reagan said he

played a governor.”
MORE ‘OF

But then the 54-vear-old vel- static but that basic principles
the reason should be held, that power

really is that government ls d-’abould “derive from the peo-|
by and for the people and “!’ "

eran said

actor

subs
haven't been taking advantage
of the ‘of" part in recent vears,”

Nobody should be ruled out
hegause  of  occupation,  said
firtgan, after urging Comstock
members — predominently
businese and professional men
~— o get active in politics.

Parrying questions submitted
In writing by fhe audience In
Hotel El Dorado, Reagan said
ft would be. necessaty for him
th.win the election by unilying
thé Republican party and at-
tracting Democrats and inde-
pendents,

The question was how he could
avoid alienating the right wing.
A CORNER

He cald he realized there
would bs an attempt to “paint
ma In'o a gorner” and that he
would b€ served up by the op-
position #8 “one , who would
eat my young.”

Bat the practical answer to
that, he said, would be to eon-
tifus” getting his message

across as he was trying Monday

night, when 400 persons were

turned away from the club's| .

firgt annual ladies night. More
thn 1,000 attended.
How many Democrats did he
think were In the audience?
"1 would hops a great many,”
ha replled. “I'd hate to think
I've besn saving souls in Hell.”

A

scribe to the theory that W&f H; believes there should be

;muld' only speak for himself,
'that he belleves the American
| “experiment” must not remain

‘tax reform with the result that no-
'body is taxed unfairly, but so far
{“I don’t think yet we have had
presented to us an overall tax
study” free of partisan implica-
tions. This was in response to a-
question about Democratic As-
sembly Speaker Jesse M. Un-
ruh’s proposal for massive tax
relorms, - T
sald he would duck an
mvrerm‘:; whether the Legiala-
ture should have a chance to
abolish the governor's pocket
veto power, but that it should|
iba studied and “theu'ls m t::
much bypassing the legi ‘
branch at every level”
THE PROBLEM
Why have two major parties
“goft- " treg enterprise?
memcy. and Reagan
some

sald there
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liberty, and said the seantor
————wag Join F, Kennedy,

“1 Irecly admit that I am-
alarmed at the extent to which
the government has entered into

Hg blamed "t planners” for [§74,000 whers administrat s got|but traif =
centralizing power and muisso.ooo snd the Test vent toly &
their goals may be worthy bui{projects fo heip the poor, .
tha-fesult, is less freedom for| -fi& said the national anti-pov-
individuals, erty drive has ‘a program fo

He rapped the anti-poverty|“salvage” girls inLos Angeles,|s

our lives,” said Reagan.

program and cited one grant of 'where the cost is: $7,000 a girl,
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Editorials
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‘Ronald Reagan’s
Parking Plan |

RONALD REAGAN, the film actor, chose |
Coalinga this week as his platform for telling the
President and the armed forces how to bring the
Vietnain war to an early end.

g at Coalinga Junior College, he pro-
posed that the United States should officially de- |
clare war on North Vietnam. Once that was done, }
he said, it would be “silly” to talk about U.S. troops
having to stay for years in the jungles. -

“We could pave the whole country and put |
parking stripes on it and still be home by Christ- |
mas,” Reagan said confidently. |

Difficulties arise in evaluating this statement.
Mr. Reagan is a candidate from the ranks of the
Hollywood Thespians for the Republican nomina- |
tion for Governor. How germane are his views on \
Vietnam? '

PERHAPS FORTUNATELY for us all, the gov- |
ernship of California has nothing to do with de-
cisions on foreign policy and declarations of war, 1
which are the province of Congress and the Presi- |
dent. Coming from George Murphy, a statement of
the kind Reagan made on Vietnam, while it might
have been open to the charge of carelessly exub- |

erant optimism, at least would have been germane |
for a Senator to make. |

Had Mr. Regan chosen to give us the benefit
of his views on paving over Sacramento for a park- |
ing lot, they would have carried more weight and
possibly given a firmer basis for estimating his fit- |
ness for office than his Coalinga manifesto.
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"When they [the emerging African nations] have
a man for lunch, they really have him for
Tunch".
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mouth shut, and that’s what I'm doing.”

In the end, the Capitol Architect
is more scapegoat than cultural villain.
]. George Stewart is the pencil, not the
hand, that makes the designs. “The Ray-
burn Building,” says one architectural
eritie, “is an emanation of our democ-
racy. It is a hodgepodge of Congress’s
repressed inhibitions. Al those marble
halls and stiffness show what the mem-
bers are or what they think they are.”
There can be no architectural improve-
ment until the ruling “club members™ of
Congress realize they are not building
lofty clubhouses but national monuments.
Capitol architecture is Congressional ar-
chitecture, and it will not improve until
Congress allows it to improve.

Leave-Taking Time?

“To every thing there is a season and
a time to every purpose under the
heaven,” Biblically intoned’ Sen. Everett
McKinley Dirksen. And it became in-
creasingly  certain that the season and
time for repeal of Section 14(B) of the
Taft-Hartley Act, sought by organized
labor ever since its enactment eighteen
vears ago, was not at hand.

On the eve of Senate debate on the
repeal bill this week, the Senate leader-
ship. increasingly restive under LBJ’s
barrage of must legislution, finnly ex-
tinguished labor’s last hope that it would
do what is needed to defeat a filibuster.

The arithmetic is simple. A majority of
about 54 or 35 votes could be counted
for repeal of 14(B), which allows states
to outlaw union shops. The same number
could be counted to limit debate, but
that isu’t enough. A two-thirds vote is
required. The only promising alternative
is round-the-clock sessions to wear down
the filibusterers.. But at a conference of
Democratic senators last week, no one
advocated this arduous process. The fol-
lowing dav. Majority Leader Mike Mans-
field received AFL-CIO chief George
Meanny in his office and told him: 1 wm
not going to lower the dignity of the Sen-
ate by holding round-the-clock sessions.”

No Bluff: Dirksen’s filibuster forces—
about 26 strong=have well-developed
plans for indefinite debate. Republican
senators opposed  to repeal of 14(B)
will man three-mun teams on Monday,
Wednesdayv,  Friday  and - Saturday,
Democrats, on Tuesdavs and Thursdays.
“We ure prepared to do battle and do
battle with vigor,” said Ev Dirksen. “I
have heard it said that we are bluthug.
Distuiss this trom your mind.”

Mike Muanstield for one wasn’t buving
the blufl theory. His strategy: after a
week or ten davs of talk. he plans to
make o test of strength. probably by
tiling a cloture petition. 1t that fails—and
he thinks it will=he will examine the
sitation and decide where to go from
there, Most likely destination: home.

12

REPUBLICANS:
Reagan Rides East

There was a scent of verbena and
saddle soap, a tinkle of heirloom brace-
lets, a haze of Oxford gray and subdued
tweed. Down the aisle of the New
Haven Arena came the Mattatuck Drum
Band playing “Rually Round the Flag”
and  then—rosy-cheeked and modestly
smiling, a halfback grown significant—
Ronald Reagan, heir-apparent to the
Calitfornia gubernatorial nomination and
perhaps even to the political following
of Barry Goldwater. _

It was a trimmphant evening for the
TV host of “Death Valley Days.” The
rally, sponsored by the right-wing Con-
necticut Republican Citizens Committee
—which the Republican state chairman
recently described as “a kooky fringe”—
was billed only as a unity gathering. But

~ Attorney

» Ty

- R P
homely philosophy which, with additiond
or subtractions, comes out much. th
same everywhere he appears., « %,

But despite a 13ummer,of tutoring wit}.”
Spencer-Roberts ' & Associates, publip|.
relations counselors, Reagan’s deftnes}’
of touch occasionally falters off the plat
form. In Boston, the day after his:Ney§
Haven speech, he held just.the, sort ¢f°
free-wheeling press conference he haf,
been tanght to avoid. And ‘a careles,
quip almost undid his elaborately photo
graphed’ visit to Massachusetts’ -Negr§ -
Ceneral Edward =~ Brooke§ :
“When they [the emerging African nag -
tions] have a man for lunch,” Reaga,
said, “they veally have him for lunch’
He also allowed himself to be backedf’
into a corner over the John Birch So
ciety, and finally dcclared, almost syl
lenly for one of such sunny disposition,
“Any group that decides to go with me
has bought my philosophy. I havey'}

P

for the crowd of 4.200 there were inti-
mations of Presidentiality. The invoca-
tion set the tone: "God of our spirit. lay
thy mantle upon thy son. Ronald Rea-
aan ... And in the hours of lonelv vigil
which will «arely come to him ..." A
voung tian carnyving binoculars and - sit-
tng in the very first row said, “We
should have had him o '64.” And an-
other, watching the smiling Reagan in-
undated by swarms of  women,  said,
“Look at that public relations. This man
stays after, and talks with the people.
Not ke Goldwater.”

Cue Cards: On the plutform Reagan
was. as always, very much his own man.
There were none of the stuimblings, the

awkwiurdness. the wooden gestures of -
some politicians. He has an actor’s poise” «.

and an actor’'s memory. He uses no tt-xké,:,

onlv cue cards that take him thmn;%“

“the Speech,” a collection of ringi ,
right-wing pronouncements, anti-Admin

istration  digs, and scattered Dbits of

ngcs
"~ gund Everett
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bought theirs.” Nor has he repudiated it
though the week before he issued a po
sition paper denouncing Robert Weldh

and warning the society to “maintain
vigilance” lest “a minority of irresponsi
ble members™ gain control.*

Otherwise, Reagan—whose liberal Re
publican opposition at home was in dis-
array—brought the California sunshine
right along with him. Aud there were
ladies. ladies evervwhere; tweedy i
New Haven or unexpectedly décollett
at the National Federation of Republ-
can Women in Boston, they buzzed and
burbled. “If he wins in Culifornia,” said
one, “there's absolutely no doubt about
it. He'll be the next Republican candi- §
date for President.”
e e

*Stronger Tun 1ations of the Birch Society came
from other Regublicans last week, Among then: Sen
Thruston Morton (who advocated kicking Birches
“right square@in the tul’ ). Cov. Geurge Ronme
and House aidd/Serate wmonty leaders Gerald Ford

ithsen. “They are not a part of the
arty,” sand Dirksen. “They never iave
oy never will be.”

Newsweek. October 11, 1965

Republican
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Though he had been an extremely liberal Democrat and an extremely con-
servative Republican, when Ronald Reagan became a candidate for Governos
of California he did not sound like an extremist. Eschewing labels, calling for
party unity and effectively capitalizing on anti-Brown feeling among Democrats
and Independents, Reagan turned a simple and straightforward appeal for
“common sense” solutions into a monumental rout of the hapless Pat Brown.
It is this “new” Reagan who remains such a mystery to those who would eval-
uate his record as Governor or predict his political fortunes. As Governor he
has developed a distinctive aproach to administration; he has evolved an effec-
tive political style that is in itself a formidable innovation in American politics;
and he has staked out positions on the issues in deeds as well as words. Hence
this special report is devoted not to the distant past but to the recent Reagan

record.

If there was a major theme in Ronald Reagan’s
Akuugural Address, it was his call for a Creative So-
ety in almost Kennedyesque fashion:

t The path we will chart . . . demands much of those
hosen to govern, but also from those who did the
hoosing. (It) turns away from any idea that gov-
cament and those who serve it are omnipotent. It
, . impossible to follow unless we have faith in the
& -llective wisdom and genius of the people . . . Gov-
E cnment will lead but not rule, listen but not lecture.
i 55 the path of a Creative Society . . . If this is a
‘ream, it is a good dream . . . Let this day mark the
L.unmng

& But what is this “Creative Society?”” Unlike the
#New Frontier or Great Society, it is not prima.rily a
~s*awslative program. It appears rather to be a spirit in
"if” statehouse, a quality of leadership — featuring blue
+*"bon commissions, task force reports, voluntarism and
o frunce on private enterprise. The actual intricacies of
i ¥ reament seem to play a very small role in it. There
« @ ey lictle evidence that Governor Reagan conceived

!he legislative process as having a function to per-

m, and certainly the Governor’s lack of interest in

“sliion soon became evident in his weekly press

“aferences,

o his weekly press conference held on March 14,
« excerpted at length below, Governor Reagan de-

istrated this attitude:

¥
4

¢+ & Do you think that you'll have the rest of your
sgram ready to present to them (the Iemslature) by
¢ time (April 11), such things as air pollution

programs?

721P0’>v ('!:E)M
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Hlustrating the report are cartoons by Paul Conrad of the Los Angeles Times.
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A. Well, T haven't talked since then to my legis-
lative task force on this, so I don’t know the state of
their preparations. I've often wondered why there are
so many laws that have to be passed and maybe we
should try to see how many we could do away with.
I'll check on the task force and I'll have to find out
where we stand. There are only a few more things in
keeping with the promises that I made during the cam
paign that I feel a necessity to introduce.

Q. What are they, Governor?

A. Oh, I'm trying to remember now: agriculture,
crime, budget and thé tax program (these were pro-
grams already introduced). I'm going to have to
check up on this and find out what still remains.
Well, oh, I do know one particular is with regard to
the judges, the appointment of judges, the merit plan.
And I could take some coaching from the sidelines if
anyone can recall any legislative program.

Mr. Beck (Press Sec.): Reorganization; I think.

A. (continuing). Oh, reorganization; that's right.
That hasn’t gone in yet. Those are the two main ones.
(Preliminary transeript, Press Conference of March
14, 1967, provided by the Office of the Governor.)

In view of the Governor’s well earned reputation as
a man who does his “homework” and has an impressive
capacity to retain and recite long lists of facts and fi-
gures, his unfamiliarity with his own legislative pro-
gram is striking. An explanation for his vagueness may
lie in an observation made to us by a Republican state
legislator, who said “Reagan just doesn’t like to gov-
ern.” That is to say, Governor Reagan sees himself as
the public man, the communicator of ideas, the man
responsible for setting the basic thrust and direction of

G/‘. P 13
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government, but he would rather forget the details of
government. As such, he feels more comfortable mak-
ing a public appeal for more responsible and efficient
government than he does spending the tedious hours
of labor required to make government actually work.

The legislator described a minor incident which he
felt typified this attitude. He had gone to the Gover-
nor’s office to discuss the details of a bill in which they
both had an interest. The Governor was courteous and
gracious in receiving him, he said, but throughout their
conversation Reagan displayed the annoying habit of
glancing out the window of his first floor office and
waving and smiling to school groups passing by on
their tours of the Capitol. It seemed clear that the
Governor placed far more emphasis on his role as a
public figure than on his function as a problem-solving
drafter of legislative programs.

Reagan’s personal disposition against any intricate
involvement in the processes of government roughly
parallels his vision of the limited role government itself
should play in the lives and environment of the peo-
ple. Voluntarism free enterprise, the independent
sector, these are the forces he conceives as best able to
solve social problems, with government’s role limited
to the establishment of commissions and task forces.
For those who believe governmental intervention or
planning is necessary for progress, his response is a
characteristically simple one: “The West was built
without any area redevelopment, and cities destroyed by
flood and fire were rebuilt without urban renewal.”*

A newspaper account of Reagan’s views expressed
late in the gubernatorial election stresses this theme.
Describing the Republican candidate’s views on dis-
aster relief and state’s rights, the report said:

He added that even in flood disasters, such as the rav-
aged part of Northern California two winters ago,
greater efforts should be made to provide aid from
just within the state without calling on the federal
government for help.

Reagan said if the governor, after such a disaster,
would name a California citizens committee to organ-
ize local help for diaster areas, “we could solve the
problems without having to set foot across the borders
of the state. (Sacramento Bee, August 6, 1966)

Implicit in these remarks was at attack on intellec-
tuals and others who insisted that modern social prob-
lems were complex and difficult.

Reagans’ view was strikingly apparent in his In-
augural when he said, “For many years now, you and I
have been shushed like children and told there are no
simple answers to the complex problems which are be-
yond our comprehension. Well the truth is, there are
simple answers—there just are not easy ones.” There
can be no question, in carefully scrutinizing Mr. Rea-
gan’s record as Governor—both his public statements
and his administrative actions—that this brief, declara-
tive statement forms a fundamentally important plank
in his philosophy of government.

There is, indeed, a recurrent principle in Reagan’s
public statements that does really seem to reduce social
problems to a simple proposition. It may roughly be

“*Sacramento Bee, Feb. 12, 1967
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summarized as follows (although Reagan himself hasvi'
never expressed it precisely this way): evil, pain and
suffering exist in the world because there are evil forces -
at work in the world; it is therefore the task of the
statesman or public servant to identify, define and iso.
late that evil force and confront it, or root it out, with
power. This simple confrontation theory of politics is
applied with as much fervor in the case of campus de.
monstrations (student militants are the evil force; .
prompt calling in of police is the solution) as it is in th¢
case of the Vietmam War (the international Communist -
movement is the evil force; invasion of North Vietnam, -
threat of nuclear attack, and generally unlimited mili-=-
tary pressure is the solution). Fight fire with fire; con-
front evil with a show of force; ‘that’s the only thing
these people understand’ — regardless of whether the.
enemy is Mario Savio, Stokely Carmichael or Ho- Chi
Minh. And in all cases, compromise is unthinkable.
Reagan tends to see a Munich analogy behind every.
issue — domestic and foreign.

Hence, Reagan s dichotomy between what is easf’%

and what is “simple” seems eminently sensible to him.
To suggest that there may be a multiplicity of causes
for a given problem or that the complexxty of a situation
may make precise solution difficult, is an elaborate
heresy promulgated by foggy intellectuals who have dot
the courage or decisiveness to isolate and destroy the
evil force primarily responsible.
For Governor Reagan, -there is -
M|N| MEMOS usually a fairly obvious “right”
way to accomplish a given social
or govemmenﬂl goal (it may not be easy to accom- j
plish, of course, but that is because of the difficulty in
owercommg the opposing forces, not because the solu-«
tion is somehow obscured from view) —and just as
cettainly there is 2 wrong way. The consequence is that
in several instances, (e.g. the mental retardation and -
mental health crises; described below), Governor Rea
gan has appeared to be willing to dismantle a govern- -
mental program, if it is going about its goal the “wrong” =
way, even before a properly functioning program can be +
devised to take its lace. He seems convinced that pri-
vate enterprise or a citizens commission can be relied
upon to fill the gap without prior encouragement or
planning by government. '

Governor Reagan’s preference for the simple ap--
proach can be seen not only in the decisions and state-
ments he has made but also in the very decision-making
process by whick he arrives at them. Newsweek des-
cribed it as follows:

The Cabinet secretaries produce one-page memoranda
in which problems for the Governor’s eyes are rigor-
ously boxled down to four paragraphs headed “issue,

“facts,” “reasoning” and “‘conclusions and recom-
mendations.” Reagan aides are a little bit sensitive
about the mini-memos, but Cabinet secretary William
P. Clark, Jr. stoutly insists: “It has been found that
almost any issue can be reduced to a single page.”
(Newsweek, May 22, 1967, p. 30)

These “mini-memos,” as Newsweek called them, are
a carryover from the gubernatorial campaign, when Rea- -
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,n issued 2 series of “position papers” somewhat

oreer than some found in other campaigns (John
{iadsay’s often ran to over 100 pages on a single issue).
..y single issue to which Reagan addressed himself
. the campaign was boiled down to a single page—in
cmple. straightforward, easily readable but vague lan-
_..oe—and mimeographed under the billing, “Ron-

yly

- 3 .11 Reagan Speaks Out On the Issues.”

Reagan has frequently translated his preference
..r the simple into open hostility with the intellectual
mmunity — although more often by action than by
«rd. Occasionally, however, he lapses into language
~ore typical of George Wallace than of himself, such
s in the following excerpt from a speech delivered in

wuth Carolina:

... The philosophy of the New Deal, the New Order
ur the Great Society would take us back to the nine-
wenth century, to the rule of the many by the few,
even if the few are a so-called intellectual elite in
the nation’s capital. (Oakland Tribune, Sept. 30,
1967)

Whatever one’s view of the “‘so-called intellectual

ll. The Reagan Style

Though the Governor often handles crises in a way
that emphasizes confrontations with evil and the root-
ug out of conspiracies, in advocating his positions he
displays none of the doctrinaire clumsiness of a Barry
Goldwater. He has evolved a number of techniques
for presenting his opinions smoothly, so that they fire
ep the right wing without alienating others.

One favorite technique is using the code words
of militant conservatives without advocating their po-
stions. For instance, at the summer meeting of the
Young Republican National Federation in Omaha,
Governor Reagan, interpreting the 1966 election results,
«centuated the negative. The 1966 electorate, he said,

voted against a war on poverty which poverty is
losing,

And because most people believe in reward for
productive labor, they voted against giving that re-
ward to those who are able but unwilling to work.

In rapid fire, the Governor cited four more ex-
mples of what “they (the voters in 1966) voted
‘guinst.” The largely conservative YR’s loved it, and
«t despite the negative thrust, the average “moderate”
“ould find it hard to pin down any negative statement
it unambiguously represented Reagan’s own views.

I's not that Governor Reagan is against the poor
“[.11(? trouble with the poverty program is that it is
ing the war., And as he said, most people do, in
“C, believe in rewards for productive labor (who
“en't? )—Governor Reagan’s quarrel with welfare is
"Mt it rewards some who are “able but unwilling to

elite” (a favorite Wallace phrase) there is no denying
that Governor Reagan understands and articulates with
great insight the debilitating effects of a huge unwieldy
bureaucracy — the dead weight, the buck passing, the
waste and inefficiency. This is for him one of the “sim-
ple issues.” But his lack of "interest in the details of
administration coupled with his preference for confron-
tation politics has made him peculiarly unable to bring
his own bureaucracies under control. Reagan consis-
tently opts for the meat cleaver approach. He cuts
back programs, without having adequate replacements
for them. Bureaucracy may be a “simple evil” but get-
ting rid of it takes great patience for detail. Ronald
Reagan seems to lack this patience. At a time when
people in California and throughout the Nation are in-
creasingly looking to Republicans to bring rational and
efficient administration to the bureaucratic jungles in
statehouses and in Washington, California’s governor
has displayed neither the skills nor the inclination to suc-
ceed in this area. He talks simply and well, about gov-
ernment but in the last analysis—"He just doesn’t like
to govern.”

work” (about 5%, of the rolls in California, according
to most estimatés), not that it should necessarily be
abolished. In this manner, the Governor frequently
touches on code-words (such as “law and order” or
“able but unwilling to work™) which have great ap-
peal on the right, without committing himself to an
unequivocal trap that will antagonize the middle.

Another of the Governor’s effective techniques is
the destruction of a “straw man” to establish a mode-
rate tone while ‘still exciting the Right. For example,
when asked about his frequent criticism of the United
Nations, the Governor explained gratuitously that he
does not want to blow the UN up (an unassailably
moderate position), but that he thought some struc-
tural changes were overdue. “We made the mistake,”
he added, “of putting United States foreign policy at
the service of the UN.”#

One of the most effective components of the
Reagan style is his capacity to answer questions—no
matter how difficult—with an appropriate analogy,
childhood story or other “common sense” example.
He does not appear to be ducking the question, but
then again he doesn’t really answer it directly either.
He succeeds in giving a vivid impression of his view
without pinning himself down unequivocally.

Examples:

On Urban Renewal:
The West was built without an area redevelop-
ment plan, and cities destroyed by flood and fire were

*(Look, November 1, 1966)
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rebuilt without renewal (cifed earlier)

On East-West Trade:
If the Russians want us to send them wheat, it
would be a lot easier if we didn’t have to go through

the Berlin Wall. (to a Yale student during his recent
Chubb Fellowship)

On “Building Bridges” with the Communist Bloc:

A bridge has two ends, and we seem to be the
only ones building. This country should be willing
to coexist, but not on the basis that we wake up
each morning to see if the Russians are smiling or
frowning. We must show that there’s a price we will
not pay for peace and they better not cross the line.
(Hartford T7mes, December 8, 1967, p. 6B.)

In each of the above instances, the Governor has
gotten his point across with a simple and understand-
able analogy or image and with an ample supply of
that priceless political commodity, ambiguity. His ob-
servation about urban renewal is indisputably true—
but of marginal relevance. He’s not really against sell-
ing the Russians wheat, he’s against the Berlin Wall;
and his two-ended bridge analogy expresses an appar-
ent willingness to build it, but lest someone fear he’s
going soft, they’d better not cross that line!

In areas where Reagan feels inexperienced he often
states his own position by attributing it to someone
else (usually quite well respected) and then agreeing
with him.

Examples:

Reagan said he agreed with Dean Acheson, former
Secretary of State, that there is no possibility of ne-
gotiating our way out of Vietnam. He said the only
way to get the North Vietnamese to the conference
table “'is to make them hurt too much not to.” (Hart-
ford Times, December 5, 1967.)

E I

Reagan reminded newsmen that he agreed with
Ike on the use of nuclear weapons in Vietnam: “The
last person in the world who should know we
wouldn’t use them is the enemy. He should go to
bed every night afraid that we might.” (Newsweek,
May 22, 1967, p. 30.)

Governor Reagan also wins his audience with a
masterful arsenal of well-turned phrases and humorous
quips. At virtually every high-priced GOP fund-raising
dinner, for example, he apologizes to the audience for
making them pay so much just to hear him, but then
adds, “The only thing I can say is, if the Republicans
don’t get into office pretty soon this will be the regular
price for dinner.”

Other examples of the Reagan wit:*

We are told God is dead. Well, He isn’t. We just
can’t talk to him in the classroom any more.

Our Governor has a native capacity for using the

microphone as a shoe horn to get his foot in his
mouth. (referring to Brown)

*cf. The Republican Establishment, by Hess and Broder,
B 273.
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“What ‘d’y mean . .

. ‘He doesn’t know the territory’ . .?’”

There’s nothing closer to eternal life than a govern-
ment agency.
, ® & %

s

He (Brown) recognizes that there are two sides to
both. ,

Another favorite quip is his oft-repeated assertion
that “Under the Democratic Administration, govern-
ment bureaus have multiplied like wire coat hangers in
a closet.” The point made, he need not belabor the
tired old Republican theme of too-much-bureaucracy. .
This is what a Newsweek reporter ‘may have meant
when he said, what he has to say is newsworthy, if
not especxally new.” His are the same themes of bu- -
reaucracy' and inflation, but with a new twist and =
quotable quote. That is style.

DAZZLING One of the most remarkable :
aspects of the Reagan style is his#

THE PRESS  (eaction when under fire. As a for- -
mer actor, his ease and facility with microphones and TV -
cameras comes as no surprise. But as a political no-
vice, his capacity to master, or at least survive, hostile
audiences is astomshmg, and virtually without equal.
The more antagomstxc the audience, and the more
loaded their questions, the better Reagan’s performance.
He has an extraordinary capacity to field and de-fang
hot questions with the appropriate analogy, bromide
or moralism.

At Yale, for example, the first question from the
floor was obviously designed to embarrass or fluster
him: Did the Governor believe that homosexuals should
be barred from State employment? By fielding the
question with a direct answer (“Yes”) and a clever
quip (“except perhaps in the Department of Parks
and Recreation”), the Governor won his audience.
From then on, he was simply confirming their sur-



~rised observation that he wasn’t “as bad as we'd
ought.” Pat Brown went after Reagan with both feet,
d tried to brand him an extremist of the Barry Gold-
er ilk. But it failed, as one audience after another
.enc away with the feeling that he just wasn’t a “kook.”
whatever his common ideological bond with Gold-
ter. Ronald Reagan just doesn’t sound like an ex-
(remist.

Reagan’s handling of press conferences is usually
quite good, and the reporters can generally get a good
qorv out of them. The Governor, perhaps with an
.sist from his Hollywood background and familiarity
«ith the publicity process, is neither stiff nor hostile
«ith the working press, as were Goldwater and Nixon
«a the past. His “Communications Director” Lyn Nof-
siger is generally respected as a hard-working pro
(though his reputation was considerably damaged by
ais blabbermouthing in the Drew Pearson incident).
Reagan's press conference performances, always well at-
rended by both the newspapers and TV, go off smoothly,
the Governor very rarely stumbling during the Q. and A.
When he does, surprisingly, a headline rarely results.
Reagan is not reluctant to say, “Well, you've got me
there; I'll have to check that one out,” and if he does
madvertantly say something damaging, a quick “Oops,
I've written somebody’s lead for him already” brings a
lsugh, breaks the ice and buries the story.

On the other hand, in moments of stress, Reagan’s
relations with the press, both state and national, show
wme signs of deterioration. When questioned at great
‘ength on matters that involve his integrity, sincerity
r consistency, the Governor can lose his temper and
sh out at the questioner.

During the 1966 campaign, for example, Reagan
fud one particularly bad day with the press. He was
wll smarting from a gaffe the previous day in which
f¢ had misplaced a northern California River by
sveral hundred miles, and was being pressed for his
iews on open housing legislation. Having stated that
b was opposed to the controversial Rumford Act as
the wrong way to accomplish the right goal, he allowed
hat other open housing legislation, differently con-
iructed, might be acceptable. When asked by Paul
Beck (then of the LA Times; now, ironically, the
Governor's  Press Secretary) what such legislation
“ould include, his suggestions bore a marked resem-
Slnce to the Rumford Act which he opposed. “Isn’t
“at just what Rumford does?” Beck asked. Reagan
* feported to have-flushed and sternly cautioned, “You
“llows are boring in on me.” He then explained that
“was late and he wasn’t thinking very clearly—which
“ruck most of the reporters as odd, since it was only
“tee o'clock in the afternoon. For several days after
"4t Reagan kept his distance from the press, much
‘¢ way Richard Nixon did when he felt they were
“fter him” in the 1960 Presidential campaign.™

In 4 press conference on April 2, 1968, Reagan reversed
[ Ypposition to Rumford, a turn-about that presaged the
““mning of the public stage of his campaign for the GOP
“sidential nomination.

When under intense fire by the
PROPENSITY press, Reagan tends to issue a flat

TO DENY  denial, much the way the State
Department will blatantly disavow knowledge of an
intelligence agent apprehended in a foreign capital.
Reagan, like the State Department, has accordingly
developed a credibility gap.

There is, for instance, the.case of Marianne Means’
Hearst-syndicated column, which described a meeting
between Governor Reagan and Mississippi Governor
Paul Johnson, in which elaborate Presidential strategies
were said to have been discussed. Miss Means has
repeatedly stated that she got the story directly from
Governor Johnson.

Reagan heatedly denied that the meeting ever took
place. “Furthermore,” he declared, “I have never met
Governor Johnson. She must have been talking to the
hippies at Haight-Ashbury.” He also said he had a
wire of confirmation from the Mississippi Governor and
demanded a retraction from Miss Means.** (According
to one Sacramento reporter who has seen the telegram
from Governor Johnson, it denies vehemently the
Means story, and questions her veracity by charging
that the last time he saw the Hearst columnist, to put
it politely, her vision was impaired by a lack of so-
briety.) By claiming that he had “never met Governor
Johnson,” Reagan left himself wide open. Miss Means
produced a photograph, published in the San Francisco
Hearst outlet, showing Governors Reagan and Johnson
posing together (with others) at the National Gover-
nors Conference. Reagan’s mild rejoinder: “So maybe
I said hello to him.”

The source of Reagan’s “credibility gap” with the

#% (LA Times, Sept. 20, 1967).

% .. TROUBLE! ... Youve got TROUBLE! . . .
Right here in ANY CITY ...!”
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press differs from that of President Johnson. The Presi-
dent has often used deception offensively—that is, as
part of the arsenal of weapons at his disposal to ac-
complish various goals. But Reagan tends to use de-
ception defensively—when he is trapped or embarrassed
and must find a way out of a ticklish situation.

Throughout the fall campaign against Governor
Brown, Reagan contended that he was being quoted
out of context on his position regarding tuition at the
University of California. Accused of supporting the
tuition idea (much as Barry Goldwater was accused of
supporting the use of tactical nuclear weapons to defol-
iate Vietnam), Reagan consistently explained that he
had only said he would consider it, and decide on it only
after careful study (just as Goldwater insisted he’d only
said use of such weapons was “being considered”). What
Goldwater would have done with nuclear weapons if
elected is now academic. But Reagan’s actions are not:
within a matter of weeks after his inauguration, tuition
was being pushed as one of the new administration’s
first major proposals.

A related incident was more closely akin to LBJ’s
habits of deception. Within two weeks of the inaugu-
ration, Reagan’s Finance Director Gordon Smith in-
formed the University Regents that the Governor would
ask for the imposition of tuition. When the story leaked
out to the press, the Governor was furious, and he
evoked the very Johnsonian view that, in effect, it’s-
not-true-until-I-announce-it. Six weeks later, of course,
the Governor announced that he would in fact seek
tuition for the University.

Governor Reagan has also displayed some famili-
arity with the art of juggling semantic niceties. In an
editorial criticising the Governor’s lack of candor with
the press, the Sacramento Bee on Sept. 22, 1967, listed
several instances of position-switching or deception, in-
cluding the following:

At one time he (Reagan) said there would be no
mass firings (of state employees). Shortly thereafter
216 staff workers of the Department of Mental Hy-
giene were let go and 407 more are scheduled to go
next month. This was not mass firing, he said.

The above is more than a little reminiscent of
President Johnson’s insistence that he was never
“escalating” the war in Vietnam. The same editorial
continued:

At the time he announced the massive staff cut-
backs at the mental hospitals he said there would be
no impairment of services to the patients.

Since this promise, hot meals for the patients have
been reduced; once open wards have been closed: a
multi-million dollar training program for psychiatric
technicians has been grossly weakened; important
mental health experts have resigned and started the
whole mental health system on a cruel decline.

TEMPER pects of the Reagan style is his
TANTRUMS  pehavior when he really loses his
temper. Surprisingly, it has only happened twice with
any intensity—in both cases where his own integrity

One of the most curious as-
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was questioned, The first such instance took place b,_\
fore a meeting of the National Negro Republicag

Assembly in Los Angeles during Reagan’s primary .

campaign. Paul Beck, now the Governor’s Press Sec.

retary, filed the following report with the Los Angeles-

Times:

Ronald Reagan stalked out of a meeting of Negro

Republicans Saturday after bitterly assailing those who -

“imply I lack integrity:”

An audience of about 100 sat in shocked silence
as Reagan, asking for a point of personal privilege =

shouted in a voice cracking with emotion:

“I resent the implication that that there is any
bigotry in my nature. Don’t anyone ever imply I lack -

integrity.

“T will not stand silent and let anyone imply that “‘
s -3

—in this or any other group.”

As Reagan left the meeting room . . . he slapped
a clenched fist into his own palm and mutteres in-

audible words. He appeared ready to return to the =&

room when aides escorted him outside the hotel.

No one at the convention of the California unit of

the National Negro Republican Assembly (INNRA)

was sure to whom Reagan was referring—including
the two other Republican candidates for the guber-
natorial nomination who had been engaged with the
actor in a small-scale debate. (George Christopher and -
William Penn Patrick—ed.)

However, during the course of questions submitted
by those attending, it appeared Reagan became in-
creasingly angry by a question on the Civil Rights
Act and the answers given by Patrick and Christopher.

A delegate asked Reagan how Negroes could ex- -
plain to their own people Reagan’s statement that he
would not have voted for the Civil Rights Bill if he
had been in Congress.

Reagan also defended his support of Barry Gold- -
water in the 1964 Presidential race and said, “If I

didn’t "know that Barry Goldwater was not the very
opposite of a racist I could not have supported him.”
(sic) :
Patrick . .
indefensible position. Let the dead be buried.”
At that point Reagan’s face flushed and he flipped
2 card he had been holding onto the floor.

Christopher, in his turn, said, “The position taken
by Barry Goldwater did more than any other thing”
to harm the Republican Party. “We're still paying the
bill for that defeat.

“This situation still plagues the Republican Party.
Unless we can cast out this image we're going to
suffer defeat now and in the future.”

George Smith of San Diego, prefacing a question
on the candidates’ views on education, said, “It grieves
me when a leading Republican candidate says it (the
Civil Rights Act) is a bad piece of legislation.”

Christopher and Patrick gave their views on educa-
tion and Reagan then took the podium saying, “I
want to make a point of personal privilege.”

His voice rising, he then launched into his out-

. said, “It’s very difficult to defend an 3
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spoken remarks which led to his walking out.
(rLos Angeles Times, March 6, 1966, p. B26)

Significantly, nothing the candidate said, even in
e height of his fury, was damaging to him. For a
sort time, the memory of the incident may have been
wymful to Reagan, but with no quotable quote to
hang it on (such as Romney’s “brainwashing”), the
~ublic quickly forgot. And also significantly, the can-
iidate never did answer the question fully—that is,
+hy did he oppose the Civil Rights Act; not whether
we is a bigot. Reagan chose to answer the latter, un-
ssked question, with a show of apparently sincere out-
rge rather than stay around to be quizzed at any
creater length on this obviously emotional (for him)
ssue.

In particular, it is odd that his anger did not
crupt while under direct questioning on the matter,
byt rather apparently festered until another whole
«und of questions on another issue has passed. Some
septics have therefore suggested that it was all an
w«t, designed to demonstrate Reagan’s sincerity, since
se had been unable to win many converts on the actual
ssue itself. Another interpretation—more compliment-
ary to the Governor’s character than to his capacity to
govern dispassionately—is that Reagan does not see any
difference between the two questions: i.e., the personal
question of how you feel about discrimination and the
public question of what you will do about it. In other
sords, if a2 man holds no conscious bigotry or racial
prejudices, that is enough—he should not be queried
¢ criticized on his program or lack thereof to combat
wch bigotry.

The only other incident on record of Governor
feagan blatantly losing his temper took place in the
21dst of the turmoil over Drew Pearson’s charges about
somosexuality on his staff. A visibly disturbed Gover-
=t Reagan faced a packed press conference and a
futtery of network TV cameras the day after Pearson’s
ittack. Television audiences around the country watched
#¢ Governor respond with fierce but controlled anger
1 barrage of newsmen’s queries regarding the con-
“oversial charges.

Reagan’s response to the predictable first question
®out Pearson’s charges was characterized by the po-
“aally valuable attributes of both ambiguity and ap-
“ent straight-forward sincerity and self-righteousness.
© clussic Reagan style, the Governor quoted “three
“sidents” as calling Pearson “a liar” and added that
W no reason to disagree with them. Reagan thus
“1 across an implcit denial, with appropriate fury,
“hout committing himself to a provable position—
“ept that he agrees with three distinguished former
tf‘li!‘:-‘lth. Throughout the press conference, he point-

' avoided specifically saying that Pearson was lying
: Exewy detail of his recent charges—although he cer-

"t conveyed the impression that such was the case.
..... tly, when pressed, Reagan did say “He’s lying,”
“@en then in a sufficiently vague context that it

"ot absolutely clear which part of the charges he
feferring to.

The reporters then began to zero in on specific
portions of the Pearson column, especially the charge
that Lyn Nofziger, Reagan’s “Communications Direc-
tor,” had leaked the story aboard the Independence—
which most of the reporters knew to be true. Reagan’s
response was an example of extremely careful wording
—much more so than most press reports of it indi-
cated:

“I am prepared to say that nothing like that ever
happened. I've even heard rumors also that behind
closed doors I gave statements to the press and this
is just absolutely not true. Want to confirm it, Lyn?”

Nofziger then waved his hand and said, “con-
firmed.” (Sacramento Union, November 1, 1967).

According to Martin Smith of the Sacramento Bee,
when Nofziger raised his right hand, he looked very
pained and said “confirmed” very reluctantly. This is
understandable in view of the fact that the clear im-
plication was that Nofziger was confirming as “abso-
lutely not true” the story which Nofziger knew to
be true—that he had started the whole contraversy by
briefing reporters on the Independence.

But a careful reading of Reagan’s statement indi-
cates that this was only an implication—since, techni-
cally, the absolutely-not-true remark can be applied to
the straw-man assertion that Reagan had even heard
rumors that he himself leaked the story.

ALWAYS in a similar manner for some
IN CONTROL time, with the Governor fielding
smoothly a host of dangerously barbed questions de-
signed to draw more specific answers. He was in con-
trol at all times, although one sensed that he was aware
of the untenability of his position (apparently denying
what most of the press knew to be true).

The press conference continued

And then something “happened. Most of the in-
tense questioning on the specifics of the Pearson charges
—questions whith would have seemed most likely to
induce a loss of temper if one was to take place—had
already passed. One of the reporters was inquiring
about why so few California newspapers had carried
the column (for reasons of decency and libel, most
responsible newspapers refused to print the column).
The Governor mentioned something about most news-
papers “agreeing” not to print it, and an enterprising
reporter asked if that meant Reagan had extracted such
an agreement from the publishers in advance.

Reagan blew up. As Time put it, he was “gesticu-
lating, thumping the lecturn and mangling his syntax.”
But despite his arm-waving and his flushed face, the
Governor said nothing at all either incriminating or
even mildly damaging. While his gestures and ap-
pearance suggested loss of control, his words did not.
The full import of his statement during the lectern-
thumping amounted to a kind of boyish “C’mon now,
fellas!” The entire incident was reminiscent of the
Governor’s appearance as candidate before the National
Negro Republican Assembly. In each case, Reagan was
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under heavy fhire on an 1ssue threatening to soil his Mr.

Clean image. In each case he weathered the heavy ques-
tioning with uncommon self-control and carefully
phrased answers, only to find occasion later on in the
questioning to produce an apparently intense display
of fury over a relatively minor issue which served
nobly to stress his sincerity without really answering
any of the fundamental questions which had been
raised in the first place. The incidents add an intriguing
footnote to any study of the Reagan Style. Even when
he seems to lose his temper Reagan never really loses

his “cool.”

The Governor’s forte appears
TRYING TO to be neutralizing hostile audi-
BE DEEP ences, even of intellectuals, and
stirring up the Party faithful. His most successful tech-
niques are his common sense approach and his talent
for the persuasively ambiguous statement. But in a
homecoming speech at his alma mater, on September
28, 1968, he used a different approach: he tried to be
deep, perceptive and intellectual. And as Mary McGrory
put it in a Washington Star article a couple of days

later, he was a bomb.

The build-up for the speech had been tremendous
—not necessarily by any design of the Governor’s, but

" because the press loved the idea. Political pundits

found humor in the fact that the Governor, known
for his militant stance against the Berkeley demonstrat-
tors, was returning to the campus where, as an under-
graduate, he himself had led a student strike that
toppled the President of the College. His defenders
saw the occasion as proof that the Governor was not,
as he had so often been charged, anti-intellectual—he
was to dedicate a new library at his own alma mater.
News-starved political columnists detected the aroma
of Presidential intrigue, with both Senators Percy and
Dirksen to be in attendance. Dirksen himself had hinted
the week before that his introductory remarks “would
sound like a nominating speech.” Throngs of towns-
people and academicians were expected to cheer the re-
turn of their most famous alumnus.

But the turn-out was disappointing. As for Dirk-
sen’s introduction, the closest it came to attributing
Presidential qualifications to the California Governor
was an observation that his birthday was in February
—the same month as that of Lincoln and Washington.

Reagan must have been determined to destroy his
reputation as a shallow thinker. As nearly as a close
reading of the text can determine, the topic appeared
to be the generation gap; or perhaps it was alienation
in the ghetto. It really wasn’t clear. There were none
of the clever remarks, colorful quips, or historical
analogies that had marked so many of his previous
and successful speeches. It read as if a busy staffer had
taken a Reaganesque first draft and then translated it
all with a thesaurus, following no particular theme,
except that it had to sound sociological and political
science-like. In an attempt to sound intellectual, it
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failed to Convey eItNer INTELLECT Of COMMON SEense. Lhe -
following sentence is typical:

This horizontal stratification has led to lateral
communication and it is highly essential that we re-
store vertical dialogue if not an outright recognition
of the naturalness and rightness of a vertical struc-
turing society. (Official advance text of the speech,
delivered by Governor Reagan at Eureka College,
Illinois, September 28, 1967).

The problem was that the speech was not only
dull (which is unusual for the Governor), but mean-
ingless (which is not)—since he never did explain
what he meant by “horizontal stratification,” “lateral
communication,” or a “vertical structuring society.”

Unquestionably, the Eureka speech was the excep-
tion, not the rule. The Governor does not usually fall
into the trap of trying to shed new light on problems-
or of concentrating on substance and deep issues. Usual-
ly Reagan sticks to the superficial, and his poise, pres-
ence, and superb style give his commonplaces stunning
effect. Yet some have also noticed that his performances
often lack long-range staying power. :

At Yale, for example, a host-

CHINESE of embarrassing quesgons failed

DINNER ¢, ussettle him. But the one time
he was caught speechless came when a mild-mannered
student asked him quietly, away from the glare of
large audiences, about civil rights. The student ob-
served that whenever the Governor was asked about
his position on civil rights, he would respond with
stories about Jackie Robinson and Willie Mays, or
about Negroes he had appointed to certain boards. But
what substantive program, the student asked, did the
Governor recommend as a solution? Reagans silence
in response gave listeners the impression he really
hadn’t given that too much thought.

In Connecticut, some listeners impressed with-
Reagan’s platform tyle, began to have second thoughts
later, as they sought to separate the substance from
the glitter.

One observer in Hartford compared a Reagan
speech to a Chinese dinner—"It tastes good, but an
hour later, you suddenly realize you're empty.”

(Associated Press wire, December 8, 1967).

o L
“You ask him a question, and he responds, and
then ten minutes later you suddenly realize he didn’t

answer the question,” said a Yale student.
(A.P. December 8, 1967)

But perhaps former GOP State Chairman A. Searle
Pinney said it best:

He certainly had all of the charm and glamour
that he was billed to have, but I was disappointed that
he didn’t offer more solutions to the problems of the
day. We don’t solve the problems iy a recital of
what they are. The poor-don’t go away, you know.

(Hartford Times, December 8, 1967, p. 2).
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lIl. Reagan on Selected Issues

THE BUDGET: cut now, ask
questions later

The time has come for us to decide whether collec-
svely we can afford everything and anything we think
of simply because we think of it. The time has come
. run a check and see if all the services government
srovides were in answer to demands or were just
s odies dreamed up for our supposed betterment. The
ume has come to match outgo to income, instead of
slways doing it the other way around.” — (Governor
Reagan's Inaugural Address.)

During its fledgling year, nothing has been more
curacteristic of the Reagan Administration than its re-
ientless repetition of the need to cut costs and reduce
the state budget from its huge pre-Reagan size. Yet
the Governor has been far more successful at cutting the
wope of state services than he has been at cutting costs,
per se. He can recite an impressive list of seemingly in-
significant savings that add up to something approach-
g S23 million—and that is to his credit. But while
atfice costs, typewriter allowances and phone bills have
been trimmed down to manageable size, somehow the
rest of the state government is still on a runaway course.

A month after his inauguration, he submitted a $4.6
billion budget to the Legislature, a cut, he estimated,
of $250 million in the annual expenditures of his
Democratic predecessors. In March, he raised the
figure to $5.06 billion, $184 million higher than any
previous budget and increased taxes nearly a billion
dolluars.

“I'will tell you now,” he told the voters in July, “this
tax bill, like the budget, does not represent my philo-
sophy.”  (Murray Kempton, Article I1I, New York
Poit, Jan. 31, 1968).

The New York Times (Feb. 11, 1968) reported
that the Governor’s budget for fiscal year 1969 climbed
even higher, to the unprecedented level of $5.7 billion.
This in no way undermines the validity of the Gover-
2or's claim to have saved $23 million by cutting and
wimming “fat” from various budget requests — but it
dves bring into question its significance.

There are several possible explanations for the dis-
nrity between the Governor’s stated goals and his ac-
complishments in this field.

Perhaps the most plausible is suggested by the
theme developed above, that the Governor doesn’t really
“R¢ 1o govern, to get tied down in the nitty gritty, in
¢ operative level of government. Thus, while the Gov-

eror fz’equently launches into verbal frontal assaults on

e scope of services provided by the state (such as in

“ental health and Medi-Cal), proposals showing how
M same level of services might be retained but de-
“*ered more efficiently receive scant attention.

A businessmen’s task force report, for example, was

delivered to the Governor in October 1967 suggesting
ways in which the Medi-Cal program could be adminis-
tered more efficiently without substantially cutting back
services. Yet by mid-December; the report still lay dor-
mant on the Governor’s desk while he conducted an
embarrassingly confused attack on Medi-Cal, contending
its deficits approached $200 million or more. The
Governor insisted that at least $200 million worth of
services had to be cut (the Legislature, estimating the
deficit at a fraction of that figure, refused) instead of
trying to make the program more efficient. Critics were
led to believe, in the context of Reagan’s long-time
opposition to the concept of any kind of Medicare, that
the Governor actually wanted to cut back the Medi-Cal
program drastically for philosophical rather than eco-
nomic reasons.

Another plausible hypothesis is that many of the
Governor’s cuts are counter-productive and approach
being short-sighted — that is, in the long run, they cost
more than the savings they generated. Two examples
suggest that this may often be the case:

Reagan relishes telling audiences about how he used
up old stocks of official stationery rather than ordering
anew, which had all his administration’s secretaries
x-ing out Pat Brown’s name and typing in his. But
his detractors also like this tale of frugality: wasting
all that time and effort seems such false economy in
place of a two-penny printing bill. Equally diverting
was the administration’s decision to stop the state jus-
tice department’s consumption of the lined yellow
tablets which are, by some academic alchemy, an abso-
lute necessity for the pencilling of legal thought. Some
attorneys proposed instead” a supply of rulers and a
new civil service category for someone to draw lines
on plain paper. (Atlantic, Feb. 1968)

Even more disconcerting than the “savings” whose
costs show up immediately, however, are those whose
costs are hidden until future administrations and future
generations are forced to pay.

! One such “saving” may have come in the area of
agricultural research. An article in the Sacramento Bee
early last year reported that “agricultural research sci-
entists fear that Governor Ronald Reagan’s ‘fat-free’
budget might injure California’s $4 billion farming
industry.” In a two-article series examining the bene-
fits of agricultural research and the dangers of its cur-
tailment, the Bee found that the pink boll-worm (the
eradication of which it had previously reported as part
of the Governor’s 9-point agricultural program — Feb.
9, 1967), posed a severe new threat to the state’s $258
million cotton crop, and quoted University of California
Agricultural School Dean Peterson as saying “research
on a statewide basis is essential.”

“The pink bollworm is a pest which will require
research dollars to control,” the article continued, *“‘the
kind of dollars not available in a tightened budget such
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as that proposed for the University of California by
Governor Reagan.” Dean Peterson was also quoted as
asserting that such research is tax earning, not spend-
ing. (Sacramento Bee, March 10, 1967)

In the fall of last year, Governor Reagan’s “‘eco-
nomies” handed Assembly Democrats an even more at-
tractive issue — a cutback in the program to aid crippled
children. Democratic Assemblyman Robert Crown in-
troduced legislation to appropriate an additional $750,-
000 to allow an estimated 5,000 to 7,000 children to
continue Crippled Children’s Service care — children
whose ailments, such as cross-eyes, mild deafness, droop-
ing eyelids, lop-ears and club feet, were not considered
severe enough by the Administration to justify the
budgetary strain of continued treatment. When asked
about this, Governor Reagan responded:

“I have a question whether there has been a cut-back.
This is a program that could be as open-ended as you
want it to be. It would simply be where do you draw
the line, at what is a disability on the part of a child.
“And there has been to my knowledge no cutback in
this program and there was no reduction in the pro-
gram. But as the state continues to grow, you may
find that some — that lines are drawn.

. “"What lack of ability, what physical defect do you
constitute as a disability that requires special treatment
or care?” (Sacramento Bee, Feb. 29, 1967)

To some bewildered listeners, the distinction be-
tween a cutback or reduction in the program and sim-
ply “drawing the line” so as to exclude children with
cross-eyes, mild deafness, drooping eyelids, lop-ears and
club feet, seemed spurious, if not incomprehensible.

In an angry editorial the following day, the Sacra-
mento Bee contended that such cutbacks were not only
inhumane, but also uneconomical —since a partially
crippled child unable to reach the line drawn by the

Nothing Succeeds Like Failure

Governor may well become a fully dependent cripple
(for whom state services would then have to be pro-
vided) if proper medical service is not provided early
enough to prevent a worsened condition.

Within a couple of days, therefore, the administra.
tion was to be found deftly changing the thrust of jt5 -
“no cutback” contention from the line-drawing distinc.
tion to a more palatable argument. Edwin W. Beach,
chief of the budget division of the State Department of -
Finance, denied there was a program “cutback.” Ip. .
stead he argued that the Crippled Children’s Service
would cost less because of an overlap with the Medi.: -
Cal program (which the Governor has also labored
arduously to cut back). He added, however, that more.
certain financial information woud be available in Jan-
uary. Other administration officials, while echoing.the
Medi-Cal overlap argument, consistently avoided ‘any
specific assurances that no youngsters would suffer per- -
manent damage without augmentation of the program,';_i;, :
(Sacramento Bee, Dec. 1, 1967). This seemed to be an
example of distinct tendency on the part of the Reagan
administration to cut first, ask questions later. =

Oddly enough, Governor Reagan does not think
that all governmental services should be reduced or
eliminated: rather, he focuses largely on those such -
as the poverty program or medical services. While the -
Governor fought tooth and nail with the Office of Eco-
nomic Opportunity, for example, over what he con--
sidered to be wasteful OEO grants to California, the -
same attitude did not prevail when it came to road--
building. . In a March 17, 1967 press release, the Gover-
nor patted himself on the back for mobilizing intensive
support in Congress for federal highway money and -
offered great kudos for Washington when the funds
came through. The same enthusiasm was markedly ab-
sent when it came to mobilizing Congtessional support
for such lower priority items as saving the cities, pro-s
viding decent housing or medical care. :

Similarly, on ABC’s Issues and Answers last fall,
Governor "“Reagan suggested that President Johnson ..
could take a leaf out of his book by seeking to eliminate:
some of the “luxuries” first and then imposing the in—
come sur-tax only if necessary: £

Apparently reacting to the governor’s use of the term &
luxury, the television questioner appropriately asked: - &
“Would you eliminate the Supersonic Transport pro-
gram?”

The governor answered by shifting gears, a trick of
seasoned politicians to avoid a yes or no response to *
a direct question. '
“Actually, I am not qualified to answer,” said Reagan.
Then he plunged into another subject, the antipoverty
program (Office of Economic Opportunity), using it

as an example for economy.

What the governor was saying, if the listener chose to
interpret the interview literally, is that the poverty
program is a luxury and the Supersonic Transport
(SST) program is unclassified in the governor’s mind.
(Richard Rodda in Sacramento Bee, Oct. 22, 1967.)

It should be noted that the California Governor
sees the government budget wholly as a matter of bal-
ancing books, not as an instrument for promoting eco-




somic growth, His fiscal policies for the national gov-
«ament thus reflect an unequivocal rejection of Keyn-
(an economics of any sort. In a speech in Milwaukee
on Sept. 27, 1967, the Governor specifically said: “We
«ill oppose the use of taxation and deficit-spending as
. meaas of control in the market place.”

MENTAL HEALTH: rising odors

In the absence of more specific knowledge about
causes and treatment, a practical goal for the Mental
Hezlth Program is development, maintenance and re-
storation of social and personal equilibrium despite
emotional stress. This means that the primary empha-
sis will be to assist individuals who are mentally ill
to achieve a reasonable operating level. For the fore-
secable future, therefore, the broad aim is not general
emotional well-being nor is it complete cure. It is to
provide such treatment and supportive services as will
keep a child at home and in school and an adult with
his family and on the job with both functioning at
a reasonable level. (Reagan press release, May 8,
1967, ““A Definitive Statement of California’'s Goals
Programs for Treatment of the Mentally 111.”)

The “Definitive Statement” excerpted above would
appear to suggest a reasonable and practical, if limited,
ipproach to the problem of mental health on the part
of Governor Ronald Reagan. Indeed many of his pub-
lic statements embrace laudable long-range goals and
express appropriate concern for the mentally ill. His
long-range goals for mental health follow the lines of
the liberal Lanterman-Petris Mental Health Act of
1967, which promotes local mental health programs as
wperior to large state hospitals. He further urged ex-
pansion of the Short-Doyle program of providing local
id county mental treatment centers with some state
assistance saying:

‘It is our belief that local mental health programs
offer the most feasible and enlightened way to achieve
the best results for treatment of our mentally ill.

"By increasing state assistance in the development and
extension of local programs, we hope that we can con-
tinue to reduce the size of our mental hospitals and
eventually use them primarily as a back-up resource
tor local efforts.” (Los Angeles Times, May 10,
1967) .

~ Despite such apparently progressive statements, one
the greatest battles fought by Governor Ronald Rea-
“n during his first year in office came over the issue of
“ental health. The reason: his heralded budget cuts,
shich appeared to take precedence over almost all other
“licy considerations. While his stated position was
St improved local programs would eventually allow
“ductions in the state hospitals, the Governor seemed
“want to accelerate the process by cutting the state hos-
cials immediately, even before provision could be made
“ralicrnate facilities.

It is difficult to discern whether the appareat discre-
pancy between the tone of the Governor’s words and
actions was a product of naivete or deception, but in
either case the discrepancy was there. And the cuts ad-
ministered to the state mental health program, described
by some as “meat-ax” cuts, produced a howl from every
corner of the state.

In a June 12, 1967, press release, the Governor
blamed a “high powered propaganda campaign” for
the opposition he was receiving and accused the perpe-
trators of “blackmail.” But neither the issues nor the
situation were that simple.

(The most telling criticism offered against the Gov-
ernor’s cuts went beyond the question of whether they
were humane and suggested that they would actually
prove counter-productive and uneconomical — short-
sightedness that would not only reduce the services the
state could provide but which would actually end up
costing more.

S. G. Hanson, General Manager of the California
State Employees Association (CSEA) and no friend of
Governor Reagan, was reported by the Sacramento Bee
(June 8, 1967) to have cited instances of how the cut-
backs were disruptive of services in a way that would
eventually prove wasteful and costly:

CSEA studies show administrative plans for staff cuts
will force the Napa State Hospital to discontinue care
of 32 acres of lawn and shrubs and other areas, Han-
son said. He also charged the staff will have to dis-
continue preventative maintenance programs at most
hospitals because of the cutback in jobs. Only emer-
gency repairs will be made in the future when actual
breakdown occurs, Hanson declared.

* % %
“It takes many years,” Hanson said, “to build 2 com-
plete corps of people to operate a facility as large and
complex as a mental hospital. . . . Where, for instance,
do you find a plumber, an €lectrician or an equipment
operator who can work and direct the efforts of men-
tally ill and mentally retarded patients who are at-
tempting to find a useful niche in society?”
Hanson said it takes two to six months to train jour-
neyman craftsmen to work effectively with mental
patients.

Governor Reagan insisted repeatedly that if the
level of treatment suffered as a result of his staff cut-
backs, he would restore the cutbacks. The Governor has
yet to concede that the level of treatment actually did
suffer, but many examples in state hospitals throughout
the state seem to suggest the coatrary.

The Sacramento Bee researched a series of articles
on mental hospitals throughout the state. In a sum-
mation article published December 1, 1967, the follow-
ing conclusions were reached:

It is difficult for the nonmedical person to determine
whether the 1967 mental hospital cutbacks have affec-
ted patient care. A picture begins to emerge only after
a visitor has asked employee after employee, doctor
after doctor, to compare conditions this year to those
a year ago.

That picture, as sketched in conversations with num-
erous persons in the hospitals, indicates the cuts have
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“Some mental institution administrators are out to get
me! . .. But, I'm wise to them! . .. I'll show ’em! . ..”

brought these changes to the mental hospital:

1. A drastic loss of morale by staff members which
affects their performance on the job.

2. An increase in the size of many wards as adminis-
trators put patients into larger groups as a means of
stretching available staff to the maximum.

3. A weakening in programs for long-term mentally-
ill patients because administrators Frefer to concen-
trate available staff on the care of newly admitted
patients who have the best chance of recovery.

4. A massive reshuffling of employees throughout
the various hospitals, causing staff members to be
placed in new jobs and taking them from wards where
they knew their patients intimately.

5. A drop in the care for bed-ridden geriatric pa-
tients as administrators shift nursing employees to
duties with patients more likely to recover.

I

There are also little evidences of a change which a
visitor can discover by continually asking questions of
employees.

Among these are:

— A dlear odor of urine in the geriatric wards at
DeWitt or Stockton or Mendocino State Hospitals,
wards where staff members say there was no odor last
year.

" — A locked door on a ward at DeWitt which a staff
member said formerly was unlocked but had to be
locked when employee reductions made it more diffi-
cult to supervise the patients.

— A nurse and a physician at Napa who said the
number of older patients suffering from constipation
has risen, this due solely to a lack of attention.

—— A nurse at Stockton and a physician at DeWitt
who admit to an increase in the number of bed-sores
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among their bed-ridden geriatric patients.
— A nurse at Stockton who said there is a notice.
able dulling of the morale of her patients since her

ward had te cf]ult its daily music and marching activi. -
ties because of a staff shortage.

Perhaps the most disconcerting aspect of the drop
in the level of mental health services due to the Govern.
or’s cuts—despite his, pledge to the contrary — s .
Reagan’s apparent reluctance to determine for himself
whether the charges being leveled at his actions hagd
any basis in fact. Repeatedly, the Governor simply took_
the word of his own administration officials that condj..
tions had not become worse. “%“

In the fall of last year, the Governor finally de--
cided to visit one of the state mental hospitals to see
for himself what the conditions were like. But he an-
nounced in advance just what his plans were, which
gave the hospital officials plenty of time to prepare for
the visit and “spruce the place up.” This is precisely-
what they did at Camarillo State Hosital in Ventura
County, according to charges made by the Independeat
Union of State Employees (San Francisco Chronicle;
Nov. 17, 1967). But the next day, Reagan denied that .
the state’s largest mental hospital had been “spruced
up” for his visit. He further refused to make any un--
announced inspections of other mental hospitals. =

This reluctance to “see for himself” whether his
cutbacks had brought about worsened conditions was:
also evident in the Governor’s response to a series of
incidents surrounding Sonoma State Hospital for the -
Mentally Retarded. In the early summer of last year,
the Governor’s cutbacks were attacked as the cause of -
poor conditions at Sonoma: specifically, it was alleged -
that retarded children were going two days without "
their diapers changed and five days without being
bathed. But in a Jupe 7 press release the Governor put
the matter to rest by saying, “I have been advised by -
Health and Welfare Secretary Spencer Williams that.
the patients at Sonoma State Hospital are being given*
excellent care.” And on what did Mr. Williams base -
such advice? A telephone call to Dr. Joseph E. O'Neil, -
the superintendent of the- hospital, who denied the
charges, not unexpectedly. ==

Reagan did concede that there was “a very brief
period earlier this year when patients in some wards -
got bathed once a week” but he attributed that to a
“temporary staff problem that had nothing to do with>
current cutbacks.” Somehow it escaped the Governor
that if merely a “temporary staff problem™ could pro-
duce such poor consequences for the patients, that stiff
cutbacks could produce even worse conditions.

It came as no surprise, therefore, to some observers
that five months later Sonoma was back in the head-
lines, as typified by the following excerpt from the
Capitol Report (Nov. 15, 1967):

Niels Erik Bank-Mikkelsen, Director of the Danish
National Service for the Mentally Retarded, charged .
in a SF Chronicle interview that conditions at the
(Sonoma State) hospital were sickening. His basic
accusation of “neglect” at the hospital apparently was



hted to staffing levels and, to a lesser extent, the
t‘h\-_\ig.ﬂ f.tcilities.

e
Governor Reagan’s response to the Danish official’s
ccusations may be instructive:

“There is such a ward in every institution of that
tind.” Reagan said. “This is a ward of people who
.. physically mature, completely grown up and who
are pRYS >

ave minds that have not developed above the one-
ear-uld stage. . . . And it just presents a terrible prob-
em.” (Sacramento Union, Nov, 15, 1967)

“A tecrible problem,” the Governor acknowledges.
2 .. how terrible? Apparently not terrible enough to
& _rrant extra staff to take care of the people in those
& .urds. There is a ward like that “in every institution of
e kind.” And that just seems to settle it.

Mental Health appears to be for Governor Reagan
£ e of those areas of social concern in which the status
= .uo will suffice. In fact, out of 4000 state jobs lopped
. g by one of the Governor’s early job freezes, 3700
& i them came from the mental hygiene department—
& utof 22,078 total jobs in the system. The California
& (ommission for Staff Standards in State Hospitals had
¢ .id earlier that the mental hospital staffs were at
harely 90%, of proper standards.”

The Atlantic (Feb., 1968) in an article on Reagan’s
ueeze-cut-trim-itus summarized the Governot’s dilem-
% = on such problems as mental health and retardation:

Reagan shares the bewilderment of the man in the
szeet. He is a decent human being, and confronted
with individual tragedy, responds with compassion.
However, confronted by mass programs, he loses the
sense that humanity is involved and sees only buteau-
cratic machinery.

'3

POVERTY: highways si, OEO no

—

Among the Governor’s favorite targets are the
»elfare system and the Office of Economic Opportunity.
. *the former case, Reagan rarely misses an opportunity
& .!d.\':mce the notion, however ambiguously, that wel-
. “¢1s an institution populated largely by the lazy and
. ¢ unscrupulous (“welfare recipients,” as he often calls
"¢ poor). On July 10, 1967, for example, he ordered

‘tewide probe to eliminate welfare cheaters. He
it actually allege the specific extent to which chisel-
< existed, but rather wanted to “clear the air,” (later
R backed away from the probe), but he left little doubt
- " whether he felt there was in fact large-scale chisel-

< going on.” (San Diego Union, July 11, 1967)

But the Governor leaves nothing more than an

“Pression. He states repeatedly that no one quarrels
‘1 the humanitarian aims of welfare programs but
1 proceeds to ridicule each and every program, using
* administrative flaw in some isolated instance to im-
¢ that the whole concept of aiding the needy is mis-
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guided. He stresses repeatedly that “capitalism and free
enterprise have successfully fought poverty” for 200
years (echoing his frequent observation that the West
was built without urban renewal.) He has frequently
charged that the federal Government has poured $288
million in poverty funds into California since 1964,
“with no material change.” (Los Angeles Times, Aug.
9, 1967, Sept. 24, 1967)

One of the first official acts of the new Governor
in the area of welfare and poverty, was the announce-
ment (press release, Jan. 12, 1967) of the elimination
of eight (later reduced to seven) of the 13 multi-service
centers for welfare recipients which had been opened in
urban centers in the aftermath of the Watts riots. The
Governor explained it as a money-saving step and later
defended the move by asserting that the remaining six
centers were being “beefed up,” while the need for the
others, which had already been eliminated, was being
studied. This seemed to indicate an alarming inclination
to cut first, and ask questions later when it came to
programs to relieve urban ills. (Los Angeles T'imes,
Sept. 24, 1967)

Thus the stage was set for a series of vetoes of
OEO grants which began to reach the headlines late
last summer. At a time when the Governor was des-
perately trying to “trim, squeeze and cut” millions of
dollars out of the state budget, his administration was
geared up to turn away every penny of federal poverty
assistance whose absolute need could not be proved:

“At least half of the proposed OEO programs for
California either "have been approved (by Reagan)
with stringent conditions for redirection or have
been vetoed,” (William) Clark (Reagan’s cabinet sec-
retary) said.

“The Governor has announced to his staff that unless
an offer of assistance fulfills a valid public need, we
are to reject it.” (Los Angeles Times, Aug. 3, 1967)

Clearly the burden of proving a given OEO grant
was needed by California was on OEO — and this while
all other major industrial states (most of which are
governed by Republicans were begging for moré OEO
funds.

By October, Reagan had vetoed at least seven OEO
grants, although the Governor’s office claimed, ap-
parently with some pride, that the correct number ap-
proached eleven. The Sacramento Bee (October 3,
1967) listed the following:

1. Ventura County project aimed at rehabilitating
hard-core unemployed by putting them to work beauti-
fying open areas: $63,270.

2. An Alameda County Legal Aid Society for “on-
campus legal services”: $32,314.

3. Solano County Economic Opportunity Commis-
sion: $65,940.

4. A Los Angeles program for 12 VISTAs for which
no direct cost was listed.

5. An emergency loan program for Yolo County
migrant farm workers: $15,000.

6. A California Center for Economic Development at
Fresno to train low income workers in the field of
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community organization and development: $109,520.

7. A Stockton Unified School District adult basic
education program: $69,911.

When it became apparent that Governor Reagan
had vetoed as many OEO programs as even Lurleen
Wallace (and more than any other Governor in the
country), the Democrats in California gleefully put out
a statement drawing public attention to the mark their
Governor had reached, and the Governor obliged, to
the surprise of many, by claiming that it wasn’t true —
that he had actually vetoed more OEO programs than
the Wallaces, That is when the numbers game began.
The disparity in the veto-count apparently came from
the Reagan Administration’s inclusion of four addtional
semi-vetoes or attempted vetoes. They were:

1. Fresno Tenants Council, which was receiving
$25,949 from OEO. Reagan asked for an immediate
withdrawal of funds, but the federal government re-
fused.
2. $242,316 grant to Pacoima Congregational Church
for social action projects — suspended by OEO Wash-
ington before Reagan had a chance to veto it.
3. $13,074 for the Economic Opportunity Commis-
sion of San Diego for a proposed Asiatic-American
Service Center (Reagan’s veto came three weeks late).
4. A VISTA project at Parks Job Corps Center in
Alameda County; no price tag. (Sacramento Bee,
Oct. 18, 1967). & . o Gt
t any rate, whatever the fina
TOPS IN count yfor California, it is clear
OEO VETOES that Governor Reagan is Num-
ber 1 when it comes to vetoing OEO programs, and that
he likes it that way. In fact, Governors Reagan and
Wallace, between them, have vetoed more OEO pro-
grams for their respective states than all other governors
of the other 48 states combined.*

When Governor Reagan vetoed the first OEO pro-
gram for California, the Sacramento Bee reported that
it was the first time any Governor of any state in the
Western region had ever vetoed an OEO grant, and that
there had been only 13 in the entire nation, largely in
the South.

Reagan’s OEO vetoes are particularly revealing of
his approach toward the poverty program and the prob-
lems of the poor in general. One was the Ventura Coun-
ty project for rehabilitating the hard-core unemployed
by putting them to work beautifying open areas. Gov-
ernor explained it as follows:

Among those ejected, he said, was a Ventura County
project aimed at rehabilitating hard-core unemployed
by putting them to work beautifying open areas.
"We didn't quarrel with the purpose, but when our
research revealed there were 17 hard-core unemployed
and one-half the money would be for seven adminis-
trators to take care of the beneficiaries, we vetoed the
project.” (Sacramento Bee, Sept. 27, 1967)

*William F. Buckley, Jr., was apparently oblivious of this
when he berated questioners for tying Reagan to Wallace
on the issue of OEO vetoes: “No mention that Governor
Pat Brown had also vetoed several anti-poverty projects,”
Buckley fumed. No mention? Of course not, because it
wasn’t true. Cf. Buckley’s N. Y. Post column, 12/26/67.
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But the “research” Reagan referred to appeared g L
have been dangerously superficial, when Assemblymap
Willie Brown (Democrat-San Francisco) rebutted the
Governor a week later:

“The Governor complained that the program called
for providing seven supervisors for only 17 workers,
However, anti-poverty officials said the program wilj
fund only one-half an administrator and half a secre.
tary to assist him.

“The other five ‘supervisory personnel’ would consist
of persons, such as foremen of county crews who are -
already on the employing agency’s payroll. They =
would receive no federal money.” (Sacramento Bes,
Oct. 3, 1967)

Herbert J. Kramer, OEO public affairs dlrector,
then provided further details: =

3

Kramer said federal officials approved $56,250 to pco-«ﬁ
vide beautification, parks and open space jobs in Ven- &
tura for 17 chromcally jobless individuals for 39
weeks. Of the total federal outlay, $3,120 was ear
marked for a half-time coordinator and $620 for a
one-day-a-week payroll clerk. Kramer said the over
head personnel cost to the US government thus was to -
be $3640 — or less than 7%. (Sacramento Bee, Oct
17, 1967)

Nevertheless, Reagan continues to cite the Ventura
project in speeches to groups outside of California.

Perhaps Reagan’s least favorite of all the OEO-
funded programs is the California Rural Legal Assis--
tance program (CRLA). The Governor has observed
that CRLA had a budget of $1,545,847 and a total of
130 lawyers, investigators, secretaries and clerk- typxsts
in ten offices throughout the state.

“Now this sounds just fine, Legal help for the
rural poor.” But he went on to charge that “many” of
the office’s lawyers are actxvely and unethically promot-
ing litigations, often against the state, once again leav-
ing the taxpayers both the costs of the prosecution and
the defense.” (San Francisco Sunday Chronicle and.
Examiner, Sept. 24, 1967) <

In particular, Reagan was irked that CRLA hzui
brought suit to prevent importation of about 8100 bra-
ceros into California on an emergency basis. Remark-
ing that Labor Secretary Willard Wirtz had sided with
him on the issue, he added, “so we have the spectacle of
a federal government body (presumably CRLA) op-
posing the decision of an officer of the President’s cab-
inet.” What Reagan failed to point out was that the
California Supreme Court decided in favor of CRLA,.
and against Messrs. Reagan and Wirtz.

Governor Reagan then gave another example of
the kind of “harrassment” he and his agencies were
being forced to suffer at the hands of CRLA. In one
case, he said, CRLA, “using taxpayers money, is har-
rassing a county welfare office (apparently Sutter Coun-
ty) to the point where that county’s board of super-
visors has to use taxpayers money to hire a lawyer at
$35 an hour to protect its county welfare director.” The
director, the Governor said, saved the unidentified
county $200,000 in welfare costs last year and “in the
eyes of these people saving taxpapers money is 2
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me.” (Los Angeles Times, Sept. 24, 1967)
The Sacramento Bee put all these charges in a lit-
1, clearer petspecnve when it observed that CRLA has
scually won 12 of its 13 cases against the state and
murteu state agencies (Oct. 7, 1967). If CRLA had
st every case, then perhaps the Governor could make
s good case for costly harrassment, but inasmuch as vir-
o _‘u‘ every decision has gone against the state, it
sppears that without CRLA, the state would have been
ermitied to carry out policies which the state courts
Lue found to be illegal and injurious to the poor. The
+hole controversy cast some doubt on whether the Gov-
ot rejected the public defender system as a whole,
.ntil, in the end, he reversed his position and accepted
(RLA grant money from the OEO.

a militant
approach

AW ENFORCEMENT:

The outbreak of violence in the nation’s urban
«enters has given Governor Reagan the opportunity to
.nderline his tendency to view problems as the product
of a single “evil” cause:

Gov. Reagan Tuesday blamed "mad dogs and law
breakers” for the recent racial violence throughout the
US and charged there is a master plan.

“It would be pretty naive to believe these riots are just
spontaneous. I believe there is a plan.”

Asked to identify who is behind the plan, however,
Reagan declined to name names.

He cited reports by law enforcement officials that some
of the same persons seem to show up at every riot.
(LA Times, July 26, 1967)

A constant theme in Governor Reagan’s attitude
wward riots is that agitators, and not poverty or poor
“wing conditions, are the prime causes. He likes to
“int out that the crime rate during the Depression was
euremely low when compared to today’s crime-ridden
=t prosperous and affluent society. (Sacramento Bee,
May 2, 1967)

As 8 result, Reagan apparently believes rioters
“ust be dealt with harshly, without appeasement. Close

“eagan aide Lyn Nofziger echoed this attitude in re-
~mse to plans of Democratic Assembly Leader Jesse

Lnruh to create jobs in an effort to head off summer
“irmoil ;

Nofziger in Los Angeles indicated the Administration

w25 t'nﬁct over Unruh's surprise announcement of a

te-financed program for make- work projects in poor

“tors such as Watts, declaring, “From what we've

4rd, that sounds like a bribe type of thing: 'If we

SC vou some money, you won't riot.” ” — (Los An-
s Times, Aug. 2, 1967) :

At one point during the summer, Governor Rea-
1 expressed considerable irritation at the attention
S . vy ouw . .
18 given the possibility of such outbreaks in Cali-

fornia. His rather helpless response, when asked if he
thought any such disturbances were pending in Califor-
nia, was, “If we keep on talking about them, we'll have
them.” (Sacramento Bee, July 25, 1967). More than
a few observers believe that the Governor also believes
the converse of that statement to be true: ie. if we
don’t talk about them, they’ll go away.

As the summer progressed, however, Reagan began
to concede that some effort to reach the root causes
might be helpful:

“"We are working closely with key leaders at the local
level and with local officials to stimulate grassroots
actions aimed at eliminating the basic and real causes
of racial tensions.”

The governor plans to meet privately today “with a
group of responsible leaders of the Negro community
to talk about these problems and seek solutions.”
Other conferences will follow, he said, adding that
“the first thing I'm going to do Wednesday is listen.”
(SE Chronicle, July 19, 1967)

Unfortunately, however, the “responsible members
of the Negro community” were not always representa-
tive members of the Negro community. In a July 25,
1967 press conference, Negro Assemblyman Willie
Brown (Democrat-San Francisco) charged that all but
one of the 16 Negroes with whom the Governor met
were Republicans and had worked in the Reagan cam-

paign. Furthermore, reports of the meeting indicated °

that Governor Reagan devoted much of his time in ex-
hortations to those present to go back to their localities
and stimulate more local action to alleviate the problem.
Not once did the Governor indicate a willingness to
channel state funds into these areas, nor in fact did any
of the “responsible Negro leaders” even bring the sub-
ject up.

The Sacramento Bee (July 19, 1967) filed the fol-
lowing report concerning the well-publicized meeting
with Negro “leaders:”

James C. Dodd, Negro architect and former. GOP
State Senate candidate, said Reagan ‘admonished” the
persons at the meeting to encourage Negroes to “‘take
more advantage of the facilities that already exist .
and to try to do away with any feeling of hopeless-
ness.”” He said it was very constructive.

He said there was no discussion or suggestion on the
use of state money in financing work projects for
Negro youths.

Governor Reagan apparently sees a very close con-
nection between methods of avoiding riots and methods
of handling them once they have arisen —and in both
cases it is the hard line, the threat and use of force.
This posture was articulated well by then-Executive
Secretary to the Governor Phil Battaglia, as reported in
the San Diego Union (Aug. 16, 1967):

Battaglia said the governor’s plan to avoid mcnal con-
flict and rioting in California this summer “is work-
ing well.”

He revealed for the first time that two weeks ago,
several units of the National Guard had been called
to duty and put on a stand-by basis in the San Fran-
cisco area because of the possibility of rioting there.
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“We could have put troops on Market Street in San

Francisco within twenty minutes after we received a
" call from local authorities,” he said.

The governor, he said, fully intends to live up to his

promise to take swift action to put down rioting, “‘and

this intent itself has a decided put-down effect on those

who start them.”

To Governor Reagan’s credit, at least in regard to
his sincerity and consistency if not his wisdom, this
militant approach to the enforcement of “law and
order” does apply across the board. The Los Angeles
Times (Mar. 12, 1967) observing that the Governor has
said that he would have voted against the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, quoted him as follows:

I believe it was not as well-written as it could have
been. But I've been heart and soul all my life, active
in promoting goals of that act. I regret the great
bitterness that exists. I have repeatedly said that
where the constitutional rights of citizens are violated
for any reason, it is the responsibility of government,
at bayonet point if necessary, to enforce those rights.

Also to Reagan’s credit, while he apparently sees
no limit to the type and extent of force that may be
~applied by the government, he at least rules out the
National Rifle Association proposal that armed vigilante
groups be formed as a back-up for the National Guard:
“You don’t settle anything by citizens taking the law
into their own hands.” (Sacramento Bee, Mar. 10,
1967).

Another theme stressed continually in Governor
Reagan’s views on the rising crime rate and riots, has a
distinctly anti-civil libertarian flavor. If the rights of
the individual conflict with those of society, then Rea-
gan often appears to believe that the individual has no
rights. This would seem to be a direct contradiction on
his belief in “individual freedom” —but apparently
that applies less strictly to police engaged in law en-
forcement. A wrong-doer menaces society. Therefore,
society must punish him without regard to his indivi-
dual rights.

This philosophy is most clearly demonstrated in his
frequent and intense criticism of recent judicial deci-
sions designed to protect individual rights in criminal
cases:

You cannot ignore the fact that crime starts its sensa-
tional rise here in California directly from some of the
judicial rulings that inhibited the policeman and have
prevented him from doing all that he could do. (Ter-
minal Island Officers Club, Oct. 14, 1965)

The Governor has even been reported to have said
(at the National Press Club, May 16, 1966) that he was
specifically against the Supreme Court’s decision barring
police from quizzing a defendant before he is warned
he may talk to a lawyer first.

Reagan’s antipathy for court rulings goes beyond
criminal decisions. When the California Supreme Court
ruled that the Governor’s proposed cuts in the Medi-Cal
program were illegal and contrary to the legislative
mandate, an angry Reagan press release (Nov. 21, 1967)
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declared: “Now the legislature has the chance to s
to the Supreme Court: ‘Get out of our store, We
running our own shop.””

a5
are

Such outbursts as these prompted one liberal Re.
publican legislator to suggest to some of his colleagues
that he is considering ordering one thousand bumper
stickers bearing the slogan, “Support Your Loca
Judge.”

Despite the Governor’s hard line against criminals
(and the courts), his six-point legislative program to
combat crime was astonishingly modest, and to many -
observers ineffective. Except for the usual creation of
commissions to study the problem {and an anti-porno-
graphy measure of questionable relevance), the basic
thrust of the Reagan program was increased penalties
for those apprehended and convicted of violent ctimes.

In his own “Report to the People” on his first hun‘.”:,
dred days’ accomplishments, Reagan described his crime
program as follows: :

3

Among the most important legislation we are seeking
are laws to control crime. This includes bills return- -
ing to the localities the right to deal with local prob-
lems, increasing penalties in some areas, controllin
the dissemination of pornographic material and other
legislation aimed at protecting the innocent. (from
Excerpts of Governor Reagan’s Report to the People -
on April 16, 1967, published by the California GOP
State Central Committee) i

o s

Reagan is a great believer in the deterrent effect of
harsh penalties, but it is to difficult to imagine how any
criminal facing a possible ten-year jail sentence would
be significantly deterred by a possible twenty-year sen-
tence. And it is surprising that the Reagan program
paid virtually no attention to the necessity of improv-
ing crime-prevention methods beyond this hoped-for
increased deterrence. The Governor even vetoed a bill
passed by the legislature (introduced by Democrat Rob-
ert Crown) which would have required cities and coun-
ties (with matching state funds) to pay the cost of
equipping their policemen and sheriff's deputies. At
present, many officers must pay for items such as rain-
coats and guns, out of their own pockets. (LA World-
Examiner, May 20, 1967). The reason for the veto,
apparently, was that it would have been costly.

In fairness to Governor Reagan, one of the six
points of his crime program does deserve special men-
tion. The Governor’s description of it was humane and
libertarian;

We recognize that from time to time persons are ar-
rested unjustly or as victims of circumstances. Yet,
despite their innocence, they must live the remainder
of their lives with a public police record. We are
offering a comprehensive legislative approach that will
provide relief for such persons while, at the same time,
preserving such records for use by law enforcement
agencies and other authorized persons. (Press Release.
Jan. 16, 1967).



2 yETNAM: a big athletic contest

e
Governor Ronald Reagan regularly shuns “labels”

= heing divisive and imprecise. But one label he both
& .. and accepts, is “hawk”:

{ xm 2 hawk,” he said in discussing the Vietnam war.
1. s2id he is “critical of the fact that the military is
. consulted enough on targets which should be
wembed in North Vietnam.” He declared “it's time
¢ end the war,” and expressed belief that an earlier
.atensification of the bombing would have brought the
Communists to the negotiating table. (San Fran-
.sco Chronicle, Sept. 20, 1967.)

This statement is entirely consistent with the Rea-
8 ., philosophy of government but rather surprising in

L .ew of the Reagan style, which opts whenever possi-
sie for ambiguity. Every other Presidential prospect
s been careful to steer clear of any clear designation,
hether as hawk or dove.

But Reagan’s closest similarities to Barry Gold-
sater in both style and substance come in the area of
oreign policy — bold, simplistic, straight-forward and
= cipressing a dangerous faith in military solutions and in

. 5¢ absolute wisdom of military leadership.
E The concept of a “limited war” is an anathema to
% fwnald Reagan. You can’t negotiate with evil. You
& Ln't combat evil with half-way measures. And you
wruinly mustn’t “appease” it. The only way to deal
& suh such an enemy is with a massive application of
~wer and “‘technology.” Pacification and economic
‘evelopment are clearly -secondary and virtually un-
=entioned in all of Reagan’s discussions of foreign
- policy:

[sn't it time that we either win this war or tell the
Amcrican people why we can’t? Isn’t it time to recog-
nize the great immorality of sending our neighbor’s
sons to die with the hope we can do so without
snswering the enemy too much?”

* ® %
The war in Vietnam must be fought through to vic-
“ry; we have been patient too long.”
I

Stop the bombing and we will only encourage the

e

saemy to do his worst.”

erring to North Vietnam as “'a little, 16th rate,
witer-buffalo kind of country,” Governor Reagan
dled for “whatever action is necessary to end this
*ar 25 quickly as possible.” But he did not say what
¢ new President might do. (New York Times, Dec.

% 1967)

Our great strength in the world is technology. This
*aur most potent weapon, We should ask our best
05 how we should handle such hot spots as Viet-
“m instead of using the foot soldier.” (San Fran-
seo Chronicle, Sept. 14, 1967)

&

[his turn-it-over-to-somebody-else theme expressed

in the last quotation is a precise restatement of the
Goldwater position in 1964 (“I would turn to my Joint
Chiefs of Staff and say, ‘Fellows, we made the decision
to win. Now it’s your problem.””) Thus, on September
30, 1967, the Sacramento Bee reported that Governor
Reagan had even gone so far as to say that if the mili-
tary leaders should advise the invasion of North Viet-
nam, “‘then I would be for that.”

The Governor himself recommended other kinds of
escalation in a November 11, 1967 Veterans Day speech:

Governor Ronald Reagan of California said last night
that U.S. should consider the invasion of North Viet-
nam with an “Inchon-type landing.”

Reagan called for further escalation of the war in-
cluding the possible blockade of the Port of Haiphong
and opposed plans for utilizing the UN as a peace-
seeking organization to end the war in Vietnam. (San
Francisco Examiner, Nov. 12, 1967)

Perhaps Reagan’s least plausible foreign policy the-
ory was a curious new twist on the President’s “credi-
bility gap,” which he expressed on ABC’s Issues and
Answers (the same forum on which Goldwater raised
the hue and cry of using tactical nuclear weapons to
defoliate the rain forests three years earlier). The Sac-
ramento Bee (Oct. 23, 1967) and the Los Angeles
Times (Oct. 16, 1967) reported the following:

“I have a feeling that we are doing better in the war
than people have been told. The corner may have
been turned. We may be winning. . . .”
Expanding on this theme, the governor said that in
“reading between-the lines,” and in talking with per-
sons who have been in Vietnam, he has gotten the
impression that the corner may have been turned.
(Times) ,
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“Possibly we will be told when it is politically advan-
tageous for the administration to tell us” how well
we're doing in Vietnam. (Bee)

These statements caused pundit Arthur Hoppe, of
the San Francisco Chronicle, to observe that Reagan had
the right idea but didn’t go far enough. The war isa’t
going better, Hoppe suggested, it has already been won,
and the modest LB] is merely trying to figure out a
way to tell the people that it’s over.

The July 10, 1967 issue of Newsweek contained a
cut-and-paste job of Reagan’s views on Vietnam; the
following excerpts summarize his views:

Evidently, we are not hurting them. I don’t think
anyone would cheerfully want to use atomic weapons.
But the last person in the world that should know we
wouldn’t use them is the enemy. He should go to bed
every night afraid that we might.
S

I haven't declared war on Vietnam here in California,
although if the President asked us to, I'd be very
happy to comply. I don’t have a foreign policy; the
State doesn’t. . . .

I think you have to call this a full-scale war. I think
the way to win a war is to win it.

In his book, T'he Blast of War, former British

s
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Prime Minister Harold MacMillan observed that the
United States likes to win wars like an “‘athletic contest,
without worrying about what happens afterward.” For
Ronald Reagan, the war in Vietnam is one athletic con-
test he’d like to “win” very badly —apparently, no
matter what the consequences. At times, he has shown
an almost puerile insistence on unambiguous victory:

And what has happened to the warrior skills that came
to Americans from experience in wars — experience
unwanted and unsought, but unmatched nonetheless?
We Americans have had one general and continuing
experience outside our waters these past 50 years. It
is the experience of fighting wars, and trying to pre-
vent wars. And yet, at this dismal juncture, somehow
we are unable or at least unwilling to bring to terms,
or force to an armistice, a ramshackle water buffalo
economy with a gross national budget (sic) hardly
equal to that of Pascaguala.

What has gone wrong? What has happened to our
knowledge of politics and power? (Veterans Day
Speech, November 11, 1967).

It should be noted that even the Citizens Commit-
tee for Peace with Freedom in Vietnam (including for-
mer Senator Paul Douglas, former Presidents Eisen-
hower and Truman, and General Omar Bradley — none
of them particularly noted for their “soft” lines), have
called for a “mutual de-escalation of the conflict,” and
emphasized the “limited objectives” of the US, assert-
ing that the American goal is “not military victory but
peace with freedom for South Vietnam.” After citing
the above statements, Peter Lisagor (New York Post.
January 16, 1968) went on to write:

In an obvious thrust at those favoring “unleashing”
air power, the group said that “in this age of nuclear
weapons, we need a better alternative to surrender
than a full-scale war.”

“Our effort is limited, and thus, our patience must
be great.”

As a man who apparently sees no alternative to sur-
render other than full-scale war, Ronald Reagan may
well have isolated himself in a position on the Vietnam
War supported only by the most militant of hawks.
The war issue and questions of foreign policy in gener-
al are thus the areas where Reagan is weakest on a
national forum. His “common sense” views are here
untempered by experience. His usual skepticism for
the advice of the “experts” deserts him when the experts
are military men. His usual prudence in avoiding labels
also evaporates. However effective he may be on a do-
mestic platform, he probably cannot maintain credibility
on questions of foreign policy.

DISSENT: an ugly word

Not surprisingly, in view of the Governor’s ap-
proach to Vietnam, he takes a “hard line” against those
who demonstrate against the war. Reagan’s position on
such demonstrators ranges from insult (questioning
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their masculinity, for example: he likes to tell of
demonstrators he saw in California carrying “make lo
not war” signs, adding that from the looks of them, i
didn’t think they were capable of doing either—Bridg
port, Conn. Post, Dec. 8, 1967) to rather extreme polic
positions, such as declaring war so that protesters coul
be convicted of treason. The Governor has based h
opposition to the demonstrators on the theory that the
are “giving aid and comfort to the enemy.” The follov
ing press reports give examples:

Reagan said if the nation were formally at war, the

anti-war demonstrators who defied policy orders could

be punished for treason.

“There would be plenty of laws to cover them if we

were technically in a state of war.”

He said he “certainly” would not suggest such sanc-

tions be used against peaceful demonstrations.-

He said press reports of his view left him a little

“impatient.” (LA Times, UPI, Oct. 29, 1967)

$ . !

“Of course you have to have freedom of speech but

once you have committed some young men to fight and

die, freedom of speech must stop short of lending

aid and comfort to the enemy.”

He maintained that “when demonstrations attempt to

interfere with shipment of men and supplies to the

war, as some of those here did last summer, then you

are lending comfort to the enemy and there is an

ugly word to describe it.” (Los Angeles Times,

March 12, 1966)

Defenders of the Governor have said that he aj
plied. his implicit charge of treason only to illegal den
onstrations. Yet he has frequently failed to make a di
tinction between legal and illegal dissent. He even wet
so far as to oppose the placing of Proposition “P” ¢
the ballot in San Francisco for the 1967 election
(Proposition “P” called for an immediate withdraw
from Vietnam.) He didn’t just urge a “no” vote, }
said it shouldn’teven be on the ballot. Why? Becau:
“it might give aid and comfort to the enemy.” (Sacr
mento *Bee, Oct. 31, 1967; and San Francisco Chronicl
Nov. 2, 1967) :

In fairness to Governor Reagan, it must be sai
that he has passed up some opportunities to be abs
lutely anti-libertarian in this area, One example w:
when, typically, he came down squarely on both sid
of the question of drafting the protesters:

s

“Emotionally, I could go along with General Her-
shey,” he said, “and I understand how he feels. But
rationally and intellectually, I can’t go along with
using the draft to punish people.” (Hartford Times,
Dec. 5, 1967) .

To his credit, the Governor has also said he is o
posed to the draft system in peacetime, but he has ind
cated that he opposes its abolition now, during a tio
of war, however undeclared. (New Haven Registe
Dec. 4, 1967)

Finally, it should be noted that the Governor do
not always issue a blanket denunciation of all dissentet
A notable instance was his humane willingness to arg
with a young dissenter at the Los Angeles Airport
Thanksgiving Eve 1967. There he showed that ho



et shrill his remarks on group dissent may be, in the
: ~",‘\( nalysis, he is personally tolerant of the individual’s

sl J < = .
_ht to express views contrary to those of the majority.

“ioN CAMPUS: meet force with force

e

¢ Ronald Reagan’s struggle with the academic com-
sumty has been carried out on two fr(')nts: against the
& (diruptive) students, one of his favqnte.campangn tar-
* o and against the administrators, in his battle to cut
: ;uﬂs. :
2 The opening volley was fired almost immediately
= cpon [nauguration, with the dismissal of Clark Kefr.
3 Despite widely held belief to the contrary in liberal cir-
8 (s, Reagan did not actuaily instigate the firing of
¥ X, although Reagan and his two appointees to the
% soard of regents did cast their votes for dismissal. But
7 tev did not have enough votes to effect the dismissal
& xithout support from several other regents appointed by
% iormer Governor Brown. Many observers believe the
% move to oust Kerr may have come as a surprise to
Reagan, who would have preferred to delay such a
 vwwdown until a more fortuitous time. But the Gov-
4§ =0r cannot be absolved of all or even a large part
¢ of the responsibility, since his tireless (and effective)
% ampaigning on the issue of campus demonstrations
% und allegedly weak administration from Kerr was
#darly one of the most decisive elements in creating
i atmosphere and setting the stage for Kerr’s dis-
assal.
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“You see one campus, you've seen ’em all . . .!”

The well-publicized demonstrations and disturban-
ces on various state college and university campuses in
the past year produced a response from Reagan virtually
indistinguishable from his attitude on “crime in the
streets” and racial disorders: that is, to treat the dis-
ruptive students like any other criminals or rioters, with
a massive application of force.

In a December 7, 1967 press release, Governor Rea-
gan spelled out his views in detail, with a four-point
program to “preserve law and order” on the campus.
The basic thrust of it was that a campus was not differ-
ent from any other place, and the police should be
called in at the earliest possible moment. The last para-
graph of the release summed it up nicely:

We must restore confidence in the ability of our edu-
cational institutions to maintain the same standards of
conduct which apply to the rest of society and to elim-
inate disorderly interference with academic pursuits.

What the Governor failed to mention was that he
would also have to “restore confidence” in the ability of
his educational institutions to provide a good education
and racial dignity for minorities — especially blacks —
before he could reasonably expect the disruption to stop.

An incident at San Jose State last fall typified Gov-
ernor Reagan’s attitude on this matter. In response to
what black students considered to be rampant racial dis-
crimination on campus, a group of black militants, both
on campus and off, threatened violent disruption of a
football game if it were played as scheduled (among
their complaints was discrimination on the football
team). Tension on the campus had reached monu-
mental proportions, and there was little doubt in any-
one’s minds that if the fotball game were played, large
scale violence and probably bloodshed would most
likely result. The President of the College, Robert D.
Clark, and even State Commissioner of Instruction Max
Rafferty conceded that there was racial discrimination
on the campus. ~

Consequently, President Clark cancelled the game,
put all the sororities and fraternities on probation, and
created an ombudsman to investigate and fight on-cam-
pus discrimination. Clark stressed that the game had to
be called off because of the very real threat of violence
from off-campus, not from his students.

Reagan and Rafferty were fit to be tied. “If X had
to ask the President to call in the whole US Marine
Corps,” Rafferty proclaimed, “that game would have
been played. I wouldn’t have submitted to it. This is
no good. I don’t like blackmail.”

Reagan’s words were a little more modest, but his
position no less extreme: “I feel it was yielding to the
threat of force. It was appeasement. . .. (I believe in)
calling out the necessary force and law enforcement.”

In the heat of the dispute, the most moderate voice
was heard from Victor Lee (a white), president of the
Associated Students at San Jose State: “It seems to me
that any step to avoid violence or possible arson is de-
finitely wiser than risking it.” (San Francisco Chron-
icle and Los Angeles Times, Sept. 27, 1967)

Between the Governor's attitude toward campus
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dissent and demonstration and his financial policies on
education, Reagan very quickly became one of the least
popular figures on California’s college and university
campuses. His presence in the Governor’s chair is given
as the reason for the refusal of a large number of aca-
demics to take jobs in the California educational sys-
tem. The reason: Reagan stresses repression of any dis-
turbance without treating the underlying causes—and
often without even discussing the real grievances of
students, faculty and administration,

APPOINTMENTS AND ADVISORS:

at ease with business

Governor Ronald Reagan’s appointments and staff
can be characterized neither as extremely bad nor as
extremely good. Some of them are broadly experienced,
and many (especially his personal staff) are bright,
young and aggressive. But one generalization can be
made: Governor Reagan likes to stick with his own
kind, and very rarely ventures out into a field with
which he is unfamiliar to find an appointee. Conse-
quently, there is a heavy reliance on businessmen and
conservatives, even in areas where they are tainted by
past controversies.

It came as no surprise, then, that Governor Reagan
named Albert C. Beeson, a management leader, to head
the California Department of Industrial Relations —
a post usually reserved for labor spokesmen or at least
men who are neutral between business and labor. Mr.
Beeson was a member of the NLRB under President
Eisenhower and his pro-business posture had created
quite a storm in the US Senate before utilmate confir-
mation. (LA Times May 5, 1967)

Reagan also appointed a businessman, William C.
Hern, as Labor Commissioner. (LA Times, Feb. 19,
1967). Critics called the appointment part of a general
policy of choosing “foxes to guard the chicken coop.”

Pro-business Reagan appointees on the State Divi-
sion of Industrial Accidents and Workmen’s Compen-
sation Appeals Board provoked considerable contro-
versy when they claimed last summer that the Work-
men’s Compensation policy had been “too liberal,” and
cut it back sharply. Millions of dollars were thus saved
to the employers, but at precisely that cost to the em-
ployees — and perhaps ultimately to the taxpayers of the
state, should disabled workers be forced onto the wel-
fare rolls. (LA Times, July 20, 1967)

+ The Governor also apparently felt at ease with real
estate magnates. He named Peter R. Johnson of San
Francisco, the president of a real estate investment firm,
to head the Division of Fair Employment Practices,
which is charged with enforcing California’s open hous-
ing law. (Oakland Tribune, April 11, 1967)

He also nominated Burton E. Smith, an ardent sup-
porter of the controversial Proposition 14 and opponent
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of open housing, as Real Estate Commissioner. (SF
Chronicle, Macch 24, 1967). Smith was only approved
after several days delay in the State Senate because of
his open housing position. (Oakland Tribune, March
28, 1967)

Governor Reagan ran into even more trouble in
the State Senate over a nominee for the State Board of
Education. William J..McCandless, an ardent follower
of arch-conservative State Superintendent of Public
Instruction Max Rafferty, had aroused heated contro-
versy in his own local school district in Orange County
by an uncompromisingly pro-school prayer posture long
after the US Supreme Court had declared prayers in
public schols unconstitutional. When the Senate balked
at his nomination to the State Board of Education, his
name was withdrawn. (Sacramento Bee, Feb. 14, 1967,
Feb. 24, 1967) v

To his credit, Governor Reagan has not excluded
Negroes, or at least a Negro, from his major appointees.
He appointed James E. Johnson as the first Negro Di-
rector of Veterans Affairs. But it should be noted that
Johnson, a self-professed “conservative,” could hardly
be described as a “soul brother” to most of California’s
blacks, and is in no way an exception to Reagan’s pat-
tern of appointments. Johnson startled more than a few
observers by a tolerance of the John Birch Society un-
matched by many of Reagan’s white appointees: “I
don’t hate their philosophy. The people I met were
Christian people, and we went to church together.” (SF
Chronicle, May 9, 1967)

One of the closest Reagan advisors, on an informal
basis (he is neither an appointee nor a paid staff mem-
ber), is millionaire oilman Henry Salvatori — an early
Goldwater supporter and one of Reagan’s. first and
heaviest financial contributers for the gubernatorial
campaign. A self-professed “moderate to liberal” on
domestic affairs, Salvatori’s real political philosophy
may be understood more precisely in light of the follow-
ing excerpt from an interview reported in the Sacra--
mento Bee (Mar. 5, 1967): il

“T consider myself a conservative on foreign policy,”

he said, explaining why he supported Dr. Fred
Schwarz and the Christian Anti-Communist Crusade -
and organized the Anti-Communist Voters League. -
“But on domestic affairs, I consider myself moderate

to liberal. I'm for the graduated income tax. I've
never accused the State Department of treason. I've
said the State Department has unwittingly followed »
the Communist line, but I've never accused it of trea-
son. Only the extremists do that.”

By his own estimation, Salvatori meets with Gov-
ernor Reagan at least weekly, phones often, is consulted
on major matters, and set up the screening committee to
select the top twenty key men in the administration.

Ronald Reagan: Here's the Rest of Him was written and
researched for the Ripon Society Governing Board by Mich-
acl C. Smith and reviewed by members of the Ripon
Society’s Los Angeles Chapter. Reprints are available at S1
each ($50 per hundred).
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