ESTHER PETERSCN

EXIT INTERVIEW

EMILY SOAPES: This 1is an intarview with Esther Peterson., in her
offi1ce in 485, Cld Executive Office Bu:lding, on January 5, 1881.
The interviewer 1s Emily Scapes, of the Presidential Papers
Project. Also present at this interview with Esther Peterson 1is
Ed Cchen, also of Mrs. Pesterson s staff.

We may well be hitting tops and waves, but again this 1s sort of

ar outline-type thing.

ESTHER PETERSON: ESco you want 1t king cf an cutiine thing?

SOAPES: Yes, Yes. Now, you were appoirted Special Assistant for
Consumer Affairs in Apraxl of '77.

PETERSCN: In April.

SOARPES: Which would have been ore of the =sarly agminisiration

appcintments.

PETERSON: January, February, March , April. Yes,

SOAPES: Was that expressly for the purpose of getting thi

(V3]

Consumer Protection Agency passed?



PETERSON: Yes, tne aéswgnment was for me to come T Aand hteis gev
the consumer agency 117 passed, ang thern Ts 5Tay on and Just

The Tdea was that I'd be a goond cer
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help get it 1n place.
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doing 1t, because I had nc interest in going or agministering it

after we got it througn, and that would leave the Pras:dent opsn
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for any kind of agpointment that he wantsg. Alsc,
the OFffice of Consumer Affairs was not figured 1nto 1 at Lrnat

time. The dua'l area, that that was deveicped as 1t was, and
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e who

because we felt this wculd pass very shortly, ang ti

would bte brought together.

SCAPES: And you had nc Thcught you would be ne-e fcur vears

then?
PETERSCN: No, not at ail.
SHARPES: Then was that what jyour ofTi1¢e worsked on manty Thas

f1rst year?

PETERSON: That time--my first efforts were very definitely on
that and doing some advising over at the OCA, Lo try to keep it
on target because it was 1n a rather difficult--low morals—-

tecause many of the former administration peoct’

o

werea

i

witloon,
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hanging around for a long, long time on payroclls, anc the

direction was not very clear. But I did not have the autncrity

[



o be Director 2f tne CCA until a lazer date I can’t remember
what that date was. But I dig co 1nformal acvising at tnat time.
ED COHEN: August 12.

PETERSON: August 12,

SOAPES: Of 777

COHEN: '78.

SCAPES: '78. That was after the... )
PETERGON: When they enacted that, the President saic, 'What are
.we going to do?”

SCARPES: Right, Right. I Tetepncre ring. Tape Stors?

SCAPES: Davidc [Alsobrook] irnterviewed Nancy--I1 car’t remember
her last name--

PETERSON: Erwin?

SCAPES: Yes, who worked for vyour office.

PETERSON: A Tong time ago.
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S: A ichg time agc. Anc when she eft, sne talkec a great
deal about how 1t was apsoiutely such a terriple disappointment

e your office. In prief, I wnow big business lobbied a great

deal against the bi111. Do you see 1t as the peginning of what we

o

hear now as, "Get government off ocur backs?”

PETERSCN: Oh, I think 1t was part of that. But 1%t was also a
kind of cuimination of a long periocd where business had been
opposed to an agency, a representation. I think they capitalized
on the campaign cf the President that we gon’t want more
government. We don’'t want any more bureaucracy--we want less.
And they twisted that, and made 1%t awfully difficult for us %o
lcbby, except this was exactly what he was saying--to bDring
together, toc coalesce 1t, to tighten 1t and to noct have a big
budget. But we were really--had a very difficult time because

there hac beern 80 much on the nega%tive s1ce. S0 we were on the
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defensive as we lcbbied for that 211,

SOAPES: And the President was very definitely committed tc...

PETERSON: Very definitely. He was very supportive. He was very
supportive. Far more than some of the other pecple. I just
can’t forget when Griffin Bell--I picked up the print, a clipping
from the Atlanta paper, where he quoted, saic, "Esther couldn’t

get that bill passed with a biil-passing machine.” It was in the



prass. And I was naving to fight, T calied-- 'Mell. that wasn't
what I sazc, Esther.,’ ycu kncw 'da ¢a gz da.  Ana we haag a lot

1

of difficulty with scme of the peocis whe were arcund, 'n that,
not really beilng entnus-astic. Tell me if I'm wrong., Just tel’

me the truth.

SCAPES: And there was some talx in the paper at the time that it

-

would pbe mace a ‘78 campaign issue. I don’t recall 1t myself.

PETERSON: Well, I think that certainly the consumers--Ralph
Nader and many of tnem--said tihts was going to rce one. But the
difficulty 1s that 1t was a process bill, whicn 1s very
difficult--we didn’t say that we were going to see that vour
zipper’s repaired, or that your car was going o be repaired--
you know, that sort cf thing.

Because we're sti111 in that ambivalent stage of the consumer
movament when psopie think 1n Terms of these concrete consumer
rip-cffs, What we wers Lrying *o do, wha:ACartef WAS Trying Lo
do, 1s to get, really. a consumer cerspective into the decision

making so we nhave a structure for taking cars of thes

[\

guestions.
He was Tar ahead of where the average consumer was. Sc¢ there was

a difficulzy 1n that, Cecause it 1s a new ccncept,

SOARPES: By that. I take 1t you don't think that it’s something

that’s dead for all time?

[&1]



al'. In fact, the President has saic

ot

PETERSCN: Ch, no. Not a
1t every Toime, n eserytrning that we've gone 1nto--we wouid have
had 1t nigh on our agenda fTor the next session of Congress.
Whezher we would have pushed hard, depending cn the way tThe votes
go, in fact I’m guite sure I would have said to the President,
"It’s foolish to go where we thought we would pe defeatec. - As
we would now. There are a lot of technizcal things that...

s this going tc be sealsd for a while, now?

-

SCAPES: These are considered presidential papers, just like ycur
office records. They would nct be opened until--what would they

say-—-they’re processed, until the Library’s copened for research.

Now how icng thnat’il be, we con’t know., The Ford Library 318

getting ready tc open, and that’s been a reccrd time...

PETERSCN: wWell,
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or exampie, 1n my letter of resignation tc the

atd in it ther
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Just signed and sent in,
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President, whicn
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were a number of trings . would do

the trnings I would do differantiy 13 that althcugh
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fought awfully hard, I wouig have fought harder...0h I don
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what I said now...%o have that bill not pulled off the Tlioor,
when 1t was pulled off the ficor over my objections. I also
would have fought--althcugh the President supported me completely
in the Cabinet meeting--I1 would have really dcne a lct more

Tobbying with everyone I know, Jjust to have them know that if

h



thigs bi111 was defeated, there was going tc pe defeat on

everything else that came down tne pipe.

COHEN: I think aisc...

SOAPES: Yes.

COHEN: I think also ancther thing we might have done 1in
retrospect was toc have brought to the President’s attention some
of the problems that we were having within the White House...

PETERSON: Within the White House.

COMEN: Where we were not getting the support we were entitled

to.
PETERSCN: That's really orne cof the things that I meant wnen I
said 1n my sentence to the Presidert... I think I would rave usad

my-—-and 1 remember what Arthur Gocldberg said to me when I was
Assistant Secretary of HMealth was to act like an assistant
secretary. That I forgot what pewer I did have, as a Specia)
Assistant to the Presigent, to really go bang on the door, which

is really hard for me to do.

SCAPES: Bang on the President’s door, you mean?

-



PETERSCON: Very hard. Or on the assistants’ dcors. Becausze I'm
not one of the inner circle, and not cne of the--I know that.
But anyway, I did put in my letter. coviously {1naucible phrase]

these are <inds of examples of what I'm taiking about.

SOAPES: This may be jumping aheac a tittle bit, tut one of the
things I wanted to ask you is toc ccmpare--vyou have worked at the
agency level and you've worked now on the White House staff. I
know its often thought 1n the agencies that it’s the white House

staff that’'s got the power. What 1s your reflection on that?

PETERSON: Well, I think it just depends. This 1s the third
President I have worked for, and I was not part of tThe wWhite
House under [John] Kennedy, but I was very close. You know 1%
depends on what issue. The White House was very powerful then.

3

I remember going through Kennedy fcr all kinags of things. I had

gasy access tc him, because we had had a gcod rslatronship. So I

tnhcught

¢t

rere, cnce I got the wWwhite House Y My ocorner, I was 1n.
So from that point of view.

With [Lyndon] Jchnson, it depended on the 1ssues, avery
time. I felt it a little differently tnere because I was a
Kennedy person, which made my relationshnip with Johnson not guite
as clear as it was with Kennedy, whc had made the appointment.
No, the White House was all-powerful, and I can remember as
Assistant Secretary of Labcr, our having to be sure that if

anything looked good, we got it over tso the white House for them

[$%)



tc announce., Carter never gid anything iike that. He dizZn't
pick up the gplums where he could have ticked them up. Sometimes

he got credit for all kinds of thing but tney weren t the

53]

things you could bank on. {Inaudible sentence] I don’t know 1if

that answers your question?

SOAPES: Yes, 1t does, it really does. Now, tc get back to the
Consumer Protecticon Agency, you had to shift gears. There was a
consumer council set up by exscutive order shortly theresafter.
Now, was this something that as you saw a p11l1 was not going to

pass that you...

PETERSONM: It happened afterwards. wWe tTried tc get tThne piii. It
was withdrawn from the floor, which reaily annoyed me very, very
much bSecause I felt that 1t was pettzr toc have nad--1 thougnt we

coulag have won 1f we had just really dug.
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COMEN:  Gur vote cocunt indicated tThat we were fivsg .o Ten vot

up.

PETERSON: Five to ten votes.

COHEN: Up.

PETERSON: Up.



rozan rsad a‘i o Lne votes o ant,
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TOHEM:  And, of courses, ycu nev
Sut vou prefer to go to the fioccr when you 72 Up “oan wren you 72

even or Jdown as we were...

PETERSCN: It disappeared. Frank Moore felrn that we couildn’ i

make 1t.

SCAPES: Was he that one who...

PETERSCN: Yes, and he had 1= pulled c¢ff the ficir withcut asking

me .,

SOAPES: I thought I heard thazZ..

PETERSON: That was my biggest, biggest disapocc-ntiment. anc
that’s when I was ready Jjust to walk cgut and sar, "'To melt witn
the whole ocutfi1t.” I rea’liy was zeed-cff ov T s, and the

) . . - . e s - . e i e IS
President did cali me and talk Lo ms gbeout 0 =202 azrsed when |
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got btack and caimed down we couid talh
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understand hcw anyone wouig Lhink tThat w

Qutd Zive Trhat
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cprositicon three more months, and they wouldn’'t dc better than
they did that day. I’d been arcund Congress far too ‘ong toc know
the way those things work, I know how tc count votes., and that's
what really bothered me very, very much. Thean «hen I camre Cachk

-
!

we finally got our interview, and it tock me a lcng Lime. Thaz

was 1in... when were we defeated?

13



SQCAPES: Was 1% in the spring?
PETERSON: No, Cctober.
COHEN: It was October.

PETERSCN: OCctober. Because I took a plane out immediately, out
home because I was sc furiocus. The day I broke my arm was 1in
December, the day I saw the President, sc it tocok me that long.

The President said to me when I talked tc him on the telegphone,

<3

"As soon as you get back, call me and we 11 get together.’
[inaudible sentence] He was very gocd. I can’t underline
strongiy enough my belief in this man. Whenever I got thn-ough to

him, I had no problems at all. I admire him tremendously. I

think he’s a great President. But not very pooular. A really

gecod President. I’ve taiked very franwiy...
SOAPES: Nc, I want you to. It’s not scmething that’s said in
malice.

PETERSON: It is not in malice, 1t is not in malice. It’s 1n
admiration, really. Well, anyway. Anc then he came back, "What
do we do about all this?” And then there were some meetings.
He talked to Jim McIntyre first. Then we gct 1nvoived in it and

came up with a plan whereby--and the whole thing was, "Do 1 leave



ving wsre that I could have
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or don’t I leave?’ So my terms cf

3

a little it more autheority in tne ¢ecis on making and that we

{

b
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could develop a pian. I guess that was apout as clear as
could pe, wasn’t it? And we drafteg something and he agrzaed.

ust

Ca.

And then he put me in the decision flcocw so I could have
a littie bit more say and pring some perspective in the pclicy-
making, which is the real thing that I am very proud c¢f as far as
Carter’s consumer poiicy. 1 want nistcry to show that he was the
first one, the first President that has ever realily moved irn ana
put the consumer perspective intc it, not that we won it aii the
time, but the point is that the door was cpen for us ncw tc be

that weren't the fact.
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able to do this, and I would feel sad

0

And thers was a

W

Then the 1idea, "Well, hcow do vou do 1%7

4

rea’l confiict here. because tne idea under the bili had oeen to
take awav all these consumer offices that had beer set up by Ford

and bring 1t together. I found, as I lobbiad that bill, that one
of The reasons we were defeatad was becauss “hese pecp e raaily,
under the tab'e, campailgneg asga:nst us ozecause they were aftraid

of lesing their jobs. And they wers a very strong force togetner

[te]

witn the business community. Sc it made 1t really rougn for us
at that time.

So what 1 proposed was that we get all these pecple
together. We study the record of what Ccocngress saild. We study
the debates just to see what beat us. And we did, anc we got

seven or eight option books, where we read them and wcrked ocut

opticon papers and decided the answer was two things. One was to

_‘
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s-rangthen the offices witnin the Tageral acencies, Lecause

i

that's rea'ly what Congress sald. Tney dig noT say Te us through
tnat debate that they dig not want any consumer consideration,
sut thev did say they deon’t want another agency. And goc ahead,
I'm putting this 1n simple terms, gc ahead and do what you can do
yourseives under existing authority.

So what we did was recommend that we have an [1naudidle
wordsl]l., WwWell, first we had the options. And we studied it. We
brought in business. We brought 1n labcor. wWe brought 1n
consumers., We brought in all these exgerts witnin the
government. It was a very mammoth Job. I tnink those papers
zught to be really part of the Presidential Licrary, because 1t's
nistorical what we did tners. wWs analiyzed all z2f what was going
on and came up with what was wrong. Wny we weren't working. And
then we drafted an executive order to take care of what was
wrcng, and ne signed 1t. And let me tell you now that he asked

the best guestiocns of anybody.

cSoAPES; I don’t understand.

FETERSON: They were in the margin of trhe decision memo. Better

than CMB. Better than any of them.

CCHEN: His [questions] went to the thrust of what we were trying
tc accomplish. He was looking at the forest rather —han the

trees. The guesticnhs you get out of the staff. and staff
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more are the
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circulatior, cecgestrian t.pe

Prasident wCulC ask proac. sSweeping...

PETERSCON: That's it. Go ahead.

ZOHEN: Broad sweeping, ‘where does this fi7 1nto

picture?” type guestions, which is the
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PETERSCN: And then he asked the sp
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that decision memc, and it will be 3
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the papers,

said 1in the margins.

He 1nsisted that it

COHEN: The head of the agency.

When all the others said, "Ch ro,
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f," anc he sar1d, "That' s the o
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tceen better,
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never forget tre day that we anrounced the crder.

the elevator. Remamber that? I tdn't 11
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speechwriters had given him, and

you could make This point and that ooint and that

got In there, and he made them.
SCAPES: Yes, I've seen the transcripts.

questions

i

the whoie

ecific guestions.,

cf the President.

We’ve got

and what he
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the

President,
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int,

He askeg something apcut the funding of

be scmebody rapgorting to the Secretary.

it

1T,

You can’t move

1T

and we



PSTERSCN:  Ancd he Just did it.

SOAPES: Extemporanecusiy.

PETERSON: Well, he’s done that I don't know how many times.

COMEN: He came up with the best quote of the administration in
trying to characterize the executive order, which 1s, "I want the
federal government to think Tike the consumer would think.” 1

can’t think of a better way to say t, to define the gcal.
PETERSON: S0 you see, that’s why I can sav I think he’s the
atrongest consumer President, of the three Prasidents 1 'vs worked
with. But it was a development of histcry. I'm not gocing %to
underestimate what Kennedy did, in hiz right.

SCAPES: Because they wers pathfinders.

PETERSON:  And Johnson certainly put an ¢ffice in the white

House. Nixcn kicked it cut, kicked 1t down. Cord dismantiag
and made... We’ve taken what Ford built and made something good
out of it.

SCAPES: [id you feel that this office was able to serve the
function of helping to make the federal government--at least

putting it forward?

15
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PETERSON:  No questicn apout it. And we’ 1! have 1n our

presidential papers our summary of what we wantzd to accoap . ' sh.

¢t

There’'s nc gquestion abcut it. And the thing that’'s good 18 that
the mechanism is there and is beginning Lo operate. I was just
talking this morning, you know what Lowe'l Tally did over at
Treasury on the usury laws, for examplsa, what we did on  wine
labeling. Having somebody sit there at the deciszicn-making level

that says, "Now, wait a minute, how dces that affsect the
censumer?”  And that’s just beginning.
Now 1f Reagan cuts it out, why then we'ra back tc scuare

§ - -

one. We'll never be bacxk Lo sguars one again because I think
we'vae got a taste cout there of what thia can do. Anc even
Cabinst officers have said to me, "Esthar, you know that Tittls

gal you insist on having. She’'s nct bad. She may stick th:s

thing out.” I never forget walking wiin M1
sa1d he'd never thought aocut these things befors. We've never
nac Lo taxe the consumer perspect vya.  Ang Zrat’'s wny it's

breaking new territory. It's forging new zreas. 1 think zhat's

Lhe esxciting thing about Carter. H
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SOAFPES: And the main disadvantage you see of what you did get
passad by execuiive order versus what would have peen passed by

congressional bill is the permarsnce of it?



PETERSON: Well, the permanence cf 1%, and then I tnink the other

in

thing is, if they think it will take the place ¢f a bi11l. there’s
a lot of cenfusicn on the Hill., One of the other things I would
have done differentiy, I would have bezn on the Hil11l lots more,
lobbying what I felt. And I was a little reluctant toc do that
because Frank Mcore and I didn’t get along too well. [inaudible
phrase], to be honest, ard I didn't want them tc think that I was
sticking my ncse in their affairs.

But ordinariiy, the thing that I had not liked 1is that I was
given tne responsibility, but not the authcrity. And I think
that’s something no one should ever take. I¥ you havs thz

e 3

respceongic Tity, you've gt to have the authcerizy to gc with

cf

[

I thirn:. trat was seriocus. Ancd that doesrn’t mean Zhat I Jidn’x

4

get alcng, you «now what I mean, but I was conscicus of it.

think I'm fair in saying that, £d.

CSOHEN: Y=o, I otrink 1t’s important, Esther, o gistinguish--to

—~+
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2T why Lress Jonsumer programs are net a substitute for the

consumar agency biti.

PETERSON: Yas, now...

COHEN: And specifically the powers that you dorn’t have, in

addition to the issue of permanence.

17



SETERSCN: The point is that what we’'ve dona througn the

executive order 1s 1O be sure that we nav2 2 good way q? ENOWI NG
what the consumer thinks and getting thaz 1ntc the policy making
in a number of ways. We sel up s0 we hnow The money 3shou
spent for the consumer. We got budget review. HNe have a

professional series ncw, SO we can now begin to nave precfassicona

consumers, SC we can hear an econcmist, cr consumer specialist

o

here. And that’s a whole new revolutionary fLhing, and we'rs
having fights on that, because it’s not easv.

But the thing that we don’t have, 1n fact, is tThe power Lo
intervene and tc take to court, if necessary. That' s what we 2o
need. And that’s why we must have poth. Ws musT nave the agency
£i11 that says that we can intervene anc that ws can represent
the consumers. Anc we must have the structure within avery
agency that is locking at tha consumer’s pcint of view in their

decision-making and being sure that their ag

- A S
N Iervas Tnes

W

S

consumer well.

30APES: Again, respcnsibility and authcrit..

PETERSCN: That’s right. 1It’s both, and it's very necessary.

And you do not have both now. And we’'ve run into some difficulcy

because we have been intervening in some casses., Ir ITT and in...

COHEN: AT&T.



PETERSCN: AT&T, anc...

COHEN: Two ATAT rate-making proceedings and three procsed:ings

before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commissicn on utility rate

PETERSON: And a lot of them don’t like us to do that. bul wa va
been Lrying to say that this is the kird of authority we want.
That’s why [Senator John. Danforth put an amendment corn tha 5171
up before Congress the cther day that there were no funds to be
used for this. In a meeting, "Esther, you can have al'® ths
education you want, but don’t intervene.” That kingd of T-ing.

The point is that we put our foot in the water and are

testing it, so I'm Jjust convinced that Cartsr i1s on the right

path. I think had he been rs-slected, that he would Just go down

in history as a superb consumer person, at bringing in the
pecple. I don’t always match the consumer and the people, bu
realiy doing what was symbcl-zed by his administraticon,
hopefuily. And I thini this would have been, and ircesc 3
1is, and I think history will write it that way, and I'11 te
awfully anxious to see that it deoes. But I - -think alsc trat i

will be, four more vears would have peen, .,

SOAPES: In this administration, one of the key issues--as some
people say the one that led to the downfall--was economic

planning. Was this scmething you were in on?



SOAPES: I know you workead somewhat witr 20 frag rann.

PETERSCN: Yes, we worked a great cdeal, and I trisd always to
suppiement. I found that Alfred and I worked, wel’, I had a
great admiration for him. And I found that in policy meetings I

He

m

couid folliow him pretty much with a clear conscienc

e

supportad us, really always, I think, anag in ail of our decision

memes. We had a very good relationship anc I trustsd hi
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eccnomic area, very thorougnly. 8c what I tri sSuppRor:
him ard thern do what we could to help people cops with reaiiiy.

NOL To say that we wers Deing the eccnomists, which we are not.

SOAPES: Not being an economic analyst 1n the process.

PETERESCN: However, we ¢1d 381t on the mestings they had, wilh
congressmen, agricuitural policy meetings, orn 3rain, oF wheat, on

imports, atl cf that--we were present,

SOAPES: You did not go to the Camp David summit on...

PETERSCN: No, I was never at the Camp David summit, and I was

very disappointad. I’m sorry about that. I dcon’t know wno made

up those lists. I really have the feeling the President would



have askec me, 1f he had had ths occasion tz. I've never been

part cf the inner circle.

! o

SCAPES: I know you have to get going up €2 tne H111. Buz whatl

)

un—acddressed issues do you see right now for the future of...
PETERSCN: I think public participation--the funding of public
participation is probabiy going to be tne biggest onse. Just off
the top of my head.

COHEN: I think the maintenance of health and safety.
PETERSCN: And maintenance of health and safaty..

COHEN: Regulatory programs.

PETEREON: Unde=r the regutatory. Yas, tha<'z gosaible. I was

thinking of cur particuiar 28HA [QOccupaticral Safery arng Health

[
i1

Administrationl, certainly has that and F2a [Fzod and Drus

Administraticn] and all the rast of them. We've been vary

supportive of all that.

COHEN: And EPA [Environmental Protection Agencyl.

PETERSON: EPA, and all that. And then I think also that the

funding of the enforcement of the existing laws is going <o be
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very important. And how do we enforce the
feeling that we’'ra gcoing tc b2 very jax on some 3% Tre sa sty

Taws.

SCAPES: I’ve heard 1t said that it’s going to be a bad time now

for consumerism.

PETERSON: A bad time. And it’s interssting for me, that
consumers are saying, "How are we going Lo orgarize ourssives,’
to create what they are afraid tne government wiil not be doing.

I think that was very interesting. I got thazt in a meeting the

other day, and I thought that was fantastic. 3c I said you've
got to be your own, Just like 1n the grocery steore. If tne

dating isn’t right, yell about it. But thereforse, I thirk that

expect far more community organization.

SOAP!

mn
w
[

s there any one thing that you ars most pleased about

—

n th

(D

Time you nave been on staff during the Carter

administration?

PETERSON: I think I’m most pleased with getiting the executivsa

order 1in place, getting that througn. And, along with that,

-+

seeing that the consumer is moved up into the decision-making o
the White House, as well as out in the agencies, which is the

point.



Also, I think the fact that we'va been acis to take
responsibility, been given responsitility for some Dig po icy

decisions. For example, this hazardcus substanze export polacy,

[¢1]

which is really-—we worked on for two-and-a-ha :f yesars--and we

don’t know gquite yet how that’'s going tc come cut. Wsa'ra having
a Jot of ups and downs with it. Byt this will be the first time
the consumer office has really taken a3 major rzle in formulating
top level policy--where the consumer 135 inve
think 18 a symbol of the kind of thing that is one cf the

accomplishments.

COHEN: More than that, Esther. That’'s a good sxamp.s whare we
headed a working group. But for the fF-rst tims after the defsat
of the consumer agency bill, the President dirscted that the
consumer cffice would be invelved 1n the development of domestic
policy. That’s a function that rc othner White House consumar

office has ever playec, and it was significant. Wwe ware involvad

‘n interviewing anrd recommending For reguiatsoy
agencies.

PETERSON: We worked.

COHEN: We were invelved in decisicn-making in areas of anergy.

of housing, of credit...

PETERSCN: Cf meat imports.

(5D
(%]



CCHEN:  Meat imdorts, sugar.,..

PETERSON: We wsre set up €0 thal tThe IZonsumar pDerspeciive Was

heard 1n the traade negotiaticns. I'm vary proug of what we’ ve

done.

SOAPES: 1 see ycocu were working closely with the DPS staff.

PETERSDON: Part of that. We woerkec very closely with Stu

tE1zenstat]. And they’ve been very supcortive of that. And

3

every day we worked on truck ng, we wcrked on [1rauditle wordl,

{

TS
(

3= And

G

we worked on...I can’t sav a few of thess things, my!
they will call anc say, "Esther please don't [inaudibis phrase

Various things, you see.

COHEN: I would think that one oF tre mcst 3igrificart gains,

~hcocugh. 18 the invcivement of *the Zonsumer CFTize n

domestic pclicy decisions.

PETERSON: Oh, yes, in the sense that we never had that before.

CCHEN: Across the board, across the economy.

PETERSCON: Just by contrast, I don't mean to denigrate [Lundon]

Johnson, but I’11 never forget the day Jack valenti says, "0Oh,

o
=



Zsther, now, I'm Jack’--and this was whan 311 2n7s ~ho'le business
had Jjust happened--"Come on over. We 11 Find arn office. we'l]
get vou an cffice and a separate telephcne, and I'm sure that's
all vou need.” And that’'s where we started. I had to fight,

4 +

claw—-To get a budget--sc icok where we are. I would say that

-t

just by way of... And that was not the President saying that,
because once I got tc the President we were all right. But
nevertheless...we've come quite a ways. Wes rzally have come

guite a ways,

COHEN: I think guite a ways in the four years you've been here,
PETERZCN: It’s nice JjusTt to Toock back and think about it some.

But I think also what we’'ve been able toc cocperate with the food

labeling--very impcrtant, getting pecple...

PETERSON: It's Just 1ihe what we've dore on the mover’'s bill...

COHEN: Household movers. We handled that bil? through the

administration.

PETERSON: Getting the corporations come in and agree to a price
freeze for a while. Not bad, I don’t think for a tiny little

staff.



SCAPES:

Tive

PETERSCN:

in Washington,

rignt?T wWhers

At home.,

I haven’'t changed my telephone.

COHEN: 2

SOAPES:

next. ..

COHEN:

SCAPES:

COHEN: It

(18}

And Ed Cchen,

Ckay.

3

s a homes numbsr.,

ok

237-2388., And you live

Permanently?

COHEN: Ye

SCAPES:

on here.

[}

)

whare can ws

When we’'ve ail gotT mcrs time

get

ot

@

m

[6)]

You were originally supposaed to be

("H

Touch

Ut tt--now yOou

PR
L

with

w

v

.,

yau

H

Wwith

in

[LURN

I'm in the directcry under Oliver Peterson.

the



SPETEZRECN:  Weldl, he snculd be reaily.

2 T2 81T 10N ners, Loo.

SCAPE3: Yes. And I'm glad you wer

o
o
8]

As 1 say, I want to talk Lo you, too.

.

COHEN: [To Peterson] I just can't beliave your memory.

a

SCAPES: Well, I interviewed her for the Rccsevelt Library. She
remembered seeing Mrs., Roosevelt come deown Belle wWood Orive at
val K111 in her bathing suit. I better siop saying--I1°17 nave to

get going. But thank you sver so much.

Fo
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