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Side One 

Brooks: Well, I felt that I had to bring capable people, 

blacks, into this institution, and I was trying to say to our 

people that I had to do that, and then, furthermore, I wanted 

to do it, that if they were capable and they had ability, they 

were entitled to a job and that I ought to offer them a job. 

So I wanted them to realize that, but they would be unusual 

people because they were people who had come off the bottom, 

whereas most of the white people had started half-way up the 

ladder. These were people that had started at the bottom of 

the ladder and had to climb lots further to get to be 

qualified for the kind of employee that we were going to have, 

and I was not going to lower our qualifications for employees, 

black or white. 

But the black that could qualify, I was going to put them 

in Gold Kist and they would have to understand that, and so I 

did that long before we got them in the church, for example 

[laughter) . I got them in Gold Kist long before then. Now 

consequently, my relationship with the black community has 

always been real good. I have been on the boards of trustees, 

I have helped them build institutions, and I have. 

(talked) with most of the politicians. Now, Maynard 

[Holbrook) Jackson, who was our first man, was not a very good 

mayor from my viewpoint. He was a racist. Now, they scream 



about white racists, but to me he was a terrible racist, one 

of the worst that I have ever known. So I could not deal with 

him. He was terrible. 

But when [Andrew Jackson] Young [Jr.) came along, he was 

not a racist. He was a very fine, high-type person and I 

worked to get him elected mayor of Atlanta because I felt like 

he would do a creditable job, and I had worked with him on 

lots of things long before then. I had worked to get him 

elected to Congress, and then, of course, he had been in the 

United Nations, and so he was a high-type, fine, highly 

educated minister who was a very good person. So I have kept 

my relationship with him. I have had him come out and have 

lunch with me out here from time to time. 

Then I have tried to work with him and some of his 

problems. For example, as you know, I have been intensely 

interested in world hunger, and I have worked with Norman 

[Ernest] Borlaug, who was a Nobel Prize winner, and I have 

worked with John Denver, and lots of people. We've worked on 

world hunger around the world, and, of course, Young has been 

intensely interested in that too and has had great influence 

in Africa because he is a great hero in Africa. Well, not too 

long ago, say two months ago, he was going to Africa. 

I have worked with the leaders in Africa and the trouble 

I have had with them is they all, when they got their freedom, 

they thought they ought to be socialists, that the government 

ought to run everything, and one of the real causes of the 

hunger down in Africa was bad leadership. They thought the 
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government ought to do everything. Well, the worst thing you 

can have is the government in agriculture, trying to own the 

farms and run them and everything, and that is what killed the 

whole communist world is trying to stick with that communist 

system in agriculture, which won't work. So I had had some 

dealings with the top people down in Africa, and I had had 

some real rough goings, saying to them they ought to quit this 

socialism, that if they'd let these farmers get these farms 

out of the government's hands back in the farmers' hands, and 

if they'd let them run it, and the government get out of it, 

that we could cure the hunger problem in Africa. We can cure 

it, get rid of it. I have had experiences--! might have 

mentioned before--I have stopped hunger in India, and I have 

worked stopping hunger all over the world. So I felt like we 

could stop hunger in Africa, but we couldn't stop it with a 

socialistic government. It just would not stop. It was not 

the way to produce food . 

So when he was going down, when Andy Young was going down 

to Africa about two months ago, I called him up and asked him 

to meet me for lunch down at the Capital City Club . Now, you 

could not get blacks in the Capital City Club [laughter) not 

many years ago for lunch, but I could now get him in the 

Capital City Club for lunch, so I had him meet me down there . 

For two hours I lectured to him on economics, saying to him, 

"Now, when you get into Africa, I want you to spend your time 

explaining the economics , and you get these folks out, these 
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governments out of this farming business, and you get these 

farms back in the hands of the farmers, and then you let them 

sell their product s and get all they can get for it . Don't 

let the government rob them, see. " And I said, " If you ' ll do 

that , we will start curing this food problem in Africa ." 

Well, I think he did that very religiously because I saw 

several reports of articles t hat were written in the news, 

saying that he was preaching capitalism all over Africa . 

Well, he got back a nd told me he did that. 

Well, now , he also went down in Argentina; I do not know 

what he was--not Argentina, but down in Nicaragua. He had no 

business down in Nicaragua [ laughter ) in my opinion , but he 

said he preached it (capitalism) down there because they had 

big farms , you know, saying to them that those government 

farms were no good, that they ought to be in the hands of the 

farmers. He said, " I preached capitalism everywhere , farming 

capitalism, everywhere I go ." He is quite knowledgeable; you 

see, he was a minister down at Thomasville, Georgia, before he 

ever came to Atlanta, and all of his congregation were 

farmers , all of them were black farmers . So he was not as 

ignorant as you might think. He's pretty smart; he knows a 

whole lot about agriculture. So he was talking about 

something he had lots of knowledge in, and so I was able to 

work with him very carefully. 

Consequently , my relationship with him has been real 

good , and then I have been heavily involved in the black 
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churches and trying to--the black schools and everything. I 

worked very diligently to put money in those institutions and 

help build some of the early ones, the big one here in Atlanta 

that we have got now with several congregations, several 

different denominations, training ministers. The black 

minister who started that was a very close friend of mine, and 

I had had him out to my horne, and we've had dinner. I had run 

all over the world, and he would try to visit some world 

countries (sic]. He would come out and I would brief him on 

what he needed to do in these different countries and work 

with him. He was a very brilliant person, a graduate of 

Harvard [University) from Alabama. 

Wills: Do you recall his name? 

Brooks: Yeah, Dr. Richardson, Dr. Harry Richardson, a 

very brilliant person, and yet he was tremendously sensitive. 

For example, [laughter] before we got this segregation thing 

straightened out we would have some of our missionaries come 

out here . As I have said before, I was on the board of 

missions. I was vice chairman of the world division of the 

board of missions, so some of our missionaries would come and 

be out there, don't you see, with him. Well, so I would go 

out there to meet with them . Well, I noticed at first, if 

these missionaries were white, Dr. Richardson would hesitate 

about corning to the table to eat with us because segregation 

had been so tight, you know. So I would have to invite him 

[laughter) to get him over there to have lunch in his own 
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place with us, with the missionaries and with me, see. so he 

was that sensitive, although an honor graduate of Harvard 

University. 

So you can realize the kind of person he was, brilliant. 

Well, he was the one who started this interdenominational 

theological seminary in Atlanta, and so I worked with him to 

help get that going, you see. I didn't do a whole lot but I 

did a little. So I have had lots of relationships of that 

kind. It has been very helpful to me and I hopefully have 

been helpful to them. I tried to be. 

Wills: Well, we will switch the subject again. Coming 

back to talking about President (James Earl) Carter (Jr.), of 

all the presidents you have advised I would have to imagine 

that you would be most close to him or particularly close to 

him. Did you play any particular role in helping Carter 

formulate his campaign, original campaign against (Gerald 

Rudolph) Ford (Jr.)? 

Brooks : Yes, I was [laughter) heavily involved in that 

one. He developed a desire, I think, to run for president, so 

he decided he ought to have some of us to check with him, I 

guess. And so we had a meeting--I would say ten or twelve of 

us, Bert (Bertram Thomas) Lance and a good many other people-

down at the Commerce Club. We had a luncheon to explore the 

thing, and he, of course, said he was considering running and 

he wanted to get our opinion. Well, one of the bankers, and 

maybe by and by I will recall his name, but one of the 
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bankers--see, he was asking what chance did we think he had. 

This banker said, "Well I think his chances are zero 

[laughter)." But he finally said, "Well, now, do not pay too 

much attention to me. I did not think you could be elected 

governor!" [Laughter] 

So consequently we made the rounds and when it came to 

me I said, "As far fetched as it might seem, I think he can be 

elected, and let me tell you why I think he can be elected," 

I said, "The Republicans are now in disarray. After Watergate 

they're dead, and any good Democrat can beat them, and number 

two is we do not have any Democrat that is really on top now. 

We just do not have one, and if Governor Carter gets out and 

works for four years the way he is talking about working, I 

think he has a good as chance as anybody to be nominated, and 

if he can get nominated I think he can win . So consequently 

I feel optimistic about it instead of pessimistic." 

I even went so far that I came out here and wrote a 

memorandum to all of our top people in Gold Kist, saying we've 

had this meeting and that I felt, as foolish as it might seem 

to some of them, that I thought he could be elected and that 

we ought to give him strong support. So I passed that 

memorandum around through Gold Kist. So, of course, I not 

only supported him, but I put up all the money that I could 

put up to help him, and I got lots of money from other people. 

I solicited lots of money for him here in Gold Kist and 

outside. So I gave him strong support, and in fact I worked 
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with him in every way I could. Then the night of the election 

I was up there with him . Bert Lance , and Charlie [Charles] 

Kirbo [Sr.] , who was his closest advisor, and myself, we were 

the three up there with him. He had his family in the room 

with him, but we went in and visited with him part of the 

time, not all of the time, but part of the time when it looked 

like touch and go whether we were going to make it or not. 

But finally Mississippi came through, and I had worked 

with him in Mississippi . I had a close friend out there who 

was head of the Baptist church at the Southern Baptist 

convention. This fellow was the farm leader out there and was 

a very close friend of mine, and I had gotten him to become 

interested in President Carter's campaign, and President 

Carter went out there and spent the night with him while he 

was in his campaign. So this fellow did a great job in 

helping bring Mississippi around and win Mississippi . So 

consequently, I worked hard with him and it was very 

difficult, touch and go , but we made it. I did all I could to 

be helpful. 

Wills: I am particularly interested in finding out if 

you had any part in Carter's choice of Robert [Selmer) 

Bergland as secretary of agriculture. Did you talk with him 

about that? 

Brooks: Wel l , I was down there, frankly, with carter 

several times, and he was in this position: see, he had to 

have a vice-president. He was apparently undecided, and I 
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would sit down--I have always messed with politics to some 

extent to figure who I thought was good or not--so I sat down 

and calculated all the way through and I found this vice

president. He had only one choice, whether he realized it or 

not. I was talking, for example, to the bishop up here one 

day and he asked me what did I think, and I told him who the 

vice-president was going to be. He said, "How do you know 

that?" I said, "I just figured it out." I said, "Now, maybe 

Carter does not know it yet." And Carter said to me later 

that I knew it before he did, but he really had not but one 

choice really for vice-president. 

So consequently the vice-president wanted to choose one 

cabinet member. He felt he had the right to do that, and Bob 

Bergland was his man, see . He felt like he had that right and 

that he ought to be permitted to do that, and so that is the 

way that that happened. He was the one that really said, "Bob 

Bergland is my man," and Carter felt that he had to let him do 

that. So that's the way that one happened. 

Wills: Were you happy with that choice? 

Brooks: Well, he was a congressman, you know, and was 

good, I would say. He was not the best one that I have seen 

nor the worst. I mean, he was sort of in-between. He was 

good but not the best one in the world. There were other 

secretaries that I thought were more effective than he was . 
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Wills: Did you have any part in helping carter select 

any other people, undersecretaries, or anybody from Georgia 

particularly, maybe in agriculture that you knew .. 

Brooks: Well, Bert Lance was a close friend of mine and 

he had worked with Carter over the problem[?], and I said to 

Carter that I thought he ought to make Bert secretary of the 

treasury, see, because Bert had banking experience. Then he 

[Carter) finally said to me that he agreed that he ought to 

bring Bert to Washington, but he wanted him in this other 

position, see, rather than secretary of the treasury. So I 

was involved in that discussion with him when he was trying to 

decide about who he was going to put where. 

I was down there in the meetings when he brought 

prospective people in for positions in the Cabinet, and I was 

down there with him when we all met and he was probing them in 

order to make up his mind. So I was sitting there in the 

group and at least had some input of who was going to do what 

and who was going to be put in and so forth and so on. I put 

in the undersecretary of agriculture. I recommended him and 

got him appointed, see. So I had some influence but I did not 

control it by any means, but I had some input. 

Wills: Now, Bert Lance, of course, went on to have a lot 

of trouble. 

Brooks: Oh, yeah, terrible. 

Wills: What do you feel about that? 
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Brooks: Well, I feel like Bert was greatly mistreated. 

Actually, what happened [was) the press ran out of something 

to do up there, and they had to jump on somebody, and Bert was 

the best one they could find to jump on. Now, to show you how 

terrible it is--it is awful: as you know, I have spent lots of 

time in Washington with all these presidents, and so I have 

learned the ropes up there, how this all happened. Young in 

life, I mean way back yonder, I was over in the press club at 

one time and got into a situation where the press was doing 

some things. I had a friend who was very sharp over there 

with me, and this press crowd got over in a corner to 

themselves and they were talking. When we walked over they 

quit, see, and so we finally decided--this fellow that was 

with me was from Mississippi and he had been up there doing a 

job for the Department of Agriculture, and he was very sharp, 

and he got to probing them, said, "What are you fellows 

talking about so secretive?" 

Finally one of these fellows said, "Well, you're going 

back to Mississippi. Maybe we should just as well tell you." 

Said, "What happens is this: we'd like to get the president in 

hand. Every time we get a new president we want to show him 

how powerful the press is, and the way we show him how 

powerful the press is we generally pick out one of the cabinet 

members and work him over, and then we threaten the president 

that way. If you mess us up we will let you have it, see." 

And so he said, "Actually, to be perfectly honest with you, 
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the way we do it is we will meet like we was over here in the 

corner when you came over, and we will decide what we want to 

do, and who we want to take on, and so what we will do then, 

we will work it out. One will lead off that it is rumored 

that so a nd so is doing so and so, see ." 

He said, "Maybe there is not much truth to it, but there 

is a little smoke somewhere, and we figure we can do it. Then 

we let one lead off and then we'll all pick it up, and we will 

just scatter it all over the country, and then we'll pick up 

something else, and we will just work that fellow over from 

one end to the other. And then finally, when we think we got 

him whipped, then we'll resign him. We'll then say it is 

rumored that he is going to resign and we resign him." He 

said, "It is just remarkable how successful we have been in 

resigning." Said , "Brother, we have resigned them. But to 

perfectly honest with you, what is happening when you came 

over here," said, "This ole devil, we have resigned him three 

times and ain't got him out yet! We were over there trying to 

maneuver to see how we could finish him off. " 

Well, so when they jumped on Bert, I sat down and wrote 

Bert a memorandum, and I said, "Now, they have not got 

anything else to do, and they picked you out and you are going 

to be the [scape) goat. You are going to be it and I want to 

tell you exactly--I want to show you how it is going to be 

step by step until you resign. You might think I am foolish 

but I am telling you the truth exactly the way it will 
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happen.'' Well, then Bert, when he finally got out, he came 

out to the office here and talked with a bunch of our people, 

and he said, "I have gone back and read that memorandum 

several times. " And he said, "It worked out exactly as Mr. 

Brooks told me. Every step worked exactly the way he told me 

it would work right to the end ." And he said, " It is just 

unbelievable how accurate it was. " 

But he said it was accurate and it worked that way. So 

he was put through the ringer and--terrible--was a (scape) 

goat. The reason was they had run out of something to do at 

that period, and they had to stir up something, and he was the 

one that they wanted to jump on and put on. So he had some 

problems. He had some weaknesses and he ran a bank like a 

country banker. A country banker (laughter) doesn't go 

through all this mess of fixing up a whole lot of details. He 

knows who everybody is in the community and he lends them 

money based on what he knows about them. Bert did lots of 

that up there, and so all they have got to do is go up there 

and they can find all sorts of cases. 

(Unintelligible] you looked like the thing is crazy 

(sic], but it wasn't crazy really. It was country banking and 

it was that kind of banking. When they put a lot of political 

heat on, then, of course, all the government crowd had to move 

in on him to see if whatever was wrong, if he did this, if he 

loaned money to this one, if he did that, had overdrafts or 

something. Well, good gosh, in these country banks they run 
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overdrafts and do everything if they know the people, see, and 

I talked with some of the bankers here in Atlanta about that. 

They said, "Let me tell you, " [laughter) they said, "Every 

banker in the United States has done exactly what Bert Lance 

has done. " Said, " If you would had been on us, we would have 

been in the same shape he was in. All of us have done exactly 

the same thing he did . He was just caught, and the only 

reason why he was caught, he went to Washington, see. " So it 

was a mess. 

Now, the press would say, of course, that they were 

innocent, that they just didn't know any better, and they were 

saying all these things were bad and wrong and everything, but 

it was bad and wrong everywhere. I mean, if you are going to 

do that, every durn bank in the country was doing exactly what 

Bert Lance was doing, see. So it was one of those terrible 

things that he would have never ha d the trouble if he hadn't 

gone to Washington . He would've been all right . Might have 

had a little (trouble ) , but very little if any. But that put 

all the agencies on top of him, see. It just created all 

sorts of problems. 

Wills: What is your personal assessment of his 

character, Bert Lance's character? 

Brooks: I think he is all right. I think he is 

perfectly all right. I think he is honest, and I think he is 

responsible . He was trying to do good, trying to help people. 

I am sure you can go up to Calhoun [Georgia) and find lots of 
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success stories of people he financed, that according to 

strict banking rules should never have been financed , but they 

have become great citizens, made lots of money . But Bert 

Lance knew them; he knew their character; he knew all about 

them a nd he risked them . [sic) 

Just like I had the experience with the C & S (Citizens 

and Southern) Bank when I brought some farm notes in, for 

example, to (Henry) Lane Young, and he asked me what I wanted 

to do. I told him I wanted to buy a cotton warehouse, and he 

said, "All right, now, what are these notes worth? " I said- 

it was right in the bottom of the Depression--! said, " To be 

perfectly honest with you, if you h ave got to get your money 

out of these notes, I do not think they are worth a dime ." 

Well, [C. B.] FunderBurk , who was our treasurer with us, he 

said, " Oh, Lord, there went the cotton warehouse ." [Laughter] 

But Lane Young began to smile a little bit and he said, "Well, 

now, we are in full agreement on that. Now, what do you want 

to do with it? " And I told him what I wanted to do with the 

money. So he finally said to me, "Well, I will tell you what 

to do. I will lend you the money, but, now, you give the 

cashier over there a receipt for these notes and carry them 

home with you. " Said, " I do not want them in the bank ," 

because he didn't want the inspector to find those notes in 

the bank because the inspector would know that they were no 

good, see. So all the bankers have done some of that kind of 

mess all the time. I took the notes home with me. I took 
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them back to Carrollton (Georgia) with me, but I got the 

money. 

So I am saying that Bert Lance financed a lots of people 

that way just like Lane Young financed Gold Kist that way when 

we started. He was taking a risk, but he said to me, "I know 

I am taking a risk, but I have never lost any money on people 

who knew what they were doing and who were honest." And he 

said, "You know what you're doing. You've convinced me you 

know exactly what you are doing. You are highly skilled and 

highly trained and furthermore you are honest, and you are not 

going to steal my money." So he said, "I am taking a risk, 

but I am not taking as much as somebody might think I am 

taking." And so it worked out, of course. Well, later on, 

after he retired from the C & S Bank, he came out here and 

wanted to know if he could go on the Gold Kist board, and I 

told him he could not, that it was strictly a farm board, that 

I could not put him on that, but I could put him on Cotton 

States Board. 

I put him on Cotton States board and he stayed on that 

board until he died. So consequently there was the chairman 

of the biggest bank in this part of the world, see. Came off 

the bottom but knew what he was doing, and he was willing to 

take the risk in order to do it. Well, Bert Lance was doing 

the same thing up at Calhoun with lots of people and he made 

lots of peopl e, but you get all this government crowd and all 

these newspaper people on it who never loaned a penny, who did 
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not know up from down in banking . Well, good gosh, what they 

could find wrong is unbelievable, and they were just spinning 

him around and around. So it's a horrible story. 

Wills: Do you think the press was particularly hard on 

Carter and his crew or . .. ? 

Brooks: Yeah, I think so to some extent because, you 

see, lots of the liberal press in the east particularly 

resented a Southerner being up there . We had no business 

being there. It was against the rules. So I think there was 

a good deal of resentment in the liberal press that Carter was 

president, see, because he was down here from Georgia, and you 

just weren't supposed to have a president from Georgia . That 

was against all the rules at all. So consequently, I do not 

think he got too good a break. 

Wills: In his memoirs Jimmy Carter explains that 

Secretary of State Cyrus [Roberts) Vance resigned and his 

resignation stemmed directly from his refusal to meet with, 

among others, you , and Bishop [William Ragsdale) Cannon, and 

some others from the Methodist Church over the Iranian hostage 

deal. I didn't know whether you knew that or not, but he did 

say that in his memoirs. What was the--I think the Methodists 

did pass a resolution--what was your observation of all of 

that, not necessarily the hostage situation itself, but sort 

of the church's opinions to it and . . . ? 

Brooks: Well, that was another rather unusual situation. 

What had happened. . . . Unfortunately the church gets messed 
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up in things they do not know anything about and have not got 

any business in, and we have some of that in the Methodist 

church. We had at l east one bishop, maybe two or three, who 

were of that temperament that they were going to get in and 

solve all these problems of the world, and they had no basis 

of knowing what they were doing. But we had one bishop, and 

I had originally worked out for President Carter to speak to 

the general conference of the Methodist Church, but that had 

got tied up and then all this problem in Iran with the 

hostages. 

So this bishop wrongly got resolutions up there saying 

that we should not do anything to stop the revolution, that 

the revolution in Iran was just, that the Shah (Mohammad Reza 

Shah Pahlavi) ought to be put out, all this mess and others. 

Well, that to me was wrong. So I did not have any way to 

control it, but I thought I could ameliorate it. So they set 

up a committee to go to see the president, saying to him that 

he ought not to do anything that would wham (Ayatollah 

Ruhollah) Khomeini with reference to the hostages, and that 

they ought not to stop the revolution in Iran, and the 

revolution ought to continue, and so forth and so on, and that 

he ought not to, in effect, try to rescue the hostages. [Cut 

off] 

End of Side One 

Side Two 
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so fortunately I got Bishop Cannon on the 

committee with me, and you know Bishop Cannon had given the 

invocation when Carter went in and so forth, and we were the 

ones trying to control the committee, trying to stop them from 

being wild and so forth. So it was a difficult, bad 

situation. We set up a meeting with the president. Now, 

unfortunately this was two days before the rescue effort went 

through, and Carter was very nervous. You could tell he was 

extremely nervous. And, as I understood, Secretary Vance was 

opposed to the rescue effort, and he did not know what we were 

going to propose, I do not think, with Carter, but he might 

have. I do not know. 

But anyway, we let the group say that they thought Carter 

ought to hold off and not take any drastic action about 

rescuing the hostages, and we let this bishop . . . we let him 

make some of the statements and other people, too. We had 

some group that was not too good, but Bishop Cannon and myself 

were supposed to be the equalizers. We were (laughter] trying 

to equalize the thing and control it as best we could. So the 

meeting, although tense--because the thing was already in 

motion, I mean, when we were standing there. It was not a 

case of talking him out of it. It was already in motion, 

already going. 

Of course, as it worked out, it would have been good if 

he had not have done it, and so from that standpoint I didn't 

think that we messed up anything as far he was concerned, 
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because, as you know, the helicopters they put over there, 

well, they ran into each other, and eight people were killed, 

and nobody was rescued, and it was a complete collapse. So 

consequently, maybe it was not too bad, but it didn't have any 

influence on him because he was already going. 

been there a few days earlier, we might 

Now, if we had 

have had some 

influence on him. I don't know , but, as you well know, I had 

no respect for Khomeini, and I had no feeling at all that he 

was going to do any good. I felt he was going to do bad. It 

was going to be a bad situation instead of doing good. 

So I was in favor of doing anything we could to get rid 

of Khomeini, or get him out of the way, and certainly to 

rescue the hostages. But I did not see how you could 

practically go in there and rescue them. There was no way in 

my mind that you could--there they were captive in the middle 

of a city, and you had to start way down here in the desert 

somewhere and try to go in there and get them out . Well, that 

to me looked so far fetched that I just did not see how you 

could possibly do t hat. Then, of course, sometimes, if you 

can hold your shirt on, and that is hard to do because great 

pressure was on Carter to do something about the hostages, if 

you can last that long, sometimes you can get them out through 

negotiations, which we finally did, but it was too late, too 

late for Carter. 

It was a very bad situation for him politically, and, if 

he could have succeeded with what he was trying to do, it 
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would have been very helpful politically, but I did not see 

how he could do it without somebody getting killed in there, 

because you just couldn't go in there and scoop all of them up 

out of the middle of a city, and get away with it, and make it 

work. Anyway, Vance, I understood, at the time was opposed to 

the program to try to rescue them, and all the group that we 

went up there with was just saying to him that he ought to 

bear with it a while, and try to work it out, and hold off for 

awhile, but it was too late. It was already going. 

Wills: Did that group meet directly with the president 

or ... ? 

Brooks: Oh, yeah, with the president. 

Wills: Was Vance there at all? 

Brooks: Huh? 

Wills: Was Vance there at all? 

Brooks: No, I didn't see Vance, but we met with the 

president, everybody right there in the Oval Office. It was 

a high level meeting, and we had tried to see if we could be 

helpful. We had an Iranian who had been a professor out in 

California, who was in the United Nations representing Iran, 

and we went to see him to see if he could be helpful to do 

anything about the hostages. He said that he was perfectly 

willing and was anxious to do all he could, but he had not 

been able to do anything with Khomeini. 

So Khomeini was the one who was giving them all fits, and 

apparently our reaction from him was that he was perfectly 
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willing to negotiate. Some of the other top people in Iran 

who were in the revolution, who were the top people in the 

revolution, were perfectly willing to negotiate, but Khomeini 

finally killed them, and they were his co-workers. He shot 

them, see . So he is a vicious person. Of course, the bishop 

was trying to say that Khomeini was a very compassionate 

person. Well, I did not agree with that at all. I said, "He 

doesn't look compassionate to me. He looks like he'd kill 

you. 11 And I was more right than that bishop was. He was 

Bishop White, who we have in the Methodist Church. See, he 

was maneuvering. He didn't want me on the committee, and he 

did not want Bishop Cannon on the committee; he was trying to 

keep us off. We said, "If we don't go on, you do not see the 

president. Period. So you just take your choice." So he 

said okay. Well, then he let us on. So we were doing 

everything we could do in a very trying situation. 

Wills: You probably were instrumental in having 

President Carter come and speak at the Emory University 

dedication. 

Brooks: Yes, I worked that out with him to come to 

dedicate the chapel. See, I was chairman of the committee to 

raise the money to build the chapel, and we were going to name 

it for Bishop Cannon. I had a hard time getting President 

Carter into Emory. For example, I had tried to get him to 

another meeting at Emory. No, he did not want anything to 

have to do with Emory. I said, "Well, we will give you a 
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doctorate degree." No, (Georgia Institute of Technology) 

Tech--he had gone to Tech, you know, and he said, no, Tech was 

trying to get him to come, and they would give him a doctorate 

degree or something, and he just couldn't come to Emory. I 

could not do anything with him. I was making no progress at 

all, but finally when we got this chapel, and I had been 

chairman of the committee to build it, I said to him, "Now , 

Bishop Cannon, we are going to name it for Bishop Cannon. He 

came up here to the inauguration, and I feel that you ought to 

just come to Emory." 

See, he never had come to Emory. I had been trying to 

get him out there all the time. So that way I got him to 

Emory. Now, that's the way we got the door open, and now, of 

course, he is in the middle of Emory, see. But that's the way 

I got him into Emory was to get him to come and dedicate the 

chapel, see, and so that opened the door. And consequently he 

is in the middle of things out at Emory now. So sometimes you 

just gradually have to work people in [laughter). You start 

out over here, and you move them gradually, a nd you finally 

get them in to where you want them. That's what I did with 

him as far as Emory was concerned because when I first talked 

with him about Emory, he did not want anything to do with it. 

Emory was out. Nothing to do with it. But now Emory is it. 

So at least I think I have put him in Emory. 
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You helped President Carter in his campaign 

against Ford. I assume you also helped him in his campaign 

against (Ronald Wilson] Reagan. 

Brooks: Yes, that is exactly right because I felt this: 

that Carter unfortunately had never spent any time in 

Washington, and it took him two years to find out really what 

was going on, and he had a staff who also had not had any time 

in Washington, and they had two years to find out what was 

going on. So consequently, two years were wasted to some 

extent, and yet Carter was bright, and he was very capable, 

and I felt like if we could get him on through and get him for 

four more years, he would be one of our better presidents; he 

would come on through in great shape. So I worked hard to 

help get him elected, but there were too many things going 

wrong, some of which I was violently opposed to, and I tried 

to stop him but I couldn't stop him. 

For example, the Middle East thing was a fine thing, but 

I would say to him, being an economist, I would say to him, 

"Now, that is fine and good, but the average voter in the 

United states, he does not care anything about Israel. He 

does not know anything about and does not care anything about 

it, and what he wants to know is what interest rate he is 

going to pay on money he is borrowing and what the inflation 

rate is. Now, you better start working on those or you are 

not going to make it. When that fellow goes in there to pull 
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that lever, he is going to pull the one that he thinks is best 

for him." 

Of course, somebody told Reagan that--I don't think 

Reagan was that smart himself, but somebody told Reagan to 

say, "If you think you are in better shape than you were four 

years ago, you can vote for Carter." Well, of course, all 

this inflation and all this high interest rate and everything, 

even though they were in better shape they didn't think they 

were, and so it was a fine slogan from the viewpoint of 

politics. It was a great thing for politics. You couldn't 

beat it, beat that one. Well, Reagan, to me, was not that 

really that--he was a great movie actor and did a great job in 

his training. Hollywood did not hurt him any. Boy, he was 

just perfect, but he wasn't that good in economics from my 

viewpoint. He didn't understand economics, and so therefore 

I felt like that we had a better chance with Carter. 

But Carter kept making serious mistakes from my 

viewpoint. For example, he went into Afghanistan. When the 

Russians went in, he slapped the embargo on, you know, which 

would not work and had no chance of working, and, of course, 

he didn't ask anybody. I was called up there after he had 

done it--[he] wanted to know what I thought, and I told him I 

thought he had played the dickens; I thought he'd messed up 

the whole deal. It wouldn't work at all. Then I wrote him a 

memorandum later, saying that if any good had happened, it was 

already and there was not any more good going to get out of 
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it, and he ought to pull it, see. But I did not get him to do 

it. And Bob Strauss, who was his campaign manager, was just 

having a hemorrhage to get him to pull it, and he thought 

maybe I could get him to do it, but I didn't make it. I did 

everything I could but I couldn't make it. I worked hard at 

it but I couldn't turn him. 

That, of course, did not help him any because it put an 

embargo and got every farmer in the country mad; [it] messed 

up our market with Russia and [it was] no good. If any good 

had come out of it, well, all right, but with no good coming 

out of it--I couldn't hem it up. So anyway, I did the best I 

could working with him but didn't always win. 

Wills: What did you think of Ted [Edward Moore) Kennedy. 

He attempted--! think he gave carter fits. 

Brooks: Well, that was really terrible, and I think that 

affected Carter badly in his race, Ted Kennedy. 

there to the convention and--I don't ever go 

I went up 

to these 

conventions, but after Ted Kennedy got messed up in it, I 

thought I'd better go up there to see what little help I might 

do. Now, Ted Kennedy was an opportunist and was not really a 

serious contender, so a l l he was was a trouble maker and doing 

no good but doing lots of harm. So consequently, I felt that 

it was a horrible mistake, and that he was helping defeat 

Carter. He was not helping at all. All he was doing was 

helping to get votes for Reagan and do Carter in . So I felt 

that a terrible mistake. 
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Now, later on, as you know--I think I mentioned before- 

after Reagan was elected he asked me to come up there as one 

of his inner circle , but I refused to do it because I felt I'd 

be a hypocrite. So I think that you have to be honest and not 

be hypocritical in dealing , not only in business , but I think 

you also should do that in politics. I think you ought to be 

very frank and fair and t e ll the president the truth. Lots of 

times people have been in meetings when I was meeting with the 

president about things, and I was very straightforward with 

him sometimes , very positive, and some of the people said to 

me they just didn't understand how I could talk to a president 

that way. Well, I said, " If the president asked you to be 

advisor and you don ' t advise him frankly and honestly, then 

you are not a decent advisor. You're not telling him what he 

needs to know, and most presidents don't get what they need to 

know. People won't tell them. They feel timid about it, and 

they won't put it on the line, and that's an injustice to the 

president. It isolates him from what the facts really are and 

lets him make mistakes sometime when he ought not to be making 

mistakes." So consequentl y , I was always very frank with him . 

I put it on the line just as I saw it and called it t hat. It 

is about time for lunch when you get where we can go. [Cut 

off] 

Wills : We've been talking some about Jimmy Carter's 

campaign against Ronald Reagan, and I think one other wild 

card in that was John (Bayard] Anderson. Did you think about 
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him (as being] about the same as Ted Kennedy, it was more 

trouble than anything else? 

Brooks: Well, he was a freak in some ways and had no 

business being in the race at all. All he was doing was 

stirring up trouble and syphoning off some votes that should 

not have gone. It was terrible. So there was no excuse for 

him. He knew he had no chance at all, so it was just one of 

these egotistical campaigns. Those kind of folks ought to be 

put in jail instead of letting them run for president because 

they add nothing to the welfare of the nation at all, which is 

a complete waste of time and effort, and they ought not to be 

in the way. So I had no respect for him whatsoever. 

Wills: How about any other third party? You know there 

have been some famous third party folks, the Populists way 

back when, but then George (Corley] Wallace and his third 

party campaign. 

Brooks: Well, [laughter] we had (James] Strom Thurmond. 

Wills: And Strom Thurmond. 

Brooks: But I don't think those ever work out. They 

divide people, and they are diversionary, but it is not worth 

it. But, of course, the most famous of the populists was Torn 

[Thomas Edward] Watson here in Georgia. He was the greatest 

populist we ever had and nobody ever equaled him. Of course, 

he was ahead of my day. I was a real youngster when he was 

going. He published a paper called The Jeffersonian, and none 

of this rural crowd in Georgia knew what to do until they got 
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The Jeffersonian every week. Tom Watson would tell them what 

to do. 

To s h ow you, for example, how smart he was when he was 

running for the Senate. There was a fellow, Tom [Thomas 

William) Hardwick, running for governor of Georgia, and they 

were running as the two Toms, and they were telling me about 

how they had both got up to Gainesville, Georgia, and it 

seemed that after they got through speaking and eating lunch, 

that Tom Watson would always take a nap. He was not to be 

disturbed. And so some delegation from some county who Tom 

Hardwick thought controlled the county came in and wanted to 

see Mr. Watson. So he thought that was important enough to 

wake him [laughter). They went in and woke him and told him, 

and Tom Watson blurted out, "Let them wait!" 

And (laughter) that excited Tom Hardwick, and he tried to 

shush him down and tell him about it and everything, and he 

said then Tom Watson said, "By the way, I have been wanting to 

talk to you anyway. You haven't got any sense . You are 

running around quoting facts and figures and all these 

things." Said, "People don't pay any attention to that. What 

you got to run on is prejudice. Now, when you run on 

prejudice, you'll always get the votes [laughter)." And he 

(Hardwick) said , "You're just crazy ." He (Watson) said, " I 

have been wanting to talk to you to get you straightened out 

anyway." (Laughter) So there is a whole lots of that 

sometimes in these campaigns. It is prejudice and that is the 
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Georgia that were the same way. 
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We have had some of them in 

You take [Lester Garfield] Maddox, who got elected 

because he had some clubs to beat the blacks over the head 

with, you know. And even back before then. Now, Herman 

[Eugene) Talmadge I thought did a great job as senator for 

Georgia. Had some failings but was still good. But his 

daddy, Gene [Eugene Talmadge), was a regular reprobate in my 

opinion. To illustrate what I am talking about: when he was 

governor--and notorious, you know, terrible--the University of 

Georgia--I reckon you have heard the story, maybe, I don't 

know--but anyway, way back then before we had even discussed 

the problem of integration, you know, he accused one of the 

professors over at University of Georgia of advocating social 

equality. And, brother, he couldn't stand that, so he ordered 

the Board of Regents to try the fellow. 

Well, the Board of Regents tried him and found him not 

guilty. Well, when they did that he fired the Board of 

Regents, and appointed himself a new Board of Regents, and 

ordered them to try him again. Well, of course, the second 

Board of Regents found him guilty. Well, then one of these 

reporters asked him if he thought he got a fair trial the 

second time, and Gene Talmadge replied, said, "Of course he 

got a fair trial." He said he appointed a board the second 

time that would give him a fair trial. [Laughter) 
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But to show you how bad that was outside of Georgia, and 

you've had some of that in all of these states . I was up in 

Alaska with my family, and we went in one of these curios 

shops up there. Really, they [laughter) didn't have but two 

or three stores up there then. This was way back in ' 46. So 

the old man, evident ly owned the store, was up in a cage, and 

I was just standing there doing nothing, and my wife and two 

children were shopping there. So he carne down out of the 

cage, and got to talking with me, and telling me about he had 

gone up to Alaska in 1907, and finally built this store, and 

had been there all the time. Then he finally asked me where 

I was from. I told him I was from Georgia. He said , " Yeah, 

Gene's state . Gene's state. Gene Talmadge's state ." So just 

for devilment I got to taking up for Gene. Oh, we had a real 

row, you know [laughter). Finally I got ready to leave and I 

said, "Well, I'll tell you what I'll do," I said, "When I get 

back to Georgia , I will tell Gen e to be sure and look you up 

if he comes up this way." Well, he said, "That won't be 

necessary at a 11 . " He said, " If he ever comes up here, " said, 

"I could smell him." (Laughter) 

So it was really something. All these states go through 

some of that. But, you know, I was advisor to Lyndon (Baines) 

Johnson, and, of course, our governor friend was giving him 

fits [laughter]. So I was up there with President Johnson, 

and finally he invited him up, or he i nvited himself up, 

wanting to come in or something. So he went up there. I was 
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with Lyndon Johnson a little after that and I said, " How did 

you come out with the governor? " [Laughter) "Well, " he said, 

"It wasn't too bad. " Said, " I tried to be kind and gracious 

to him, and he didn't spurt off a whole lot. " He said, "We 

got along fairly well." It sounded funny, President Johnson's 

reaction to him, to the meeting, see. So it was really funny. 

I sat there and laughed with him. We had a good time talking 

about his meeting with the governor. But, uh . . . . 

Wills: In talking about Carter, what has your 

relationship been since he has been out of the presidency? 

Brooks: Well, it's been pleasant. We had this bad 

experience, you know, about the Russian sale that we made that 

was canceled and created some real tensions here in Go l d Kist. 

But my personal relationship has been all right, and I go 

hunting with him generally once a year at least, and then I go 

fishing with him generally two or three times a year . Well, 

we generally go dove hunting maybe, and then we go quail 

hunting once, and then we go fishing, and so we generally pass 

back and forth all along. He might give the D. w. Brooks 

lecture next year at the University of Georgia the way it 

looks right now. So our relationship has been cordial and all 

right. I think he is making some progress with the people now 

since Reagan has had all this Iran trouble. I think that 

there is less criticism with Carter and the way that he 

handled Iran, so I think that sort of moves him up the scale 
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of things, and he is probably doing better public opinion

wise. 

Wills: Have you gotten him to work on any special 

projects with you? I know you 're all in fundraising every way 

you turn. 

Brooks: Yeah, well, he is working on this Habitat [for 

Humanity] deal. He is trying to raise money for it, and I 

have not helped him raise any. I have given him some money 

for Habitat, but I have not helped him raise any. So I see 

him all along. In fact, I was over there two weeks ago, I 

guess, over at the Carter Center and had a meeting with him. 

Our relationship is still all right. 

Wills: What do you think of the Carter Center? 

Brooks: Beautiful, real good. I was really shocked and 

surprised. I had not seen it except when they first started 

it, but I did not get back until after they had finished it, 

and for twenty- five million dollars it is a miracle. I mean, 

I do not know who did his contracting, but whoever did it-

now, I do not know whether you know it or not, but Carter 

himself is very tight personally with his money . Brother, he 

wouldn't spend a dime for nothing hardly. So evidently 

[laughter) he must have stayed tight on that thing because he 

has got a terrific outfit over there for twenty-five million 

dollars. I think it looks to me like every dollar was well 

spent. Now, he got lots of money out of a good many people, 

but the Japanese put up lots of money. He had a Japanese 
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(person] who was very wealthy and who put up lots of money for 

him. Not only that, but some other things too. 

Wills: If we can turn the subject to some of the many 

committees you have been on, and maybe have you talk a little 

bit about the world hunger commission that you were on. I 

know you have already talked about Norman Borlaug and John 

Denver, maybe I could have you talk about some other members. 

Brooks: The president, Carter, wanted to work on world 

hunger, and so he appointed the committee, and he had a 

tremendous number of very prominent people on it, presidents 

of universities and so forth, and lots of them very capable 

people, but actually, when you got on down to the facts, 

Norman Borlaug and myself were really the only ones on the 

commission who had had real agricultural training. The rest 

of them were brilliant people, presidents of universities and 

many other things, but they were not trained agriculturally. 

So I think Norman and myself did everything we could to keep 

the thing going from the viewpoint of being practical. You 

can realize in a committee of that kind that, if you do not 

have them all highly trained, you can start getting off in the 

wild woods pretty quick . 

But anyway, I felt like we made considerable progress, 

and we set up programs to try to stop hunger by the year 2000, 

that we would have no more hunger in the world. I think it's 

possible to do that. The only problem we have got is in 
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Africa, really. The rest of the world, I think, is pretty 

well assured that you can do it. We still got enough problems 

in Africa that I am not certain that we are going to make it 

now. We could if we had good governments and good leaders who 

were highly trained, but you got too many new governments down 

there with new leaders who are not highly trained and 

understand very little if anything about economics. And , of 

course, you have got some governments who have gone communist 

down there, like Ethiopia, for example. So unless you get 

that straightened out there is no way to make it go, because 

the communist system won't work even in Russia as far as 

agriculture is concerned. Certainly it won't work in Africa, 

which would be a whole lot more difficult. 

So consequently, I think that the commission set goals 

and set up a whole lots of programs to maybe make the goals, 

and we're using all the world organizations to help get 

through to those goals. But we will make a lots of progress, 

and we might make it by 2000, but it is touch and go at the 

present time. It was a good commission with lots of very 

prominent people on it . Our person who negotiated the Panama 

Canal treaty was chairman of the group, and, of course, he was 

very controversial with the Panama Canal, but I made a careful 

study of the Panama Canal situation, and I came to the 

conclusion that we desperately needed to do it. It was one of 

the black spots on the record of this country. What we did in 

Panama was [laughter) unbelievable . I mean, you just could 
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not get it any worse than that. Boy, we would set up a 

government, and own it, a nd control it, and then have that 

vote for us, and it was just really a horrible thing. If you 

get down and really dig i n to what happened in Panama, it is 

a disgraceful thing from the viewpoint of this country. So we 

really had no choice . We needed to make some kind of treaty 

and get that behind us. So I feel that he did a good job and 

t hen came o n as c hairman of the hunger commission and did a 

good job for that, and then we had the president of John 

Hopkins [University) on the board, we had the great 

nutritionist from Harvard, and we had a woman who was 

president of one of the colleges, so. . [Cut off) 

End of Side Two 
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