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A\_1gust 26, · 19,76 

Mr. Bill McCarter �, 

World.Mis�ion Journal 
1548 Poplar Avenue 
Memphis; Tennessee 28104· 

Dear Mr •· McCarter: 

Mr. Jim Newton has requested that Governor Carter 
express to you his views on free enterprise and 
the establishment of one.world.government. Due to 
his extremely full schedule·at the present time, 
Governor Carter asked that I write you. He is firmly 
committed to the preservation of our free enterprise 
system and our national sovereignty, as well as to 
the restoration of moral leadership in this country. 
He will appreciate your support in this endeavor.· 

Sincerely, 
.. ! 

Jerry Jasinowski 
.National Issues and· Policies 

JJ/mg 
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\ 
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UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND 

COLLEGE PARK 20742 

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS 

Mr. Bertram Carp 
Senator Mondale's Staff 
Carter-Mondale Headquarters 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Bert: 

October 28, 1976 

Whichever way the election goes, you will presumably be 
coming back to Washington after the election. Could I see you 
then for a couple of minutes? 

Perhaps I'm pessimistic, but I'm terribly worried we might 
somehow lose the election at the last minute. 

incerely, 

� c. 
Mancur Olson 

MO/ ak I 
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�,�} Ji1n1nv Cc11·te1· 
. · Presidentic1l Cc11nDc1ign 
For Americc1's third century, why no' our 6est? 

Marvin McKelvey 
105 Alcade Moreno 
San Antonio, TX 78232 

Dear Mr. McKelvey: 

August 14, 1976 

Thank you for your kind letter and interest in the Carter campaign. Un
fortunately, we are not able to publish for distribution every speech the 
Governor has made. Because of this, I cannot enclose the speech you requested. 

I have enclosed a set of our issues statements for your use and if you have 
any further questions or comments, please do not hesitate to write again. 

- ' 

NSS/stc 

Enclosures 

Neil S. Sader 
Issues Staff 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our reporl is filed wi!h !he Federal Eleclion Commission and is available for ,purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C. 17 
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HOGAN a HARTSON 

SEYMOUR S. MINTZ 
GEORGE E. MONK 
EDWARD A. McDERMOTI 
FRANK F. ROBERSON 
MERLE THORPE, JR. 
LEE LOEVINGER 
WILLIAM T. PLUMB, JR. 
C. FRANK REIFSNYDER 
GEORGE w. WISE 
ROBERT K. EIFLER 
EDGAR W. HOLTZ 
JOHN P. ARNESS 
FRANCIS L. CASEY, JR. 
E. BARRETI PRETTYMAN, JR. 
ARNOLD C. JOHNSON 
LINWOOD HOLTON 
JOHN J. ROSS 

FRANK J. HOGAN (t8n-t944) 
NELSON T. HARTSON (RETIRED) 

HOWARD F. ROYCROFT 
ROBERT H. KAPP 
SHERWIN J. MARKMAN 
ROBERT J. ELLIOTI 
JAY E. RICI<S 
ROBERT M. JEFFERS 
DENNIS J. LEHR 
ARTHUR J. ROTHKOPF 
KEVIN P. CHARLES 
JEROME N. SONOSKY 
JAMES A. HOURIHAN 
GERALD E. GILBERT 
JOHN M. FERREN 
AUSTIN S. MITTLER 
VINCENT H. COHEN 
HOWARD R. MOSKOF 
GEORGE U. CARNEAL 

J. WILLIAM FULBRIGHT 
OF COUNSEL 

GARY L CHRISTENSEN 
ALFRED T. SPADA 
BOB GLEN COLE 
RICHARD S.  RODIN 
STUART PHILIP ROSS 
RICHARD J. M. POULSON 
PETER W. TREDICK 
ANTHONY S. HARRINGTON 
ALFRED JOHN DOUGHERTY 
PETER F". ROUSSELOT 
JAMES J. ROSEN HAUER 
SARA-ANN DETERMAN 
JOSEPH M. HASSETT 
ROBERT E. MONTGOMERY, JR. 
JOE "CHARTOFF 
OAVIt)J. HENSLER 
ERIC A. VON SALZEN 

Mr. Bert Carp 
Monda1e Issues Coordinator 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Bert: 

815 CONNECTICUT AVENUE 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 

TELEPHONE (202) 331-4500 

CABLE 11HOGANOER WASHINGTON" 

TELEX 89-2757, 64353 

WRITER'S OIRECT OIAL NUMBER 

(202) 331-4626 

September 30, 1976 

Enclosed is another memorandum containing a 
very obvious suggestion of mine. 

Best regards. 

SJM:efw 

Enclosure 

Yours truly, 

�� �� Sherwin J. Markman 



( ' M. 0. Norby, {f620 
1301 s. Scott 
Arlington VA 22204 
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·Mr'. Stu Ei"J..enstaft. 
·Assistant to Governor Carter 
Plains Georgia 



August 22, 19761 � � 

Dear Mr. Eisenstait: I have just finished reading the 
story in today' s ivashington (X>st about your intention to 
stress the theme of "competence" in your campai� strategy. 
I wonder'if you know how terrif.yingly accurate your diagnosis 
is. Anyone who has any contact with the White House tmse 
days knows that Ford is still surrounded by all of the Nixon 
people, and that he is being manippulated and advised by the 
same old Nixon crow?�� What is more frightening, howev�)is 
the fact that when Nixon was in office, he bent·�ll the 
Civil Service merit system rules t-o place his people ·in the 
top levels of the civil service structure'in every department. 
It will be 10 or 15 years before we can get thezn�,:;'out o.flfi there 
and they will be ideally protected whUe they continue ··,-like 
termites, to destroy the 1.ntegrity of 'government in thei.r 
"dug-in" positions as GS-15, 16,17, and � c\vil se_rvants. · 

ilfL.�Ol � 



RD J, Box 35 
catsld.U 
Hew York 12h14 

Har.d.l ton Jordan, Manager 
Carter Presidential Campaign 
Atlanta, Georgia 

· 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 

July 24, 1976 

I am one of an unknown !1UIIlber ot Americans not y-et lapsed into cyniciSM. We 
still believe that American goverment ean be constitutional and that a President 
oan be a s al"VSnt of the people. And we are ready to believe that Jiiiii'IIY' Carter is 
a new breed of man, one who · can beoome that kind of President and give us that ldnd 
of goverment. His words :at the Democratic (})mention had a far� clearer ring than 
the dull gong of campaign .prond.ses; they sounded like �vs of pu�e oomitment. 

Yet, having assured u8 '
that he would work to reform the tax s�ructure, Jirrlrq 

Carter 
·

the other dq told a group of worr:lecl New York businessmen that he would be 
"eautious." Granting that "cautious" can be a vary ·good word, what are we to undel\. 
stand by' it in this context? Did J� IJarter•s directness 8Dd zeal fail him in the 
presence of the Nev York ·businesS!Ilen? Why' didn't he tell tham v1 tb ardor that, yes, 
we lllUst have an overhaul of the tax system and that1 yes, h:la Administration would 
thereto address itself' mighti17? We n eed to know tne answer bef'ore·we vote for 
J� Carter and unless tOtal cyniCism is to overwhelm us all. 



Dr. Peter Bourne 

Carter Campaign Headquarters 

2000 P Street, N.W. Room 400 

Washington, D. C. 20036 

Dear Dr. Bourne: 

John Mudd 
R. D. 1 Box 281 

Schenevus, New York 12155 

Tel (607) 27805876 

June 25, 1976 

Jack Gilligan, a colleague at the Woodrow Wilson Center suggested 

that I send you the attached outline of a:.possible strategy for the 

geographic decentralization of government administration--an alternative 
method of reorganization in the executive which you might want to 

consider. 

If you think it useful to pursue, and I might be of any use, please 

let me know. 

Sincerely, 

Jo:;ltt� 



. ·--, 

Aug us t 2 6 , 19.7 6 

Mr. William R. Myshrall 
RD 3, Box 35 

·catski11,·New York 12414 

Dear Mr. Mysh�all:· 

;- , 

Thank you for y�ur l�tter,,which has been referred to me. Mr. 
Carter is strongly committed to reform of the tax structure to 
provide for .a simplified system which treats all income the same 
tax�s all income only one� and makes our system of taxation mor� 

·pr�gressive. He is cautious in the ·sense �f not wishing. to comment 
upon isola�ed parts of spedific t�* reform proposal. •ttll he ha� 
had the time to analyze the entir� tax structtire •nd present a; 
comprehensive package. 

· · 

Your support of Mr. Carter in his endeavor to bring a different• 
sort.of government to the American people is greatly apprec;1.ated. 

Sincerely, 

'"•,J . · -

Anne:Mous 
Na tiona! Issues & Po'licies 

.,. .  

AM/bt 



Hr. Eizenstat, 

I am a-student at the University of Georgia doing a 

research paper on Gove_rnor Carter's Presidential campaign 

from the 1972 Demotiratic Convention to the 197� Democratic 

National Convention. During my research I have come upon 

certain questions that cannot be answered through normal 

. library research, ie. newspapers, magazines, and books • .  

I would be most grateful if you .could answer the questions 

listed below. 

1. Why did Governor Carter propose at the September,197J, 

Southern Governor's Conference that the Southern States 

conduct primaries on the same day? 

2. According to the Washington Post March 26, 1975, 

Governor Carter was getting the best local press _of all 

the candidates as he traveled. How did Governor Carter get 

so much local attention being so comparatively unknown� 

J. Later that year the Washington Post stated that 

Governor Carter expects his detailed knowledge of the delegate 

selection process to pay off early in the primaries. Can 

you tell me what this·detailed knowledge was and how Mr. Carter 

applied this knowledge to the_1975 campaign and the 1976 primaries? 

4. How major a role did Governor Carter's position as 

Chairman of the NationalDemocratic Campaign Comm�ttee from 1973 

to 1974 play in his subsequent 1975 .campaign and the 1976. 

pr 1 maries ? · 



... 

5. What major contributions to the Carter campaign 

vvas Hamil ton Jordan able to make after his year and a half 

stay in Washington as director of the Campaigns Division of 

the Pemocratic Campaign Committee? 

Your help is appreciated. 
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RICHARD D. LAMM 

Go�crnor 

EXECUTIVE CHAMBERS 

DEN"YEH 

Mr. Burt Carp 
Carter For Preside�t Offices 
100 Colony Square 
Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Mr. Carp: 

August 30, 1976 

About a week and a half ago, Senator Walter Mondale called Governor Lamm 
and asked him to prepare a summary of energy issues facing this State and the 
western region generally. Enclosed please find that paper entitled ''A \�estern 
View of National Energy Problems and Policies." 

We attempted to outline the issues in a summary form within this document. 
However, we do have quite a few individuals working on very specific pieces of 
the energy question. If you would 1 ike elaboration or a�plification on any of 
the points contained herein, please feel free to contact me, and I can put you 
in touch with the appropriate individual within the Ad�inistration. I can be 

.reached at 303-892-2471., 

Sincerely yours, 

���� J � Monaghan · 

Assistant to the Governor 
for Natural Resources 

·-·!· 
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A Wcs tern Vi ev1 
of 

National Energy Problems and Polici�s 

I. Introduction 

The purpose of this paper is to describe energy-related problems and policies 

from a western perspective. While there are certainly a variety of opinions and 

policies generated by individual western states, a clear regional perspective 

fs emerging on many of these issues. The western states have drawn to�ether �nd 

addressed energy-related issues in unprecedented regional �ccord� Therefore, 

while. the views rn this paper are specifically those tif Governor Richard D. 

Lamm's Administration in Colorado, they do reflect in large part a regional 

view of 6ur energy probl�ms. 

The we5tern region of the United States, comprising the siites of Colorado, 

Nevi t1exico, �lontana, \.Jyoming, Arizona, North Dakota, South Dakota and Utah, 

unmistakably possess an abundance of energy resources. Coal ranks as the most 

available and sought after energy resource, wfth this re�ion possessing over 40% 

of the nation's deposits'. Western coal is lov1 in sulfer content, it is strippable, 

and the cost of western production is attractive. 

In addition, the states of Colorado, Utah and Wyoming also possess vast and 

untapped oil shale resources. The technologies of extracting oil from shale 

rock and the accompanying economies place oil shale development in a much mori 

uncertain status than coal development in the west. However, the three states 

do have within their boundarie� bill ions of barrels of oil which cannot be 

dismissed as a potential source of energy in the ye�rs to tome. 

The western r�gion is also rich in uranium ore, �<'lhich \vill play an important 
. ., 

part in the nation'� fuel mi� if nuclear development is to be accelerated. 
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The role 1t1hich the federal government plays in stimulating the development of 

our natural resources is further heightened i� the west by the fact that the 

federal government o�tms over 36% of the region. Over .80% of high grade oil 

shate �eserves are on federal land. �ea�ing programs, as well as other rncentives 

ptovided by the federal government, will continue to make federal policy the 

.most influential force relative to future levels of energy resource development 

in the west. By all accounts, energy development in western states will be 

accelerated during the last part of this century. Projections of coal develop

ment from the region range anywhere from a five-fold to a nine-fold increase 

over present levels which are in the neighborhood of 60 to 80 mill ion tons 

per year (IHPY). 

Acting upon the realization that the western states will be under tremendous 

pressure to accelerate the developmerit of energy resources, ten democratic 

governors have formed the 11Western Governors• Regional Energy Pol icy Office11 as 

�heir chief region�] energy organization. The membership of WGREPO includ�s the 

· Sta�es of Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, Utahi Colorado, Nebraska, 

Nevada, Arizona and New Mexico. While this alignment .of states includes a number 

of states which do not possess an.abundance of natural resources, the organizition 

was drawn from the memberships of two Title V Commissions: the Old West Regional 

Commission and the Four Corners Regional Commission. The f1rst year of operat1on 

of the organization has demonstrated that fringe states wh1ch do not expect to 

be overpowered by energy development are nonetheless concerned about regional 

effects of accelerated energy development upon their. communities. 

I I. Nat' ion a l Energy Pol icy 

A frequent cry of those conterned with energy development in this country 

is that there is a lack of a national energy pol icy. tiven the vicissitudes of 
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·the federa 1 legislative and administrative process, it may be asking too much 

for a comprehensive articulation of national energy policy. However, the Ford 

Admin(stratioh must be faulted for its inability even to. approach a comprehensive 

strategy for dealing with the gap between en�rgy suppl� and demand in this country: 

There have been two major attempts at providing a comprehensive strategy, 

and both have failed. ••Project Independence•• was initiated shortly after the 

Arab oil embargo of 1973 as a strategy fo� attaining energy self-sufficiency 

in the next two decades. Shortly thereafter, the newly created Energy Research 

and Development Administrat1pn (ERDA) drafted what they referred to as a 

11blueprint•• of a national energy strategy. This has been through a second 

draft now and has been :treated to numerous public hearings throughout the country. 

Both .efforts suffer'ed from theoretical and statistical treatment of energy 

production and consumption as opposed to setting realisti� and attainable goals. 

In each case, the strategles were constructed with minimum input from the public 

or from other levels of government, resulting in an adversary treatment by 

numerous individuals and organiza�ions throughout the country. Of particular 

concern to many was the low priority given energy conservation in both ••Project 

Independence•• and the ERDA 11blueprint.11 The redraft of the ERDA 76-1 plan 
(. 

al l�gedly increased the role of energy conservation in meeting our energy �eeds, 

b�t the facts of the budget and its a11ocatfon show this to be merely a paper 

comm i tmeh t. 

Not only do fedetal energy planning efforts fail because they are largely 

theoretical, but there is very 1 ittle connection between such plans and the 

day�to-day actions and policies of Feder�! agencies, For example, while the· 

Presi�nt recently proclaimed energy conservation as a major thrust of his 

Administration, this area accounted for less than 2% of the federal energy 



• .  

research budget, and of that, most of the funds are for personnel and coordination 
.. ,. 

rather than actu�l research. What is needed most is resear�h in consumer 

motivation and programs to allO'tJ for the implementation of current technology. 

If this \.-Jere done., then the mid term and long term goals of ERDA \.-Jould begin to 

build a rational relationship to the problem. Indeed, the same criticism is true 

in the solar and alternative energy development fields: lack of any real 

commitment to current technology implementation and a low level of interest in v 

long . term development. In short, 0hile the federal government has been looking 

at a number of energy development sc�narios, ERDA appears to have pla�ed primary 

emphasis upon increased nuclear development throughout the United States and 

continued acceleration of fossil fuel development. 

The net result of what must be characterized as a lack of leadership on the 

part of the Ad�inistration and a piecemeal approach by Congress is that western 

states have an extremely difficult time defining their rol�; From a w�stern 

perspective, the most important need is for the federal government to provide a 

system so that the west�rn states can evaluate resourte development potential 

within this region. In other words, while the federal government has the overall 

responsibility of determining acceptable levels of depende�ce on foreign oil and 

the types of fuel mixes which are needed to adequately supply the country, 

disjointed federal policies should not force unacceptable levels and types of 

western energy development. Within the context of a broad national policy, the 

individual states should be allowed to assess thei� own developme�t potential 

and to provide import�nt policy blocks within the national policy framework. 

The present Administration's approach of a total ''top-do\.-m'' formulation of 

nationil energy policies wi 11 continue the ad�ersary relationship betwee� western 

states and th� federal g6vernment. The western states have a great deal of 

" 
' '  
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Ill. Institutional Weaknesses Within the Federal Government 

A maniFestation of the lack of comprehensive federal energy pol icy is the 

prolif�ration and overlap of federal agencies dealing with energy development. 

In litsrally every functional area, there are a Humber of federal agencies 

which claim to have administrative and substantive responsibility. 
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The Federal Energy Administration, which was created in response to the 

Arab oil boycott of 1973, continues to hang on to its slim official role of 

providing fuel a! location di�ection for the couhtry; but as members of Congress 

have indicated, it is overstaffed. With �espect to FEA, it �hould be pointed 

out that one of the more positive moves of �he Ford Administration has been the 

institution of "Interagency Coordinating Councils" under the auspices of the 

President's Energy Resources Council. FEA was solely responsible for est�bl ishing 

., 
these Coordinating Councils which are essentially directed by Frank Zarb, 

Administrator of �he Federal Energy Administration. The Coordinating Councils 

are federal interagency councils which attempt to coordinate action within 

function areas. For example, the interagency council v1brking on synthetic .fuels 

includes repr�sentativ�s from the Environmental Protection Agency, Departm�nt of 

Commerce, the Energy Research and Development Administration, Federal Energy 

Administration; ahd Department of Interior. 

Although FEA strains to define a role for itself, it has been responsible 

'for most of th� quality FOmmunications between t�e states and the federal 

structure. In addition to FEA, the las f two years have witnessed the establish-

ment of the Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA ) which was 

created through the Non-Nuclear Development Act of 197�. ERDA's charge is to 

demonstrate and develop various sources of energy for this country. ERDA appears 

tb have all the trappings of another burgeoning bureaucracy, involved in substantive 

or functional areas already claimed by FEA. 

The examples of programmatic overlaps and vague missions are numerous. It 

is not ·uncommon to find the Federal Energy Administration sponsorin g meetings 

deal in� with western coal development, when the lead f�deral agency for western 

coal development is clearly the Department of Interior. In the area of energy 

1' , ·  
'· 
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conservation, the delineation of responsibility between ERDA, FEA and Housing 

and Urban Development (HUD) is incomplete. One bf the areaS that has attracted 

a great deal of federal agency attention is energy impact assistance. KnovJing 

·that the governors desire maximum assistance from the federal government in 

this area, numerous federal agencies are now exhibiting program components 

dealing with energy impact assistance. FEA, ERDA, HUD, the Department of Interior 

and even the Environmental Protection Agency all sport staff dealing in this 

important area. 

The lack of coordination and blatant d�plication by federal agencies is 

aggravated all the more by the various agency region�] offices. For every 

federal agency in Washington which is having a difficult time defining it� role 

in the �nergy area, we find a counterpart regional representative engaged in a� 

similar struggle. We have found that the communication between top ad�inistrators 

in Washington down to the field representatives leaves a great deal to be desired. 

More than once; governOrs have negotiated with Secretaries and Administrators 

in Washington but to fipd that the essence of those negotiations are not later 

�onveyed to the regional personnel with whom the states are required to work on 

a daily basis. 

IV. Federal Incentives For Inc reased Energy Production 

A g�eat deal of attention has been focused on the role the federal gove�nment 

might play in stimulating energy development, particularly fossil fuel develop

ment, through various incentives. Th� Non-Nuclear Act of 1974 gave ERDA authorit� · 

to pr6vide incentives in the form of grants and price supports. These �echanisms 

will �quire specific congressional approval of each proposed development. In 

addition, the Administr�tion has sponsored legislation to stimulat� the demonstration 

.:. 
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and development of "synthetic fuels." Synthetic fuels include the gasification 

and liquefaction of coal, oil shale development, and the generation of fuel from 

biomass. In order to make federal incentives for synthetic fuels more acceptable, 

-Congress has included legislative support for geothermal resources, solar 

development and energy conservat�on. The major form bf federal incentive in the 

proposed synthetic fuels area has been federally sponsored loan guarantees. At 

the present time, the Administration's bill (H.R. 12112) is awaiting action before 

the full House of Representatives� 

The western governors generally support a federal government role iri 

investigating and demonstrating new forms of energy development. However, the 

governors generally oppose federal underwriting bf energy production. The 

governors distinguish betv1een federal incentives to demonstrate and test a 

technology as opposed to the commercial production of fuel._ One problem that 

many western states have had with the synthetic fuels bill is that the Ad�inistration 

has not clearly recognized these distinctions; the proposed legislation for the 

support of de�onstrating a technology also often provides an industry with the 

�echanism fur scaling up to full commercial prod�ction. With respect- to 16an 

guarantees for oi 1 shale development, Colorado opposes commertial production until 

a modular development program is set up. This should provide answers concerning 

adequacy of technology, nature and level of impact and the economics of this 

type of fossil fuel development. 

V.. The Role of State Government 

ln.developing n�tional energy policy, and in implimenting federal energy 

progra�s, state governments are in a position to assume some very sp�cific 
" 

-responsibilities. As mentioned above, the states should fully participate in 
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the formulation of national energy pol icy. However, the states are responsible 

for the protectioh of the health, welfare and safety of their citizens. The 

right of state government to apply its laws and regulations to federal energy 

projects or energy development occurr.ing on federal land is a heavily debated 

subject. The states have �ontinually maintained that they should have the right 

to apply state laws and regulations to these projetts if such laws and regulatiohs 

are at least as stringent �s the federal counterpart. G1ven the potentially 

disruptive nature of energy development in the west, together with the fact that 

federal land is dispersed throughout the whole Rocky Mountain region, the 

governors feel that there must be one set of standards or laws appl led within 

any given states. In the synthetic fuels .legislation� for exampl�, the governors 

have successfully argued for a 11concurrence mechanism11 which requires that a governor 

eoncur tn the proposed development prior to the finalization of a loan guarantee 

by the federal government; The lack of a gubernatorial concurrence can be bver-

ridden by the Administrator of ERDA in this c�se if he finds that such a develop

.ment is warranted. in the national interest. Activity which is �nacceptable or 

hazardous on private and state land cannot be allowed to occur on federal land 

simply because it is classed as federal 11public domain.11 

If this country is to become less dependent upon foreign energy sources, 

the federal government will need the cooperation cif all states possessing energy 

resources. If federal legislation or agency action attempts to pre-empt the 

�ppropriate application of state laws and regulations; it will again set into 

motion an adversary relatibnship between state �hd federal governments which will 

be counter productive. 
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VI . Energy Impact Assistance· 

Some areas of the west �ubject to inte�sive energy de�elopment represent 

some of the most rural areas in the United St�tes. The Rotky Mountain West 

a�erages approximately 9.5 persons per square �ile, compared to the national 

average of 57�5 persons per square mile. Energy development in the west could 

create numerous boom towns which will severely disrupt existing communities. 

Small comm�nities adjacent to coal mines and generating facilities will likely 

experience �xponential growth over the next few years. The boom town phenomenon 

carries with it more than the simple disruption of the western way of 1 ife; 

efficient water and sewage systems, inadequate schools, a lack o_f minimal housing, 

and generally an inferi�r community infrastructure ar� all potential hazards 

resulting from accelera�ed fossil fuel development in the west. 

To date, the federa 1. response to these prob 1 ems has been insensitive and 

inadequate. The Ford Adminisiration has responded in two ways to the boom towns 

created by federal energy -programs. First, the government has attempted to force 

a real i·gnm�nt of existing development funds so that energy impact problems tan be 

dealt with essentially within existing budgets. This approa ch just ·shifts such 

impacts to other areas of any given state. Secondly, the Administration has 

introduced into Congress a genericimpact assistance bill (H.R. 11792) \-Jhich 

. provides federal loans and loan guarantees to communities for fmpact assistance. 

Most 0estern states have a constitutional prohibition against borrowing �oney or 

otherwise encumbering future revenues. In such cases , fed�ral )oans and loan 

guarantees for community development in impaced,are�s simply cannot be utilized. 

Local �o�muni.ties also have difficulty in using such loans and loan guarantees; 

Many c�mmunities are at their bonded indebtednes
.
s limit and, therefore, find such 

loans irrelevant. The federal loan guarantee approach to community development 

is not. particularly a breakthrough either in th�t these types of provisions are 

�-.-. 

� . .  : . 
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based bn the discretion of a federal official io either forgive local debt or 

fo�ce the local residents to assume the debt in the event that local revenues 

do not match capital outlay . .  In other- �tiords, the federal gov�rnment has asked 

that local residents borid themselves for future energy-related growth and indicated 

that if expected revenues do not match �onstruction costs, they might forgive 

these community loans. However, communities have generally rejected such Clssistance 

since the federal forgiveness is only discretionary. 

Th� states have generally taken the position that prior to the initiation of 

any federal energy program which will have a socio-economic impact, the federal 

gover:nment has a responsibi Iity to work v.Jith the states to determine and project 

th� nature and extent of the impact. Further, we maintain that if the federal 

government is responsible for initiating energy devel6pment programs, then it 

is also responslble to see that systems are in place to deal with the impact in 

an acceptable manner prior to realiiation of the project. As an example of 

f�deral/state concern over impact needs, the synthetic fuels legislation provides 

for a ... concurrence mechanism11 which requires that a governor concur in the proposed 
- ... 

developm�nt prior to the finalization of a loan guarantee by the federal govern-

ment. The Jack of concurrence can be overriden by the Administrator of ERDA if 

he finds that such a development is w�rranted in the national interest. 

Insofar as specific methods of delivering impact assistance �re concerned, 

western states generally feel that the consumers of the energ� shbuld be held· 

accountable for the costs of production. Local residents living in close 

proximity to energy development sites should not have to shoulder an unfair 

burden:bf energy development costs. An idea which has not been f�lly considered 

by the�Ford Administration is 11in.ternal izing'' community development costs into 

the project costs of any particular development. This system would allow the 

payment of community impact costs through normal privat� market place mechanisms. 
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It is obvious that the cost of energy development to sta.tes ancl local 

communiti�s will more than likely outstrip financial benefits which these units· 

of government will receive thr6ugh expanded �nergy development. Th�re is a 

clear need for a federal grant system which would be flexible enough to provide. 

••front end,11 expeditious impact aid to the communities before they are oven·Jhelmed 

by the projected growth. 

Under the Ford Administration, the federal government has devised a number 

of incentive m�chani�ms to take the risk out of energy development by private 

industry. Western states are slmply askin� that if the federal government is 

going to remove the risk to expedite energy development, they also workwith the 

states and local communities to relieve local residerit� of risks which such 

development has for the·cornmunities. 

VI I. Environmental Constraints on Western Resource Development 

Because of the. abundance of federal environmental legislation, we�tern states 

have had 1 ittle influence with respect to environmental constraints on w�stern 

resource development. Colo�ado feels that the region can experience increa�ed 

resource development while maintaining acceptable environmental standards. 

Colorado has continually r�quested that Congress retain the significant 

deterioration portions of the Clean Air Act so that our individual state air 

quality of�ici�ls can examine prop�sed developments oh a cas��by-case basis. 

The State of Colorado generally supports the notion that the best technology 

commercially available should be uti! ized. in alI energy d�velopment projects so 

as to mitigate to the greatest extent possible any environmental damage. With 

respect to mined land reclamation in the semi-arid portions of the �est, the 

State of Colo�ado holds that land which cannot be satisfactorily reclaimed should 
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not be strip mined. A severance tax proposal initiated by the Lamm Administration 

contained incentives for deep m�ning as opposed to strip mining. 

VI I I. Water and Energy Development 

Thi very real lim1ts of water resources in the Rocky Mountain West place 

significant restraints upon western energy developm�nt. A number of western 

states are considering 11export policies11 1--1hich would give preference to the export 

of the raw resource from the region �ather than the con�er�ion of the resource to 

electricity, g�s, br l !quid fuels. While the State of Colorado has not yet 

unde�taken full analysis of the water problems to be able to embrace a fir� 

pol icy in this area, we are intere�ted in the fact th�t a coal slurry pipeline 

would use only one-seventh the water per Btu used for coal fir�& electric 

generation. 

It would be incorrect to say that there is not enough water in the western 

states to increase energy generation. However, any vast increase in energy 

conversion within semi-�rid western regions will by necessity have a very 

negative impact on westerri agricultural production. The t�adeoffs between 

�nergy developm�nt and agricultural production, because of limit�d water supply, 

are critical in this region which·produces much of the country's food products,: 

but have not been addressed s�fficiently by the federal gtivernment. 

IX. Mineral Leasing Act Amendm��ts 

In addition to other co�ments above relating to western coal development, it 

should be noted that the Congress has recently enacted comprehensive amendments 

to the<
'
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920. These amendments contain provisions for a 

more orderly and rationa.l development of coal leases, and stress the need for 
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diligent development aft�r the execution of the lease. The amendments also 

stress the need for a comprehensive land use pl-anning approach to coal leasing 

arid development. In addition, the bill (S. 391) raises coal lease royalties, 

as well as the states' share of revenues from coal leases. The bill increased 

the states' share from the present 37H of revenues to 50%. It also removed 

restrictions on what the additional 12!% can be used for. We�tern states gave 

their unanimous support of the coal leasing amendments and viewed the increase 

in the states' ·share of lease revenues as a source of funds which could be 

expeditiously used to deal with energy imp�ct problems. 

President Ford vetoed S. 391 despite bipartisan western support for the bill 

and eventually the Congress overrode his veto. The veto override may iridicate 

the need for the Department of Interior to reassess their recently established 

EMARS (Energy Mineral Activities Recommendation System) _program. The majority 

of western governors strongly support the enactment of a sound federal strip 

min�ng bill. We deplore the President's two vetoes and view· them as. a lack of 

commitment by the fede�al government to protect our region. 

X. o i 1 Sha 1 e 

The development of oil from shale rock ih Wyoming, Colorado and Utah has 

long held a potential for providing additional domestic sources of oil. However, 

the retort technologies of oi 1 shale development have yet to be proven at a 

commercial level, and a first estimate of the economies of such production 

casts a great cloud of uncertainty over oil shale development. The State of 

Colorado supports investigations into the feasibility of various oi 1 shale 

techn0logies. Without an. adequate demonstration of these technologies, it would 

be premature to render any final judgment as to the role of oil shale development 
- - - . 

in sol�ing .ou� energy p�oblems. 
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It is Colorado•s firm position that any demonstration of oil shale 

technologies should proceed at the smallest level needed to demonstrate 

adequately the feasibility of the technology. We define this as a sing!� retort 

producing in the-range of 6,000 - 10,000 barrels of oil per day. w� have 

concluded that such a 11module11 retort wi 11 provide the vast majority of ansv1ers 

w1th respect to the technical feasibility of a grve� technology, as well �s its 

impact. Colorado further hdlds that until there has been an adequate demonstration. 

and evaluation 6f oil shale development at the modular level, full scale 

commercial production is inappropria.te� 

XI. Nuclear 

The development of nuclear ene�gy in the western stat�i is a hotly debated 

public issue; Initiated laws \·1hich would restrict the growth'of the nuclear 

industry are on the November ballot in Colorado and Arizona. 

XII. Energy Conservation_· 

Energy Conservation is of vital interest to every region of the country. 

However, it carries a spe�ial import to th� Rocky Mount�in West. Aggre�sive 

national energy conservation programs, if successful, wil �give the western states 

and t
"
he nation the necessary time to plan for and cope with the impacts of 

increased fossil fuel development. This lead time is essential to the develop-

ment of a comprehensive plan for national energy usag�. The western states 
. . 

b�lieve that energy con�ervation must be a keystone of any set of national 

priorities. 

T�date, the federal support of energy conservation has been questionable. 

As noted in the Kennedy�Wirth Bill, one of the problem�·has been the lack of 
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capital for conservation inve�tments. Altho�gh this is partially recognized 

in the FEA Extension Bill, the l�v�l of support is still not adequate. The 

ecological and economical. benefits of conservation must be equated with pro-

d�ction technologies. The first line of attack on our energy supply problems 

must be through adaptation of efficient technologies in the production and 

consumption of energy. 

The second .1 i ne in a 1 ong term savings is through a 1 terat ion of consumer 

habits. It i.s .proven that our qua 1 i ty of 1 i fe need not be sacrificed, but 

r3ther that energy efficiency can bring about a particular use of our renewable 

and non�renewabl� r�sources. 

The Ford Administration has not invested the necessary capital in energy 

conservation re�earch, d�monstration or implementation. Only because of 

congressional and special interest group pressure has added intere�t been placed 

on energy conservation. However, no serious realignment of energy strategies, 

research dollars or agency programs have occurred even in light of this 11new 

awareness11 by the Administration. 

Richard D. Lamm 
Governor of Colorado 

August 30, 1976 



Noel Sterrit, Issues Desk 
Carter-Mondale Headquarters 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia, 30301 

Dear Mr. Sterrit: 

946 Midland Road 
Oradell, New Jersey, 07649 
October 4, 1976 

1 phoned the Carter-Mondale Headquarters in Atlanta twice last 
week and asked for the man at the issues desk. 1 was informed that 
he was not available at the time and would phone.back. After not 
hearing anything for several days, 1 contacted Joe Fiche�a at 
Carter-Mondale Headquarters in New Jersey where.! live. 

The i�sue at hand is a very crucial one which has, in my.opinion, 
been overlooked. Enclosed is a letter 1 wrote to the Editor of the 
New York Times. Today, an employee of the Times phoned to inform me 
that they will publish the letter this week in the Letters to the 
Editor section. 1 have enclosed a xeroxed copy of the letter. Please 
read it carefully and see what you think. Don't you agree that it 
is a very important campaign issue? 

1 hope to hear from you in the very near future. 

Respectfully yours, 

��.� 
Ronald c. Monticone, Ph.D. 
Professor of Government · 

Queensborough College 
City University of New York 
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Mr. William 0. Nixon 
101 Orange Street 

March 10, 1976 

Port Charlotte, Fla. 33952 

Dear Mr. Nixon: 

Thank you for your letter. I found your suggestions 
the Economy quite interesting. I have referred them 
my issues staff for further study. 

on 
to 

Please don't hesitate to write me again if you have any 
further suggestions. I appreciate your interest. 

Sincerely, 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy o1 our report is filed with the federal Election Comminion and Is available for purchase from the federal Election Commission, Washin-gton, D.C. 
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Mr. James Carter 
1 Woodland Drive 
Plains, Ga. 31780 

Dear Mr. Carter: 

101-orange Street 
·Port Charlotte, Fla. 33952 

February 21, 1976 

First, allow me to introduce myself. I am a retired engineer. 
Most of my working life has been with scientists.- I have learned 
not to reach conclusions and then set out to prove- them. Neither 
do I use the data of the past to predict the future. Unlike the 
doctors before Louis Pasteur, I do not treat the symptoms of a 
disease or malfunction with bandaids. These are the tactics of 
most of the economists and politicians. I solve difficult problems 
by basic analysis of a whole disease or malfunction. 

Our economic problems are well understood, not as an economist 
but as an economic scientist. I assure you that if you will listen, 
understand and campaign on a scientific basis, you will not fail to 
reach the White House. 

In brief, the basics are these: 

1) Economics is a science of money, manipulated by mankind. 

2) Inflation, depression, unemployment, poverty, debt and crime 
are but symptoms of a disease created by mankind's manipulation of 
money. 

3) Pasteur said, "The rash, the aches and the pains are not sep
arate diseases, but one disease. It is not of the skin, the muscles 
or the stomach. It's a disease of the blood." This nation's disease 
is also a disease of the blood and blood of a nation is money. 

4) Our troubles are not caused by the free enterprise system, the 
producing business man, the spending by government nor the worker. 
They are caused by someone, or group of someones, who manipulate 
money. The problem is to pinpoint who they are, how they are damag
ing the economy and how much. The solution must stop the damage 
being done without affecting the rest of the citizenry or the system. 

5)- To avoid adverse consequences from bandaids, we must solve 
these economic ills without penalizing the wealthy. Nor shall we 
allow any entity who is damaging the economy, even though inadvert
ently, to continue damaging the economy because they are wealthy. 
We must not limit nor tax the rich for this purpose. We must not 
tax the poor to compensate for the damage being done. 

The solution is not difficult. All we must do is to determine 
who, how much and in what way the damage is being done.. Then we 
require those entities who are doing-�the -damage:; even though-:inad.;..;-
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vertently, to pay- for the damage done. 

I am quite well acquainted with complex computers and the basics 
of their functions. I could supply a relatively inexpensive set of 
computers that could take data from income tax returns and determine 
which entities were causing the damage, if any, and how much had 
been caused. Wealth, per se, nor profits in real wealth, would _ 
enter into the calculations. 

Actually, no one would pay for damages because all entities 
would be advised of the mathematical formula being used. Each 
entity would, rather than pay damages, rearrange their mode of 
operations to avoid such payment. But the rearrangement would 
end the damage being done. A very few entities could not, or 
would not, stay in their present business unless they were allowed 
to continue doing damage. They would try wheeling, dealing and 
corruption. Failing that, they would cease operations. 

Good! If their particular mode of operations is a detriment 
to this nation; then let it be knownand the nation can survive 
without them. 

There is no way anyone can cheat. To cheat would only add to 
the damage payment in excess of the cheating. It would do so auto
matically by negative feedback within the computer. An attempt to 
cheat would reduce the entitiy's profits. 

. The computer system would operate like this: At this moment, 
at a great deal of expense, data related to our economy is being 
gathered. This data would be fed into one master computer. This 
master computer would establish four constants. The four constants 
would be used by a bank of small computers to calculate each entity's 
damage, if any.� This would take about 25 girls as each entity's 
calculation could be made in less than one minute. 

An entity's calculated dam§;ge could be subtracted from their 
income tax so no damage less than their income tax would actually 
be paid. This may seem like giving it back, but the computers 
would take care of that, and I could call attention to entities 
that damage the economy over two hundred billion dollars each 
year and ,E.& !!2. income tax. 

- --

I will not say who these entities are, for then it would seem 
that I have a grudge against someone. Now should you tell the public 
who you believe they are. Your campaign should only say, "The com
puters will honestly point them out." People are well aware of the 
capabilities of computers. Computers took us to the moon without 
the public or the politicians understanding the mathematics 
involved. 

All I, a mathematician with more than a smattering of arith
metic, can say is that I am as sure as that three and four are 
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seven. I stand willing to wager my life, if need be, that my 
mathematics are correct. All economic problems can be solved 
within two years with no strife. 

If this interests you, I will be glad to be of service at 
any time and in any way. My country comes first in importance. 

WON/abr 

Sincerely yours, 

tc>.J.tt.o:..-.� .... (l) . lk'+� 
William 0. Nixon 
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May 18, 1976 

Mr·. Joseph V. Norton 
1 Sherm�n· Square 
New York, ·New York 10023 

Dear Mr. Norton: 

'· 

Thank you for your letter and the in
forma"t:ion·on·the blood supply. 

You bring up several interesting points 
which deserve careful consideration. 
I have referred your correspondence to· 
my .Issues Staff for study. 

Please-feel free to write me at any 
,,, time you have further questions .or sug

gestions. , I appreciate your interest. 

Sincerely, 

JIMMY CARTER 

JC:alb 

r.· 

.). 
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Mr James Earl Carter Jr 
Campaign Headquarters 
Peachtree Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30304 

Dear Mr. ·Carter:· 

1 Sherman Square 
Nev1 York, NY 10023 
12 April 1976 

A copy of the inclosed letter has been for�arded to almost 
every member of the United States Congress. You certainly 
deserve the same idea advantages of others in your present 
situation. The press, too, has been less than kind on the 
subject matter. 

Every good wish. 

V. Norton Incl:: a/s 
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United States Senator 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator: 

1 Sherman Square 
New York, New York 10023 

12 April 1976 

There has long been a need to seriously improve the nation's 
blood supply and several prominent Americans have expressed 
their concern over this issue. 

As you may well know, our national blood assets versus population 
(as wel l as our assets versus death/accident rates) when compared 
with those of other advanced modern societies does not indicate 
that we lead in having this precious commodity available in suffi
cient quantity or quality to adequately support our medical system 
which is so much a part of the public health picture. 

At the present time almost every possible scheme and device is 
employed so as to entice individuals to participate in blood donor 
programs. Not long ago, Mayor Beame of New York City publicly 
expressed concern over the two-day recovery period accorded certain 
city employees and, furthermore, indicated that he might seek to 
remove a city-union contract clause which provides for compensatory 
time-off for Firemen ... imagine the dollar value of such fringe 
benefits which the New York taxpayer has to bear! Such fringe 
benefits and many others (free tickets to • . •  , supplemental vacation 
days, blood assurance, blood insurance, etc.) as well as b lood in
debtedness have become common-place and form the cornerstone of our 
vo luntary b lood programs, and without such benefits our volunteer 
blood donor would disappear outside the penal institutions. 

On the other hand, we find a large number of b lood donors who be
cause of unfo rtunate economic conditions visit our many "blood 
parlors" in New York, and because they accept direct remuneration 
(seven dollars or more per pint), are castigated mainly by those 
who have a financial interest in the commodity or depend on the 
commodity for a livelihood. 

Twice as many men, women, and children have been killed on our 
highways than all the battle deaths experiented by our military 
forces since the birth of our nation, and it cou l d  well be that 
we've suffered more thari 20 million serious injuries since the 
automobile arrived. The automobilist fully deserves to become 
the "backbone" of our voluntary blood programs, and little real 
objection could be raised concerning this scheme in view of the 
deceptive, misleading, and sometimes unrealistic schemes which 
are now employed. 
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A 'bill should be introduced requiring automobile accident insur
ance p�licies to contain a "blood donor clause" wh ich would offer 
modified (lower) insurance premiums to blood donor policyholders. 
Th is fr :lnge benefit ought to be readily ac cepted by the public, 
especially the 110-million voting-age American motorists who 
contribute so much to today's blood pr oblems. 

The Federal Trade Com mission appears reluctant to proceed against 
the American Medical Association and others wh o sponsor a Blood 
Replacement Program (known otherwise as blood assurance or blood 
insurance ) which offers world-wide and unlimited quantities of 
blood (or by-products) to qualified members; i.e., participants 
(not necessarily regular donors) may receive an unlimited quantity 
of this c ommodity at any time and in any geographic location, 
despite undenied reports and indications that our blood assets fall 
short of requirements, and regardless of the status of blood programs 
in less developed or primitive societies that Americans may venture 
to visit. Further, almost all of the pr ogram sponsors are not 
directly involved with the collection, pr ocessing or dispe nsing of 
the c ommodity a nd do not ex ercise c ontr ol in its use within the 
United States or in foreign countries. 

The American National Red Cross is reluctant too, at this time, to 
give serious c onsideration to this suggestion, and the Red Cr oss 
Blood Pr ogram is n ot among the pr oponents of such reform for minor 
reasons too numerous to rec ount. However, that organization is n ot 
above using schemes, some of which may raise se rious ethical 
questions. For example, instead of directing a stronger effort in 
supporting schemes aimed at augmenting a response from the 95% or 
more uninvolved adult population, we find the American Red Cross 
(in its zealous effort to remain competitive publicly with c ommer

cial blood interests) has sent representatives into our educational 
institutions, especially h igh sch ools, to circulate promotional 
material and "Parental Consent Forms" in an effort to solicit blood 
donations fr om minor-age ch ildren in Ne w York and other states. 

The recently defeated bill in the Senate wh ich would have requrr'rr�e�d�--------
all states to adopt no-fault automobile insurance indicates concern 
and interest in automobile accident c ompensation and insurance. I 

would appreciate your taking the time to consider the blood donor 
clause apr opos automobile accident insurance. 

Good wishes. 

Y·a 
ph V. N orton 

Retired military officer 

Note: Personal insurance "blood donor clause" c overed 
by statutory copyright. 
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LARGEST COMBINED DAILY CIRCULATION IN TEXAS mRT WORTH STAR-TELt�RAM 
Editorial Department 

Jimmy Carter for President Committee 

P.O. Box 1976 

Atlanta, GA 30 30 1 

Dear Sirs: 

MORNING EVENING SUNDAY 

� -, 
' ' ' 19 75 

We are in the process of compiling data on the various presi

dential candidates and campaigns. 

We wou ld like to have from your organization copies of position 

papers and o ther material that is available. 

LN:nw 

Sincerely, 
--�/ 

Larr Neal 

p 0 z�:.: i c z.,. l write r 

Morning Star-Te legram 

400 WE-ST SEVENTH STREET I FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102 I AREA CODE 817 I EDison 6-9271 
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,;-Mrs. 'Frederic S. Nathan 
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. New York, N.Y. 10028 
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December '-22., · 197 5 . 

Mrs. Fr·ederic · S. ·Nathan 
14 East· 90th� ¥tre�t 
New York,;N:Y. 10028 

. ' �Q . .  

' 

� . 

• 

Dear Mrs.· Na�han, 
� . . . 

' . ... . 

• 

Tharik. y��� :.t"or v{riting.· ��will� treY toi outline 
some of th� questions yo1,1 a'l!e cori.cernedf1with . 

an•answer to 

. . .. 

Abortion i,s an_ extremely per.sona-1 and emotional issue. 
and mj wif� have �erious reservations about the practice . 

. However, I do. not .·feel that it is proper for me to impose 
personal pref:E:rences on others. · • 0 ' 

. 

I 

my 

Abortion is treatment for fa{led contraception, but it is 
interventiye' .rather than preventive. With stronger and more 
widely-available family planning programs and centers we should 
see the need . .for abortion minimized in the future. Abortion 
should not· be encouraged as a primary .method of birth control. . 
Aside from any moral difficulties, it is still traumatic, sometimes 
painful,. and ·.eostly. And there is impressive evidence that 
poor women do not have access to the planning resources they 
would need·. 

I do not support any amendment to nullify the Supreme Court 
decision. 

The United States is the only industrialized nation which 
does not have a public, comprehensive maternal and child health 
care program or a national, large-scale public child care 
program. The enactment of a comprehensive child development 
bill to provide quality, non-profit child care must be one of 
our major national prioritie�. 

Sincerely, 

Jimmy Carter 

. 
P. 0� Box 1976 Atla,nta, Georgia 30�01 404/897-7100 
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February 16, 1976 

Task Force 

Jacksonville, Fla. 32208 

To the task force --

Thank you for your questiopaire. In the past, we have found 
that answering questions on a simple yes or no basis cannot convey 
adequately Governor Carter's views on a particular subject. For this 
reason, we prefer to give more comprehensive answers. 

I have enclosed a copy of our answers to a questionaire sent to 
us recently by the National Women's Political Caucus. I trust it 
will answer most of your questions. 

For those que.stions not covered in the enclosed questionaire, 
here are the Governor's answers: 

--Governor C�rter sees the principal issues in the country today 
as jobs, integrity and competence. He has repeatedly called for a job 
for every American who wants to work. He says, "The inability of 
both the federal executive and legislative branches to effectively 
oversee, manage, and implement well-intentioned federal programs is 
the chief threat to our nation's commitment to the goals of social and 
economic justice. Humane social goals are best pursued by efficient, 
effective well-planned means:' On the integrity i

'
ssue, he says, 

"Our government in Washington operates according to ethical standards 
which are totally inadequate and unacceptable to the vast majority 
of our people. Our government must be honest, open and compassionate 
and a source of pride once again and no longer a cause of shame." 

--Statement of 25 words or less: "I feel we must reestablish 
as our national goal the developmerit of government in Washington 
as compassionate and good as are the American people. This should 
include a commitment at every level to the needs and aspirations 
of women." 

--The top three women campaign staffers are: 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
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Vicki Rodgers -- scheduler 
Betty Rainwater -- deputy press secretary 
Susan Hallora� -- field coordinator 

If you have any further questions, I hope you will no t hesitate 
to write me. 

All the best, 

�� 
Steven,:;;D. Stark 

'Issues-Coordinator 
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-�} Ji1n1ny Cc••·te•· 
·�\ Preside11tic1l Ca1npaig11 

For A1nericc1's third ce11tLn·y, lNhy 11ot OLII' best? 

January 14, 1976 

To the editors of New England Outdoors --

Here is a manuscript for publication in your 
magazine. If there are any further questions, please 
don't hesitate to write me. 

Steven StarR 
Issues Coordinator 

P.O., Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. �" 



Ji1n1ny Cca1·te1· Presidential Campaign 
May 15, 1976 

To Bob Nathan 

I appreciate your letter and your .offer of 
assistance, and I apologize for my delay in 
responding. 

Your expertise in economic matters can be 
helpful to my campaign, and I will contact 
you if the need arises. 

I will do my best never to disappoint you. 

Sincerely, 

-��� 
JC:rnrnc 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report Is filed with the Fedon:il Elocllon Commlulon and I• avalloble for purchase from tho Federal Election Commlulon, Wo&hlnoton, D.C. 17 



&O·?.·ERT R .  NATHAN 1200 EIGHTEENTH ST . N: W .  WASHINGTON , D .  C .  20036 

Honorable Jimmy Carter 
Governor of Georgia 
Plains, Georgia 

Dear Governor: 

March 26, 1976 

I had a long talk the other day with my friend Carl Ross, 
who told me of his extensive activities on your behalf. 
I told Carl that as Co-Chairman of the Economic Task 
Force of the Democratic Advisory Council and as a friend 
of many candidates, I was being helpful to all of the 
Democrats. I expressed a willingness to send some back.:. 
ground materials to Stu Eisenstadt, whom I knew back in 
the campaign in.�l968. Those materials have been sent. 

Without co:mrni tment in t,erms_o.f�.-,q"\J,PPQ:f..t.:,._,.J would be happy 
tQbe·-··QT"'as's1s"tance·- in 'i)roviding any background or data 
tha·-c:-m±ght··-·be·--u·s-e·fur·on--EEe'".eEoilom.rc--:Eronf--Eecause-fao 
bel. ieveth.a t·-ae-sp--n:e···-t:E:e::�:i ·� _cP.v�ry�--foCiate.-the-·-e-c;c;·n:Or!lrc 
issue··wili·-·be . . .  Di. ·Efie'""forefront in -t 976� -··· ····· · · -· - ---· ·-·--.- .... . ________ _ 

- ......... .-.. .... ........--.. ----·----� 

Best wishes. 
----�-- ·-------""· 

�incerely, . . 

�(��- · /-udfZ�AL 
.r {./ 

I 

Robert R. Nathan 



POLICY STUDIES ORGANIZATION 

to
'
promote tlu application of political science to important Policy problems 

361 LINCOLN HALL 

UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT URBANA-CHAMPAIGN 

URBANA, ILLINOIS 61801 
(217) 359-8541 

Mr. Hamilton Jordan 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Dear Mr. Jordan: 

May 6, 1976 

I shall greatly appreciate your sending me one copy of whatever literature 
you have available describing Jimmy Carter's platform, background, and other 
relevant characteristics. 

Not only might Jimmy Carter be a .winner·, but he might also be a 
facilitator for promoting the application of political and'social science to 
important policy problems. 

Thank you for your help. Best wishes for getting the United States back 
on the track of greater morality and rationality in government. 

Sincerely, 

L�� 
Professor · 

SSN:j g 

President Thomas Dye, Florida State; Vice-President Theodore Lowi, Cornell; Secretary-Treasurer Stuart Nagel, Illinois. 
At-Large Council Members Joel Fleishman, Dulce; Ralph Huitt, Washington, D.C.; Gordon Tullock, V.P.I.; Francine Rabinovitz, U.C.L.A.; 
J�ck Walker, Michigan; Carol Weiss, Columbia; Aaron Wildavsky, Calif.-Berlceley; and James Wils-;;n, Harvard� 
Journal Coordinator Stuart Nagel, Illinois. 

•' ·' 
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P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and ia available for purcha&e from the federal· Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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Ji1n1ny Cc11·te1· Presidential Campaign 

� 21 June 1976 

To Joe Nuanes 

Thank you for your letter, and for the information 

you enclosed. I am forwarding your letter to the 

appropriate division of the campaign for consideration. 

I will do my best never to. disappoint you. 

Sincerely, 

JC:lkg 

P .0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report h filed with thf, Federal Election Com minion and is available for purchase from the Federal Election C�"mmiuion, Washington, D.C. 17 
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Mr. Henry E. Niles 
Business EXecutives Move for 

New National Priorities -

901 N. Ucwanl Street 
Balt.lioore, Mal:yland 21201 

Dear Mr. Niles: 

I 

July 3, 1976 

. Thank you very much for your recent _letter to me, enclosing 
· a copy of your letter to Governor carter. 

As you are aware, Goverrior carter has indicated his position 
in atte:rpting to ·reduce defense experrlitures and to rrove 

tx>ward nuclear dism:mament in conjl.lD::tion with the Soviet union. 

I very nru.ch appreciate your interest in Governor carter's campaign 
am welcare your continued input. 

Very truly yours ,  

Stuart E. Eizenstat 
Issues an:l Policy Director 

SEE:dan 

' 
,· . 
i 



Ji1n1ny Cc11·te1· Presidential Campaign 

Richard B. Newbert 
Wescon Corporation 
460 Totten Pond Road 

April 21, 1976 

Waltham, Massachusetts 02154 

Dear Mr. Newbert, 

Thank you for your kind words concerning my 

Presidential candidacy. I, too, as a business 

man and a farmer am concerned about inflation and 

violations of Anti�Trust Laws by large c6rporations. 

I have enclosed a copy of my position paper on the 

Economy. Please don't hesitate to write again if 

you have any questions or comments. 

I hope I can earn your support. 

enclosure 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A. copy of our report h filed with the Federal Election Commission and h ·available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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March 27, 1976 

Mr. Vincent A. Nardiello 
192 Windy Drive 
Waterbury, Conn. 

Dear Mr. Nardiello, 

I am enclosing a statement on tax reform as you 
requested in your letter. Gov. Carter is entering the 
Connecticut Primary and needs your support. 

know. 

' 

If you have any further questions please let us 
We appreciate your interest. 

Sincerely, 

David Moran 
Issues Staff 

P. S.: Our Conne\cticut office 
for material. Thier address: 

will handle your requests 
164 EastCenter Street, 

Manchester, Conn. 06040 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with·the Federal Election Commiui'on and is available for purchase from the federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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Mr. Jimmy Carter 

192 Windy Drive 
Waterbury, Conn. 
03 March 1976 

Carter for PRESIDENT Committee 
ALANTA, GEORGIA 

Dear Mr. Carter: 
I have followed your campaiGn for 

the past year and am ready to cast my 
vote for you in the November election. 

However last week, I read an 
article in tl}._e local newspaper last week 
that bothered me. It said that if elected 
you-would remove the tax.exemption allowed 
on interest for home mortgages. Would you 
please teml me i,f this story is true. If 
so please explain why you would do this. 

I would also like to know if you 
will enter the Ma;j 11,th Conn. primary. 

Also please send me some Carter , 
for President literature & some Carter 
for President bumper stickers. 

Sincerely yours- . 

-IY� a_ -rt.�f<-.1 
Vincent A. Nardiello 
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�, i1n1n cn·t a· 
--.��\ Presidenticll Cc11n1:»clign 

For Alne•·icc••s thh·cl centLn·y, lMhy not OLII' best? 

TO M/J�C&t.. H£/LLEuX� 

ENCt,OS£LJ /� .19 
/.SSv�S P'#C/CET. �£T 

l,F 

N?E �/YoW 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is fil,..rl wHh th,. Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. � 4 
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I II I <¥ lg 1• 
· .  B'e!)idea1ticml Cc1ana,clige1 
for AsneliiC@8:; third cesrst�nnpy, why net oun· l,est? 

In very brief form, this is what I need -- developed position papers in two areas -
health care and tax reform. The papers should be structured in roughly this fashion: 
I. Introduction to the problem-- what we have now, the problems. This section should 
contain scores of statistics which can be plugged into speeches by Governor Carter. 
II. The response of the current Administration-- present policies or lack of them. 
III. Proposals -- in health, this section would compare all the various health insurance 
plans and bills before Congress. What o�hers have proposed; what other countries do 
to approach the same problem etc. etc. 
IV. Recommendations -- specific approaches. In this area, we are especially interested 
in proposals that transcend the average political rhetbric. For example, most plans 
in the area of health look at only the problem of cost while ignoring the problem 
of distribution. 

I have enclosed some xeroxes of papers from the Democratic platform of '74 which roughly 
parallel what I want. If there are any further questions, please call. I would prefer 
your group approach these areas without the benefit of seeing what Governor Carter has 
said. That way we:will have a f'resher approach. 

Most important is to come up with scores of statistics as a debator would. We 
need them for speeches. 

I want the two papers by January 20. 'Ihanks. 

Any questions and you can call. 

Steve 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C. 



DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITIEE 
Robert Strauss. Chairman 
1625 Massachusetts Avenue. N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20036 

Th1s issue 311alysis was prepared by the 1974 Campaign Committee as a resource 
for Democrat'•: candidates It does not reflect the official policy of the Democratic 
National Committee. This paper was drawn from several sources and may reflect 
the preferences of the individual contributors. However. 11 does prov1de excellent back
ground information and analysis which can be easily adapted for use in your campaign 
Space d1d not permit a complete review and analysis of all Congressional actions 
and proposals dealing with this subject The 197 4 Democratic Fact Book which IS 
published by the House and Senate Democratic Campaign Committees would be a 
useful supplerrient to this analysis and can be ordered directly from them. Also. can
didates should develop some technique for continually monitoring the actions of Congr�ss 
and the Administration on this and other subjects 

Jimmy Carter. Chairman 
197 4 Campa1gn Committee 

Issue Analysis: Defense and Arms Control 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Defense Budget 

By accounting for more than a third of the worldwide military 
expenditures. the United States has become the undisputed 
leader in defense spending. The United States spends twice 
as much on defense as Russia, which has the second 
largest defense budget. 

In 1972, the United States. with the largest Gross National 
Product (GNP) in the world. spent 7.2% of its GNP on defense 
while the U.S.S.R. was spending 7 to 15% of its GNP and com
parable percentages for Britain, France and Germany were 
respectively, 5.8%, 4.2% and 4%. 

In terms of current dollars, the U.S. defense budget has grown 
from $13.1 billion spent in 1950 to the $92.6 billion requested 
by the Nixon Administration for FY 1975. As a percentage of 
the GNP, defense spending has risen from 4.6% in 1950 to 
9 7% in 1968 and has since declined to about 6% of the GNP. 

Strategic Forces 

All strategic forces require about 20% of the U.S. defense 
budget and manpower when various support costs are allocated 
to them. Investment costs (research, development, procurement, 
and construction) for strategic systems were under $4 billion 
last year - less than 5% of the defense budget and less than 
the annual cost of military retired pay ($5.2 billion). 

The following are certain comparisons which can be made 
between Russian and American strategic forces: 
<32� The Soviet Union has a lead in the number of missiles 
;;/t,�ith about 2400 to 1700 for the United States. The longstand

ing Soviet emphasis on large missiles gave them a missile 
throwweight (payload) lead which was potentially convertible 
into a counterforce capability and large numbers of re-entry 
vehicles. 

- The United States has a more highly developed MIRV 
(multiple. independently targeted re-entry vehicles) program 
than the Soviet Union. Russia began MIRV testing in August, 
1973, moving toward development of the S-X-18 as the 
replacement for the SS-9 missile. The United States con
tinued to lead in the number of re-entry vehicles (weapons 
deliverable against targets). In 1974, Russia had only 2300 
missile warheads deployed, while the United States had 
some 6000, although this gap can be expected to close as 
Russian MIRV development continues. 

- The United States retains a 3 to 1 lead in the number 
of bombers. 
- The United States was at a small numerical disadvantage 
in the number of submarines deployed, but has vast advan
tages in the use of overseas bases and unrestricted access 
to open ocean areas. as well as technological advantages 
in individual boats. 

- The United States maintains important qualitative leads. 
For example, our missiles are more accurate. our submarines 
are quieter, and our MIRV program is approaching its second 
generation as the Soviets begin their first. 

Conventional Forces 

Despite the attention given to strategic forces. conventiooal 
forces, namely the ground divisions of the Army and Marine 
Corps, land and sea-based tactical air forces and surface navy 
and attack submarines, absorb the bulk of the defense budget 
- some 60% overall of the defense budget. 

· 

Comparing the post-Vietnam defense budget of FY 1975 with 
the last clearly pre-Vietnam year, 1964, there has been a great 
deal of continuity in conventional forces. For example: 

- Tactical air forces are slightly below 1964 levels. with 
about 3000 aircraft in all military services in both 1964 and 
1974. 
- Naval forces continue to be centered around a force of 
approximately fifteen attack carriers, with a modest rectuction 
from the 1964 figure of 19 and 1/3 divisions to the present 
16. 

- There has been a tripling of the number of nuclear pow
ered submarines and a doubling of the number of helicopters 
attached to ground forces. 

There is some special concern over the United States- Rus
sian naval balance. In the years since World War II, the Soviet 
Union has greatly expanded its naval fleet. In 1973. the Soviet 
fleet had 212 surface combat ships and 285 attack or cruise 
missile submarines, compared to a U.S. force of 221 combat 
surface ships and 84 attack submarines. Moreover, Soviet 
warships during 1973 made substantially more frequent voyages 
to the distant waters of the Caribbean, the Mediterranean, the · 

Pacific, and the Indian Ocean. In addition, the Soviet fleet is 
significantly younger on the whole than the American fleet, but 
on the other hand the United States has certain advantages 
in this regard. The 15 huge attack aircraft carriers which are 
the centerpiece of the American fleet have no Soviet counter
parts. Moreover, ship for ship, United States vessels tend to 
be substantially larger than their Soviet counterparts, with a 
resulting advantage in endurance and reload capacity. Moreover, 
taking NATO construction as a whole, and counting the European 
NATO allies with the United States. construction by NATO in 
the naval area exceeded Warsaw Pact construction in the 1960's. 



NI·XON ADMINISTRATION 
POSITION AND R�CORD 

Accompanying Nixon's $92.6 billion budget request for FY 
75 was a S6.2 billion supplementary request for the current FY 
74 bringing the total defense budget to S98.8 billion. 

Clearly, the sharp decline in defense spending which was 
expected after the end of United States· participation in the Viet
nam War has not materialized. The rapid resumption of real 
increases in the defense budget is in sharp contrast to previous 
post war situations. For example. following the Second World 
War. by the end of 194 7. the defense budget was less than 
1 0°o of 1ts war-time high. After the Korean War. defense spending 
fell in two years to 45°o of its peak in 1952. 

A comparison of FY 73 defense spending to the FY 75 budget 
request shows that defense spending has increased by 21% 
since the end of the Vietnam War. If the supplementary request 
is considered as part of FY 75. defense spending has increased 
more than 29�o since the end of the Vietnam War. 

Strategic Forces 

Two controversial defense proposals are the Trident sub
marine and the B-1 supersonic intercontinental bomber. 

As proposed the Trident program is made up of three systems: 
Trident I. a 4.000 mile range missile capable of use in existing 
submarines: a huge new submanne as a successor to the Polaris 
-Poseidon submannes. costing at 1973 estimates $1.35 billion 
( 10 of the new submarines have been requested): and Trident 
II. a 6.000 mile range missile usable only in the proposed new 
Tndent submarines. 

The B-1 project would cost S13 billion for 240 planes. As 
the f1rst of the prototype bombers near initial flight tests, cost 
estimates for the program rose to an estimated $61 mill1on per 
pl<1ne and technical difficulties continued to plague the aircraft 
as its weight rose and performance deteriorated. Secretary of 
Defense Schlesinger has made no decision to go beyond pro
totypes. two more of which wer� requested in the fiscal year 
1974 budget. 

In addition to new weapons systems. the Nixon Administration 
t1as enunciated a "new" strategy for America·s strategic nuclear 
forces. The dominant "assured destrudon" strategic doctrine 
previously employed heid that the Un1ted States forces could 
survive an all out attack with sufficient strength to utterly destroy 
the Sov1et Union as an organized society. The Nixon Adminis
tration has argued that this pol1cy 'ieglects the complexities of 
the situat1on and that a total retaliation might not appear a credi
ble response to a small or restricted initial attack. 

Nixon's .. new .. nuclear strategy program consists of three ele
ments. First. that U.S. nuclear weapons should be targeted not 
only on Russian cities but on Russian military targets as well. 
Critics responded that th1s has been a long-standing, secret 
practice and that the Administration has merely made a public 
statement of this policy. rather than having changed it. Second, 
the Administration stressed the importance of the availability 
of.q,_w.[de-range of options to meet varied kinds of attacks. Critics 

.'.f.��p;s·hqed that the assured destruction theory was always 
:'ui)d#rstood as a maximum response to a max1mum attack and ·that the United States should be capable of making smaller 

responses. Some critics also warned that the Administration 
should not delude itself into thinking that a small, flexible U.S. 
respons� would not itself be devastating and should not give 
the appearance that a nuclear war could be kept within survivable 
dimensions. Third, the "new" strategy was joined by a call from 
the Department of Defense for improvements in U.S. 
"counterforce" capabilities. to enhance the accuracy and yield 
of U.S. missiles and to boost their ability to attack Soviet missile 
forces. This has been criticized as adding a destabilizing element 
and arousing Soviet fears that the United States was seeking 
a force capable of destroying the Soviet missile force in a first 
strike. 

In 1972, the Nixon Administration concluded the strategic arms 

limitation agreements (SALT I) with the Soviet Union. Under 
this SALT I agreement, both the United States and the Soviet 
Union agreed to limit any anti-ballistic missile system to relatively 
small terms. An interim agreement on offensive forces was 
signed which limited both the United States and the Soviet Union 
to the number of land-based and submarine-based missiles ope
rational or under construction at the time of the agreement. This 
freeze gave the Russians a substantial numerical lead in number 
of missile forces (2400 to 1700), which was presumably made 
up by the more sophisticated quality of the America miss.ile 
system. This qualitative advantage on the part of the United 
States has been reduced by the Soviet MIRV development. and 
their numerical advantage continues. The Senate passed the 
SALT treaty and interim agreement on offensive forces. with 
an amendment which "urges and requests the President to seek 
a future treaty that, inter alia. would not limit the United States 
to levels of intercontinental strategic forces inferior to the limits 
provided for the Soviet Union ... 

For FY 75, the Administration is seeking funds for a land-based 
mobile missile which might require modification of the existing 
SALT I agreement. In addition. the Nixon Administration has 
included $250 million in the fiscal year 1975 budget for a variety 
of improvements in the U.S. strategic force. the effect of which 
would enhance U.S. ability to destroy Soviet missiles. including 
better guidance for U.S. re-entry vehicles. more compact. higher 
yield weapons, and the development of new missile systems. 

Although critical discussions remain. the N1xon Administration 
has significantly downgraded the importance of the Arms Control 
and Disarmament Agency and its continuing role in the SALT 
talks. The Director of the Agency. Gerard Smith. who headed 
the U S. delegation to the Salt I talks. and most of his top aides 
at the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency have.·resigned. 
The chairmanship of the U.S. delegation for SALT II has now 
been assigned to veteran diplomat U. Alexis Johnson. Some 
question his expertise on strategic issues as well as his willing
ness to advocate arms control. 

Conventional Forces 

The Nixon Administration has made no real effort to reduce 
the overseas commitment of American troops in Europe. The 
United States continues to maintain in Europe approximately 
300,000 troops of whom 24.000 are in the Mediterranean w1th 
the Sixth Fleet, while 225.000 are ground forces and assoc1ated 
tactical air units in Central Europe. 

In addition, Nixon has left some 180.000 American military 
personnel still deployed in Asia at the end of 1973. some 35.000 
of whom are in Thailand, 40,000 in Korea. and 21.000 afloat 
with the Seventh Fleet. The number of American military person
nel in Asia represents nearly two-thirds as large a contingent 
as that based in Europe. The Nixon Administration has made 
no real effort to reduce the number of American troops still 
deployed in Asia since the end of the Vietnam war. 

Some of the Administration's pet military projects. such as 
the F-14 fleet air superiority aircraft. the main battle tank 
(MBT-70), the DD-963 super-destroyer and others have been 
subject to criticism for excessive complexity and cost overruns 
and for their minimal overall contribution to the combat capability 
of American forces. This criticism, often from Democrats. has 
led the Administration to consider a variety of new. less complex 
weapon systems for conventional forces. characterized by the 
prototype development of the AX (A-1 0) austere combat support 
aircraft, as well as to discussion by the Navy of new. less expen
sive and less complex weapon systems. as the sea-control ship 
and the patrol frigate. 

Manpower 

The chief innovation of the Nixon Administration has been 
the all-volunteer army. Shortly after his inauguration in 1969, 
Nixon appointed a commission to study the feasibility of a vol
unteer military system. In April 1970, during student protests 
over his Vietnam policies, Nixon announced his goal of achieving 



an all-volunteer army by June of 1973. In January 1973, it was 
ari'nounced that the Nixon' Administration would not ask for an 
extension of the military draft after the existing draft authority 
expired in June 1973. 

Many in Congress and in the military services questioned 
the long-term feasibility of the all-volunteer force, especially when 
it would have to operate in a period of high employment. In 
1973, Congress, concerned that quality not be sacrificed to an 
all-volunteer concept, required that beginning in 1974 at least 
80% of all new enlistees be of average or above-average mental 
ability arid that at least 55% be high school graduates. 

POLICY QUESTIONS 
AND ALTERNATIVES 

1. Is the United States spending too much money on na
tional defense? 

Those who support present defense spending levels point 
out that the defense budget is declining both as a percentage 
of the Gross National Product and the federal budget. They 
also argue that increased defense spending is necessary to 
offset growing Soviet military capability. Defenders of current 
spending levels further contend that the defense establishment 
is considerably weaker than 1964, the last '"peacetime"' year 
before Vietnam. 

Those who favor a more compact defense budget argue that 
in constant conditions. defense should take a constantly declin
ing share of a growing economy's output. They agree that in 
some respects the U.S. military machine is smaller than 1964, 
but they argue that overall the current defense system is far 
superior to the 1964 system. For example. they point out that 
the U.S. has 70% more strategic missiles than in mid-1964: 
that the navy has the same number of attack carriers and three 
and one-half times as many nuclear submarines: and the 1964 
missiles mounted only about one thousand warheads, while the 
1974 missiles mount more than 6000 warheads. 

2. Should the Trident Submarine program be continued? 
Supporters of the program maintain that it is necessary to 

move forward rapidly with Trident not only because we will need 
a relatively early replacement for existing submarines, but also 
because we need the increased '"throwweight"' survivability of 
this system to offset the large increases in Soviet strategic offen
sive capability. They argue that the extremely long-range of the 
Trident missile would give greatly enhanced protection against 
Soviet anti-submarine efforts. since the submarine could patrol 
almost anywhere in the ocean and still keep the Soviet Union 
within range. 

Critics maintain that. once again, the Trident is a weapon 
system that is being pushed unnecessarily quickly and may not 
be the optimum answer to our real needs. As with the B-1. 
critics maintain that the existing weapons can be expected to 
remain useful for many years, that the Trident presents too large 
and expensive a target in one place, and that alternative 

.. at:>R"eoaches are both more economical and militarily more pru
·.;,pElP'.�•.:-.: 

·-"Others advocate development of the 4.000-mile Trident I mis
sile for existing and new submarines only and feel work on 
a smaller, less costly bomber should be pursued. 

3. What position should the United States take in the 
Strategic Arms Limitation Talks? 

SALT II negotiations are now in process. In these talks, the 
Russians have argued that a comprehensive offensive agree

� men! had to cover American '"forward-based systems"", that is 
� several thousand U.S. aircraft based in Europe. in Asia, and 

on aircraft carriers which are capable of delivering nuclear 
weapons against targets within the Soviet Union. The United 
States has made the argument that these aircraft had tactical 
rather than strategic purposes and therefore could not be con
sidered as part of a SALT agreement. 

The United States, in these talks, has pointed to the importance 
of "throwweight'" as an element which had to be brought under 
control in any comprehensive agreement. In this connection, 
the United States also spoke of the possibility of moving beyond 
limitations to reductions in strategic arsenals. a proposal which 
has seemed to find virtually no receptivity from the Soviet Union. 

During SALT I negotiations. each side avoided the MIRV issue. 
There were reports of sharp differences over the terms of any 
limitations on MIRVs, evidently centering around the question 
of whether limitations should be considered by numbers of 
MIRVs only, or, in addition. their capabilities, namely throw
weight. 

The spectrum of opinions on SALT II varies widely. On one 
end of the spectrum, there are those who oppose any limitation 
of U.S. offensive capability on the grounds that violation by the 
Soviet Union could put the U.S. at a sizable strategic disadvan
tage. 

Others feel that the talks should cont1nue, but the U.S. should 
be tough in the negotiations. Proponents of this viewpoint argue 
that the Administration conceded too much in SALT I and as 
a result Russia has gained a sizable advantage. 

At the other end of the spectrum. there are those who maintain 
that the United States must assume a less rigid bargaining posi
tion at SALT II negotiations. They feel that such a posture will 
greatly reduce the prospects for a major nuclear war. 

4. Should the United States continue to maintain large troop 
deployments in Europe? 

Those supporting major withdrawals of American troops from 
Europe ask why. some 30 years after the end of World War 
II. 300.000 American troops in Europe are necessary to defend 
some 300 million almost equally rich Europeans. Adherents to 
this view point believe the NATO allies are not contributing their 
fair share in supporting the NATO alliance. and point to the 
lower European percentages of gross national product devoted 
to defense as proving a disproport1onale United States effort. 
Moreover, some have strong doubts that conventional forces 
in Europe. beyond a token presence don't matter much anyway 
because of the supposed hopelessness of the NATO defense 
against superior Soviet and Eastern European forces. 

Supporters of continued large U.S. deployments in Europe 
reply that the conventional balance in Europe is much more 
nearly equal than is generally acknowledged. and point out that. 
in the key Central European area. there are 780.000 men in 
NATO ground forces compared to 925.000 Soviet and Eastern 
European troops. Further they argue thai NATO aircraft are qual
itatively superior to Soviet and Warsaw Pact planes. and that 
the two or three to one Soviet tank advantage is more than 
offset by NATO's superiority in antitank weapons. 

In addition, critics of the troop withdrawals note that 90''o of 
the manpower for NATO is contributed by the United States 
NATO allies. who also contribute 76% of the planes. and 90°'o 
of the ships. These persons also state that the discrepancy 
in the percentage of gross national product devoted to defense 
by the NATO allies is due, in part. to the worldwide military 
activities of the United States. 

Others argue that there are many ways in which the United 
States NATO forces might be reduced without seriously jeopar
dizing the vital interests of the United States or NATO. Thus. 
they argue that the support forces for NATO are vastly overgrown 
as a result of inefficiency and of the assumption that the Un1ted 
States force in Europe must be prepared to fight a conventional 
war of indefinite duration. Also, proponents of this position point 
out that the United States forces, concentrated in Southern Ger
many, are badly deployed to encounter the most likely Soviet 
attack across the North German plain. The 7,000 nuclear tactical 
weapons under United States control in Europe have also been 
attacked by some as being too numerous for any military or 
political purposes. so that substantial savings in dollars could 
be achieved by reducing their number, with the additional benefit 
of increased control over nuclear weapons. 



5. � a volunteer army the best way to meet the manpower 
. needs for national defense? 

Many people question the concept of an all-volunteer army. 
on the ground that it may lead to a mercenary army with less 
control by civilians. and because of the concern that minorities 
and low income persons may assume the burden of defending 
a country. rather than distributing the burden of defense among 
all income groups. They point out, that after the first year without 
a draft, the army had increased to about 20% black enlisted 
personnel, compared with 17% in the last pre-draft year, FY 
1972. 

Rapidly rising manpower costs have also prompted criticism 
of the volunteer concept. From 1968 to 1973, manpower costs 
rose to $41 .8 billion from $32.6 billion. This is an increase from 
42% to 56% of the entire defense budget. During the same 
time. however. the active military force dropped from 3.5 million 
to 2.2 million persons. 

Critics also note that even with higher salaries the Army is 
having difficulty filling its manpower quotas. For example, after 
the first seven months. with the volunteer Army, the Army had 
filled only 78% of its established manpower goal. 

At the end of 1973, the early performance of the volunteer 
system was stated to be by some not as bad as some of the 
critics maintain. Volunteer army advocates point out that. at the 
end of 1973. the military was at 98% of its planning objectives. 
noting however, that the combat army had difficulty in meeting 
these objectives. The magnitude of the challenge was indicated 
by Secretary Schlesinger's estimate that. taking account of the 
need to enlist about 360,000 men for the active forces and 
100.000 for the reserves in each year, the military would have 
to attract one. out of every three military qualified non-college 
males under the age of 23. For 1973. this standard was very 
nearly attained with the services enlisting from civilian life approx
imately 91% of the number needed to meet their requirements. 

Advocates of a volunteer army, while recognizing that there 
have been recent increases in personnel expenditure, point out 

that manpower costs were leveling off at about 56% of the total 
defense budget by FY 1975 budget. Some have further pointed 
out that base manpower costs are attributed largely to the com
parability pplicy with civilian pay, rather than to the all volunteer 
army. If it is. assumed that the comparability policy. which was 

A adopted in 1967, prior to the all volunteer army decision, would 
� 

have been carried out in any event. the all volunteer force has 
been estimated as adding as little as $750 million to the fiscal 
year 1975 budget. 

They also contend that p ay raises are not responsible .lor 
all the increases in manpower costs. They note that such issues 
as training time. time spent in transit, length of time on duty 
stations, and retired pay practices. produced immense upward 
effects on the budget. For example, some have suggested that 
as much as $500 million a year could be saved by increasing 
the average tour length by two and one-half months. 
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Cc11·te1· Presidential Campaign 

Richard B. Newbert 
Wescon Corporation 
460 Totten Pond Road 

April 21, 1976 

Waltham, Massachusetts 02154 

Dear Mr. Newbert, 

Thank you for your kind words concerning my 

Presidential candidacy. I, too, as a business 

man and a farmer am concerned about inflation and 

violations of Anti-Trust Laws by large corporations. 

I have enclosed a copy of my position paper on the 

Economy. Please don't hesitate to write again if 

you have any questions or comments. 

I hope I can earn your support. 

Sincerely, 

Jimmy Carter 

enclosure 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our ieport is filed with the Federal Election Com minion and is available for purChase from the federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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II' ''!!fJ,ttl460 Totten Pond Road, Walth8m, Ma<<a,hu<etts 02154/617- 890-9500 

Jimmy Carter Presidential Campaign 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Attn: Jimmy Carter 

Dear Mr. Carter: 

March 1, 1976 

I have spent some period of time over the past week reading up 
on what your campaign publicists and the media in general have 
to say about your candidacy. I have become most impressed with your 
general stand on the issues but would like to bring one to your 
attention of an immediate nature. 

I write this letter as a small businessman concerned with both in
flation and the effects that inflation can have on unemployment if 
a small business it too burdened. This is particularly true in an 
industry where the suppliers are industry giants and a few of them 
control all the raw material feed stocks. 

In particular, I note with some alarm and concern the fact that 
several companies seem to be jacking the price on both high and low 
density polyethylene. 

These price increases announced by three of the industries heavy
weights (Union Carbide, DuPont, and Arco Polymers) come at a time 
when both natural gas prices have been held in check and when the 
major oil companies are announcing roll backs in the cost of gaso
line. High density polyethylene, incidentally, is a derivative of 
both natural gas and/or the gasoline fraction of 'Crude petroleum. 

These announced increases run about 5 1/2% to 6% and make a total 
increase of nearly 25% during the past year. 

As you have been a leader in the fight against inflation, I would 
very much appreciate hearing your comments. As a small manufacturer 
in the plastics industry I find these increases totally unjustified 
especially when I look at the fact that we have not raised prices 
25% in the last 10 years. 

I enclose a copy of a letter from Atlantic Richfield and a clipping 
pulled out of the Wall Street Journal earlier in February. 

I would appreciate hearing your comments on the above. 

RBN/stb 
Encl. 

;;z:;� 
Richard B. Newbert 

President 



� 
ARCOiPolyrners, inc. Subsidiary of 

AtlanticRichfieldCompany 

1500 Market Street 

Posf Office Box 7258 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101 

Telephone 215 557 2000 

February 6, 1976 

Gentlemen: 

Despite our continuing attempts to keep general operating costs to 
the lowest practical levels, we find we nust increase the prices of 
our Super Dylan high density polyethylene injection molding and 
blow molding resins and certain other grades by $0.02 per pound. 
This will bring our list price on most of our products in bulk 
railcars to $0.305 per pound effective March. 1, .. 1976. 

Price·schedules refiec�ing these new figures ar� being printed and 
a copy will be mailed to you or delivered by your Arco Pofymers 
sales representative.· 

At the present time, we have no plans to make revisions in our 
packaging premium structure or transportation. terms. 

As a businessman, I am sure you are faced with crist pressures just 
as we are. Realistically, the new price adjustment does not totally 
compensate us for our overall cost increases for such itens as 
ethylene feedstocks, energy, distribution and labor to mention 
just a few. ''; ·:' · 

We sincerely appreciate your past business and we look forward to 
being a supplier that you can depend on for service and for a full 
line of high density polyethylene resins, \vit;h the facilities now· 
-� ��d others being planned, that will assure both of us of a long 
and mutually satisfying relationship. 

Very truly yours, 

Eugene D. Andrews 
Product Manager 
High Density Polyethylene 

.:·- . 
', _ .. 

. ·;'-

.·� 
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�-�} Ji1n1. ¥ CC11·te1• 
. · Presiclel1tic:II.Cc••n•,cliga1 
For A1nerica's third century, why 110\ our 6est! 

Edwa-cd .. Neilan 
Diplomatic Correspondent 
1100 National Press Building 
Washington, D.C. 20045 

Dear Mr. Neilan: 

June 11, 1976 

Thank-you for your letter. Governor Carter feels it is very important 
to strengthen ties between our countries as long as relations between 
the U.S. and Taiwan are not threatened. 

I am ·enclosing a recetit foreign policy speech of Governor Carter's. 
If you have other questions, don't hesitate to write. 

Sincere

-

ly� 
� -

--� 
Charles c. Cabot 
Issues Staff 

CCC/sc 

· P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington, D.C. 



WASHINGTON BUREAU 

1100 NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, J), C. 20045 TELEPHONE, 202·737-6960 

Mr. Jimmy Carter 
Democratic Candidat e for President 
2000 P St., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20009 

Dear Mr. Carter 1 

March 20, 1976 

As a leading contender for the Democratic Presidential nomination, 
I think Americans want to know whe� you stand on a variety of issues. 

One question would be of particular interest to readers of my ASIA 
MEMO column, which appears weekly in the San Diego Union, and many other 

papers. 

Could you answer these points• 

1. If elected President, would you establish formal diplomatic 
relations with the People's Republic of China? 

2. If so (since this would suggest breaking formal ties with Tai
wan ) how would you propose to maintain our friendly trade and other 
contacts with Taiwan? 

Thank you very much, 

��'()� 
Edward Neilan 
Diplomatic Correspondent 

ENsdg 
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Ms� .Eilen '&tsky,· Pre�··(;ii��er 
Jimmy· carter. for President- '' . 
2000. p St.-, N .w I 

,. ' 

Washington, D.c. 200099 
• . .  ' 

Dear Ms. Ma.�sitYa 

.. 
' ·  

· · . . .  

, .,_ .  

.·; r ·  

;,, �c:' 
. 

· . 

.. :\·� 

' . . :{ 
. ' . 

� 

....... 

• :�,, ''' •: I 

I'd aPi>re·ciate it': veey mtich if you :·coU!&· g�t .:'m�- a.>·:tew .. sent�nces on 
the C�ina que'stion ��-.Mri: -����-:!';_Perhaps lle,'has,�:coy�red�·this point 
in some speech along_·-�J:lt3 :·;w,al';� . - -' · 

·' ·. 

· 

.. 

Thanks ve:cy inuch.-
Sincerely, . 

·£Q�· 
F.dw��'NeH.&ri .•. . · . 

. D,ipro� �i:�>,coP:e:sp�md�n:t. 2· 
._· ·.-�-- _- .. � 

... . J<<-:-.''" .
,·

. ·· 
..

... .. _�-.�·�. 
·. -::<::.-

. �. ;,·: 

' '  

'•l 
.

. .... 

. .... 

· .. :. �� .......... : 

... . ·- .· �; 
. l�: 7 

•
. 

-. ·

· 

�· :- .... ... � �=- '-
· . .. 

�(-_ 

·-·< 

.<.' 

i 

.. ···,· 

,;._ . 



December 24, L975 

Dear Mr. Nelson: 

Thank you for your support and your kind words. I 

share your concern about the lack of popular control 
of the federal government. Your idea and the accom
panying articlg are intriguing but, s uch a move 
would require a constitutional amendment, a recourse 
too drastic for me to endorse. I appreciate your 
attention and hope to hear from you further. 

/ 
; 

P.O. Box 1976 AtlantCJ, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report j, filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Com minion, Washington, D.C. �t 



Governor Jimmy Carter 
Plains 31�780 

'�-_./ 

])ear Governor: 

Box 2185 
Augusta· 30903 
November 17, 1975 

Both as a concerned citizen and a supporter of your 
candidacy, I offer the enclosed proposal with the hope 
that you v1ill consider it for your cg,mpaign platform. 

The history of political change in America has been 
one of frustrated efforts to make our system more responsive 
to the peo1Jle' s will. :Despite two centuri-9s of suffrage 
expansion, direct election of public officials, primaries,· 
sunshine laws, and convention reform, our citizens feel less 
in control of government actions than ever before. And 
political scientists tell them that they are right-- the 
locus of decision-making in government has passed/from the 
.people into the hands of the non-elected bureaucracy. 

If there is a lesson ,fn. this exrJerience, it is that 
democracy does not come easy; for change in the direction 
of popular control of government to be effective, it 
vJill have to be dra.1�1a tic . .  'I' his is the nature of my 
proposal-- radical perhaps in its boldness, yet conservative 
in its goals. 

I propose that the Senate of the United States be 
charged with the responsibility of defining the dozen 
most critical issues in a given year and presenting them 
to the people for decision. The issues would be debated 
over naiional television and voted on by citizens through 
their telephones. In a sense, then, we would be using 
modern technology to bring back the town hall. 

At the moment, I am working as a VISTA in Augusta, 
and I would be glad to come down to Plains next time you are 
free to discuss my proposal with you. You can reach me 
at the above address or by calling 404-828-2327 during 
the business day. 

· 

Thank you for your consideration. I look forward to 
hear�ng from you. 

Cordially� 

Nichael C. Nelson 
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·shOuld We Vote By Phone? 

JOHNS HoPKINS l\fAGAZIXE 

By MICHA�L NELSON, MA '73 

"PURE" DEMOCRACY reached its limits with an
cient Athens and the New. England town 
meeting, as any high school civics student 

-can tell you. The days when citizens could assemble, 
1isten to the. arguments, vote on the.•.proposals, and 
actually make the decisions that affect their lives are 
now long gone. 

Or are they? 
In the United States today, more than 95 per cent 

of the people have televisions in their homes, and . .  · 

nearly the same percentage have telephones. Tho5e· 
same televisions that allow a whole nation to .. laugh· 
at the.same jokes at the same time can also enable us·. 
to hear debate and discussion on issues vitafto our 
lives; After a series of televised debates, the· people 
could decide between alternative A, alternative B, .and . . · 

a third alternative-"neither, try again." Telephones 
could be used, not only to make long distance "the 
next best thing to being there" with grandma, but : · 

with othet':voters as well. Special numbers could be 
hooked into regional vote�tallying computers so that 
�eople could phone in their votes on the issues (id�
ufied perh�aps by their voice-prints to insure against · 

"�lephone-stuffing") . Those few remairting people 
who lack the necessary appliances could b�. given loan 
of public ones. · "'-' " 

We cannot have pure democracy back; perhaps, but 
we can have the next best thing: "referendum democ
raC'·." 

T
o SAY that it can be done, of course, is not to 
spell out how it wou ld he clone. Troublesome 
questions remain: \Vho would choose the issues 

to be decided? "Who would debate them:- \Vho would 
execute the decisions once they arc made? 

There are many ways that referendum democracy 
might be set up. but I ha\·e fra r11 ed rm· own proposed 
f.>TOC.edures with three criter i a ill mind: F irst. the 
ob\·ious one, that these proccd un:s be as re�pomi ve to 
rXJf'U]ar control as is practical: \UOnd. that theY CaUvc 
no unnecessary disruption of cxi\ting institut ion s  an(! 
procedures ( i.e., no change for the sake o£ chdllge� . 
and third, that thev take advant;J�C of what good there 
i' in existing arrangements. 
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·H is time to shift riur
' at��tion'' from·' indehle�tal 

change-wh�t c�n be done next \veek or next year to 
plug this or that· hole-to a new concentration on 
what we will have to do to build the kind of demo
cratic society we want. 

W

ILL AMERICANS respond to referendum democ
racy? A great many social scientists point to 
evidence that the citizen pays little attention 

to political matters. But to say so is to say nothing 

more than that people have a birh good idea of a 
hoax when they sec one. :\-, the bte V. 0. Key wrote 
in his last book: "The voice 0t the people is but an 
echo. Even the most discriminating popular judgment 
can only reHect ambiguit'. uncertainty. or even fool
ishness if these are the qualities of the inputs into the 
echo chamber." 

A more certain answer rna\ lie in the one event in 

11 
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. . . .. ;:� �· ... _ __,._ ·"" " 
• •. , <:',: �-� . ·.· .. . � .• . . . . .. .} ·•':. . ';our nationaLhistory':.that comes at all dose to r.es�� 

bling
-

n:!ferendum :democracy as I h�ve proposed iL 
In ·1960, for the first and _only. time, Americans_ were 
offered a series of nationally televised debates between 

. the presidential candidates. The m.a]or issues of the 
day were discussed thoroughly and comprehensibly. 
Nearly every citizen watched one or all of the debates, 
and they then turned out to vote at a rate un

matched since. The lesson seems clear: 'When people 
are given a choice.: and asked to deciJe an illsue of im
portance, they will listen to the argument<; and make 
their choice. As Harrv Truman succincth put it: ""If 

you j ust give people a chance to be dc((:IJt, the' will 

be." Referendum democracy simply reqtrires that we 

trust our people. They w ill take care of the rest. 

Michael Nelson,MA '73, is a graduate student in 
polztical science at johns Hopkins University. 

jt:LY 1975 
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For A1nericca's third ce11ta.1ry, why 110' our l,est? 

Mr •. _Steven Newmann 
815 Lamar 

Seguin High School 
Seguin, Texas 78155 

Dear Steven: 

April 6, 1976 

I appreciate the fact that you and your schoolmates have taken 
the ti.nE to write. 

I am sure that both President Ford and Governor Reagan would be 
formidable opp::ments, but regardless of which is the Republican 
nominee, I believe we will be victorious in November. 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for .purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C. 
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To 

... 
' " 

Ji1n1ny Cc11atea· Preside11tial Campaign 
�- ,_ 7' 

T� 4.,h fr-. j{.� <' f.c.( .. r. 

io&.�� . 

Wt. .-.u.J, F tA.Ir.J 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A c_opy of our report Is filed With the Federal Election Co_mmifsion and is available for purchase from the Federal Election CommissiOn, Washington, D.C. 
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EDWARD E. TUTTLE 

ROBERT G. TAYLOR 

WILLIAM A. NORRIS 

MERLIN W. CALL 

JULIAN BURKE 

.JE,.-f"REY L GRAUSAM 

ALAN E. FRIEDMAN 

.JAMES MARTIN PRAGER 

CHARLES B. ROSENBERG 

HAROLD J. KWALWASSER 

.JOHN 0, DETE:::RMAN .J, DEAN HELLER 

C. GRAHAM TEBBE, .JR. RONALD C, PETERSON 

JOSEPH 0, MANDEL TIMI ANYON HALLEM 

PATRICK L. SHREVE ANDREA M, CORCORAN 

A. JAMES ROBERTS m ANDREW SCHEPARO 

RAYMOND C. FISHER 

C. STEPHEN HOWARD 

N, HUNT DALLAS 

MARK SCHAFFER 

MICHAEL GLAZER 

JOSEPH R. AUSTIN 

C. DAVID ANDERSON 

MARILYN CLARE 

CHARLES L. WOLTMANN 

DONALD 
_
E. WARNER, .JR, 

DAVID E. ALTSCHUL 

EDWARD N, ROBINSON 

MARJORIE 5. STE:INBERG 

TUTTLE & TAYLOR 
INCORPORATED 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

609 SOUTH GRAND AVENUE 

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90017 

(2131 689-4500 

EDWARD W. TUTTLE {1877·19601 

THOMAS A. REYNOLDS 
OF COUNSEL 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

1730 K STREET, N. W. 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 

12021 785-8460 

April 2, 1976 

i'1r. Steve Stark 
Issu es Coordinator 
Carter Campaign Headquarters 

1976 Box 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Dear Steve: 

I thoroughly enjoyed the opportunity to talk 
issues with you the other day. 

copies of 
For your information 
two recent articles 

and use, I 
in the LOS 

am enclosing 
ANGELES TUlliS. 

I look forward to working with you throughout 
the course of the campaign. 

Very truly yours, 

/£u_ 
�'lillian A. Norris 

HAN: lt 
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Plains, �eorgia· 31780 

\ .. 

:._. :..:::. ;; ·�-:-"'-�: ·• �- �-... -· . �<""- . .... ......... .. 



�� ,)1 

·' 

·1 

.l 
�1 ' 

1700 DELL AVENUE, CAMPBELL, CALIFORNIA 95008 TELEPHONE (408) 446-2500 
TWX 910- 590-2438 

SHERMAN NAYMARK 

President 

Governor James E. Carter, Jr. 
P. 0. Box 1976 

Atlanta, GA 30301 

D.ear Governor: 

TELEX 35-2031 

March 29, 

Our paths haven't crossed sincethe Seawolf days at 
West Milton, New York when we both worked on the 
N"�nn�����- �oo�n�h��� 
your· great contribution to the State of Georgia as its 
outstanding Governor, and now seek to serve the nation 
in· the high office of President. 

I have remained in the nuclear field," and for over twenty 
years, in the development of the Peaceful Uses of Atomic 
Energy. The enclosed article for our San Jose paper 
indicates, as I see it, one of the dilemas,.the nation faces 
in its Energy Progr�. You may 'findtliese views of interest 
as you develop your own position. 

Having been a life-long Democrat, and most interested in 
the party's success in November, I would be most pleased 
to see you again on your c�paign swing through California. 
Of course, it would be good to see an old friend. 

Jo and I would be most pleased for you to make yourself 
comfortable at our home, to meet our person� friends, and 
your supporters in San Jose, and to say hello to our employees 
at Nuclear Services Corporation. 

Wishing you much success in your aspirations for the Presidency. 

Enclosure 

Most s

. 

incerely �czu�s, 

a � 

LJ............,L<��'-\ . �L-1..-({ 
an Naymark · \ 

' . 
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September 24, 1976 

Bert ... 

Please give him a call. You can see from his 

letter and my letter what is up. As you know, 

it is his cabin that Fritz uses at Dewey Lake. 

M

?}��ks , 

M�� 



Leaders, for a change. 
September 24, 1976 

Mr. Robert s. Nickoloff 
2015 Third Avenue, East 
Hibbing, Minnesota 55746 

Dear Bob: 

I am sorry I have not gotten back.to you with an affirma
tive response on a meeting with yotij Tom Morison and 
Fritz, but frankly he has been so pulled from pillar to 
post that I have continually put it off. 

What I would most like to do is to get a copy of the 
plan so that one 6f our staff people can review it, and 
be able to talk with Fritz about whether he wants to 
spend some time considering it. I am going to ask Bert 
Carp to call you right away. He was the Senator's chief 
staff person on the Budget Committee and before that on 
the Finance Committee. He now heads up the issues sec� 
t ion of the campaign. If your partner would allow Bert 
to look at a copy of the plan, I think this is the faste�t 
way to make a j udgment as to whether Fritz witl sit down. 

P.S. We really appreciate all your help on the fundraiser . 
. It made Fritz feel good that his friends, especially those 

on the range, could put together such a stellar even�. 

P.O. Box 1976, Atlanta, Georgia 30301, Telephone 404/897-5000 
Paid for and authorized bv 1976 Democratic Presidential Campaiqn Committee, Inc. 



Mr. Michael Berman 
Mondale Scheduling 
P. o. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Mike: 

�&dJ.Jf/� 
J¥t&>-?ww� ad �/M� at � 

Pt//S � Jdf�. (/a:a 
c/&1�. ul!v/v/U!&Lk SS?.//o 

(:!IHI 2n:I-:Wtfi 

September 2, 1976 

My partner in our international real estate operation is Thomas J. 
Morison. ·Tom is a PhD. economist and offices in Minneapolis and London . 

. Over the past year Tom has developed a brilliant economic and tax plan 
which deve 1 ops full emp 1 oyment and yet stops i nfl ati on. The p 1 an wi 11 be 
acceptable to 1 abor as we 11 as farmers and the corporate structure mainly 
because the goals of the plan (full employment without inflation) are 
achieved without wage and price controls. 

I haVe briefly mentioned the existence of the plan to Frftz. I 
think it could be extremely beneficial to Fritz to review the plan as soon 
as possible if time -permits. I also believe his economist and tax expert 
should be in attendance. The review would take about one hour and we could 

·meet with fritz anywhere in the U. S. any time. 

Yours very truly, 
/'? / 

A/ ·-1/, _ __,, __ / 

t , ,;.,;;··/-( ,:: 

Robert S. Nickoloff 



Mr. Dick Moe 
Carter/Mondale headquarters 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Dick, 

August 20, 1976 

I've just finished a conversation with Stan McFarland, and it certainly 
sounds like the solution to the problem I described is beautifully worked 
out. 

It would be no surprise to you to know that I receive all kinds of 
contacts from willing workers, some of them looking for employment. In 
some cases I've given them a direction while in others I've kept their 
names for future organizing reference. 

Sam Ethridge is the kind of person for who I would make an exception. 
His tredentials in the area of not only civil rights, but as a manager 
of one of the most sensitive divisions within the National Education 
Association, is extensive and successful. 

His quietness often belies his effectiveness� which is remarkably 
consistent. His friends stand ready to help him, and they are in every 
corner of the nation. He resigned his managerial position in the NEA 
a year ago, and we miss him, even though his replacement is also a 
remarkable man (John Cox). 

In short, I heartil y recommend him and believe the Carter-Mondale 
campaign will be much stronger with him. Incidentally, to drive home 
the point, I am NOT sending him a copy of this letter, although I 
will tell him I've talked to you and forwarded the letter. 

Thank you. 

ort Mondale 
905 South Washington 
Aberdeen, South Dakota 
57401 



Mr. William M. Mondale 
P. 0. Box 1148 

1602 Allison Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20036 
(202) 291-7464 

August 11, 1976 

Alberdene, South Dakota 57401 

Dear Mort: 

Congratulations on your potential good fortune. I should 
be saying congratulations to the U. S. for getting such a 

fine candidate. 

I have indicated to Stan McFarland and· Ofield Dukes, of 
the Humphrey Campaign, that I am willing to donate four 
or five weeks time to the cause. I have not heard anything 
so I don't know whether Fritz has too many volunteers 
alre�dy or whether word has not gone through. 

I need to be careful about my schedule if I am needed. Call 
me if you need more information. 

Sincerely yours, 

.. dzz./}}'-._ . 
Samuel B. Ethridge 
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�,�} Ji1n1 ¥ •·te1· 
. · P1-esicle11tic11 Ca1n1,c1ign 
For Americc1's third ce11tL1ry, lNhy noi our l,est! 

Mr. James D. Norvell 
Suite 606 
705 Avenue B 
First Nctional Bank Tower 
Garland, Texas 75040 

Dear Mr. Norvell, 

3/22/76 

I have enclosed a summary of issues statements that will 
answer the questionnaires you :sertt. I have also enclosed a biography 
of Governor Carter. 

I hope that these materials will be sufficient to allow 
you to evaluate Governor Carter's position on the issues and make 
a recommendation to your group. 

If you have any further_questions, please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

�z.� 
David E. Moran 
Issues Staff 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for .purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C. 

', 
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Augus't 26, 1976 

NASW-PACE 
Suite 600 
1425.H Street, N. w. 

washington, D. c. 20005 

Susan Hoechstetter 
Alfonzo Gonzalez 

Dear susari·and Al, 

)· 

Thanks so much for all your- help. I understand �e 
reception came off very well, . and we even made .the 
morning news • .  

Keep up the great work, and thanks again. 

·with warmest personal regards, 

Sincerely, 

··Bert Carp 
Mondale Issues Coordinator 

. BC/mg 

,· 
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DRAFT 

HAROLD OSTROFF, PRESIDENT 
THE WORKMEN'S CIRCLE 
45 EAST 33rc STREET 
NEW YORK, NY 10016 

oJ( \l 

Dear Mr. Ostroff: 

I am clelighted at the opportunity of greeting 

THE WORKMEN'S CIRCLE at its national conven�ion �t 

Tamiment, Penns¥lvania. 

As Governor of Georgia I knew your members as 

stalwart aclvocates of anti-totalitarian humanitarian-

ism an0 social justice. Your leaders in Georgia ancl 

nationally have always been in the vanguard of social 
tog�er w1th them as they 1nitiated the annual d.:\-n.ner for 

1�provement �or :rl �an�inCI�ia·�p·�-s J-:��ab-�:r
-
-
_�

archives. 
- _  .Mil8l!1:t hlghly ' . ----�-�----

·I know how�� &lU"kl:ial ;&rf aRft. the late· Dr. _ ·  .. 
· .  

. . 
19 M/9/V r�OM WHOM r: Hnv£ 1.-e/?.RN£� /9- G-le.C�l 

Reinholcl Neibuhr, A. consicle�
,
ed the ef

.
forts of �he OF/J�1 

Workmen's Circle in j:ii�pe�ring self-help 'programs .. 
. ·: 

''.... ,,..,·. '·· . 

I am with you in the belief that without economic 

ancl social justice for all peoples in the world and, 

especially 'in th'e Uni teo States I ·our leadership falters. 

We enter into our BiCentennial still a nation with hope 

anr pride. As an organization founded by Jewish immigrants 

you have demonstrated a love of your country and of your 

fellow-man throughout the worlcl that is an inspiration to 

us all. 

Please extenr my personal warm greetings to my 

fellow Georgians present and to your national delegates) 
many of whom I am sure I have already met and will meet 



-2-

,. 

in � coming months� 

Sincerely, 

JIMMY CARTER 

'·;:: 



ANDREW YQUNG 
�H DISTRICT, GEORGIA 

RULES COMMITTEE 

Qtongre�� of tbt llnittb �tates� 
�ou.ste of l\epre.stentatibe� 

Ulas{Jfngton, JU::. 20515 

6/11/76 

Hamilton: 

Congressman Benitez of Puerto Rico called 

Andy Young this afternoon to express his 

concern about attached story in today's 

San Juan Star. 

Andy wanted you to see this, and said 

he'll try to talk to you about it as soon 

as possible. 

Torn Offenburger 



··- . . '-

�,�} JilnlnY(CII·tel· 
. · Preside11tic1l Ca1n1,clign 
For Atnericct's third ce11tury, why 110"1 OLtr l,est? 

Mr. Harold Ostroff, President 
The Workmen's Circle 
45 East 33rd Street 
New York, New York, 10616 

Dear Mr. Ostroff: 

May 15, 1976 

I am delighted at the opportunity of greeting THE WORKMEN's 
CIRCLE at its national convention at Tamiment, Pennsylvania. 

As Governor of Georgia, I knew your members as stalwart advo
cates of anti-totalitarian humanitarianism and social justice. 
Your leaders in Georgia and nationally have always been in 
the vanguard of social improvement for all mankind. I parti
cipated together with them as they initiated the annual dinner 
for Georgia U's labor archives. 

I know how highly the late Dr. Reinhold N�ibuhr, a man from 
whom I have learned a great deal, considered the efforts of 
The Workmen's Circle in pioneering self-help programs. 

I am with you in the belief that withbut economi� and social 
justi�e for all peoples in the world and, especially in the 
United States, our leadership falters. We enter into our 
�icentennial still a nation with hope and pride. As an organ
ization founded by Jewish immigrants, you have demonstrated 
a love of your country and of your fellow-man throughout 
the world that is an inspiration to us all. ·�· .. 

Please extend my personal warm greetings to my fellow Georgians 
present and to your national delegates, many of whom I am sure 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy Of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for _J)urchose from the Federal Election Commission. Washington, D.C. 
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Mr. Harold Ostroff 
The Workmen's Circle 

May ·15, 1976 

Page 2. 

I have already met and will meet in coming months. 

Sincerely, u· . 
� /l '  

.dAr�LJ:.t--
. 

Jimmy 

T
rter 

JC:ras 

' . 

�·. 
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I Ji1n1nv Cc11·te1· 
· P••side11tial Ccllfti)Ciigl1 

For A1nerica's third century, why not our l)est? 

25 June 1976 

To Tip O'Neill 

My staff has carefully reviewed the recommendations to 
the Platform Committee which were developed by th_e 
leadership of the House of Representatives. 

The recommendations obviously reflect a tremendous 
amount of hard work and expertise. 

I believe that many of the recommendations were incor
porated into the final platform which has now been 
adopted. 

If nominated by the Democratic Party and elected as 
President by the American people, I look forward to 
working with you and the other members of Congress 
in formulating policies, programs and legislations 
which can move Americans forward toward the types. of 
goals you a�d I share. 

I-very much enjoyed my recent meeting with you and with 
other important Democratic leaders in the Congress and 
look forward to frequent, harmonious meetings in the 
future. 

Sincerely, 

� 

JC:dan 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A.copy of our report is filed with the FederarEiection Commission and is available for .,purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 

-- --------·---------- - -· ·- · - ------
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Honorable Jimmy Carter 
Presidential Campaign 
P. 0. Box 1976 

· 

Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Governor Carter: 

June 9, 1976 

ELECTED ZONE MEMBERS 

I. JOHN E. MOSS, CALIF. 
2. MORRIS K. UDALL, ARIZ. 
3. DAVID R. OBEY, WIS. 
C, MELVIN PRICE, ILL. 
5. EDWARD MEZVINSKY, IOWA 
II. WRIGHT PATMAN, TEX. 
7. F. EDWARD HEBERT, LA. 
8. DAWSON MATHIS. GA. 
9. FRANK THOMPSON, JR., N.J. 

10. JAMES V. STANTON," OHIO 
11. JONATHAN B. BINGHAM, N.Y. 
IZ. NORMAN E. D"AMOURS, N.H. 

Leadership and responsibility in the executive and legislative 
branches are what the American people are truly seeking, not controversy 
but unity. As a means of bringing about unity, the leadership of the 
House of Representatives has for a year been developing programs, policies 
and legislation for the 95th Congress and has recently presented the 
recommendations to the Platform Committee of the Democratic National 
Convention. Although I understand your office has requested and received 
a copy, under separate cover I am sending you another copy. 

Speaker Carl Albert, a year ago June, asked the chairmen of each 
committee of. the House what they believed should be and can be enacted into 
law in the 95th Congress, assuming a Democratic President. After the dis
cussions with all the chairmen, guidelines were formulated, sent to the 

_chairmen and a preliminary report was requested by October 1, 1975. All of 
the committees responded and the reports were analyzed arid discussed with 
the chairmen and their staffs. A final report was submitted by them on 
March 15, 1976. 

The Speaker then appointed a 20-member Task Force with myself as 
Chairman, broadly representative of the House of Representatives. The 
recorrunendations of the corrunittees were sent to them for their study, revisions 
and amendments. Practically all resppnded in writing and their suggestions 
were incorporated into draft platform planks for the Democratic Platform. 
In the- lengthy meetings that followed, the draft was considered, paragraph 
by paragraph, and the staff incorporated the revisions into a final draft, 
which was subsequently" approved by me and some members of the Task Force. 

The recommendations thus were specifically the result of the work 
of 33 chairmen, 20 members of the Task Force and the leadership of the House. 
The chairmen consulted w.ith the members of their corrunittees. In my considered 
opinion the recommendations are in fact representative of a consensus of the 
Democratic membership of the House of Representatives. This is in accordance 
with the original request of the Speaker, to recorrunend all trose matters on 
which there is a high degree of agreement among the Democratic members. 

The Speaker in his original request asked 'for realistic recorrunendations, 
not "pie in the sky", as a means of conducting ·an election campaign on the 
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Honorable Jimmy Carter - 2 June 9, 1976 

basis of real issues that grew out of their experience in the areas of their 
legislative expertise. 

The recommendations to the Platform Committee reflect exactly 
what is intended -- wbat the 95th Congress and, hopefully, substantially 
the President beli�v�,.\�hould be enacted in terms of budget, specific 
programs, policies '·and� legislation, taking into account the strategic, 
pr�ctical and political implications involved. You �ill observe that 
the recommendations are more specific, well documented and carefully 
reasoned than in previous platforms to date. Naturally, it is 
anticipated that the actual platform adopted by the Democratic National 
Convention will be less so. 

In his letter to the chairmen, the Speaker said it was his 
intention after the recommendations were completed to work, assist, and 
cooperate with the Presidential candidate in his campaign in every way he 
could, and hopefully, with the President-elect in developing his 
administration's program. I, and_j;h_e_S.pea�g"['_, __ ar.�._g.n�:i;_()_tg; __ !:.9_do exactly 
that so.· that you can promiseto �n to work i.:!l .. ..close harmony with the 
Congress in formulating policies, programs, and legislation that can be 
expeditiously considerei:r arid enacted-i�t;-law. 

Although our staff of three in this undertaking is very small, 
the quality is outstanding on the basis of experience, training and 
performance. To the extent we and the staff can be helpful in your 
development of a program that the 95th Congress can more harmoniously 
and easily act upon, it will redound to the benefit of the Congress and 
you as the President, and most importantly, .the citizens we serve. 

We look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

• /?.!ifi.Ne�ll, 
Majority Leader 
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University of Illinois at Urbana-C.hampaign 

��e._,. COLLEGE OF LAW o 209 LAW BUILDING o CHAMPAIGN, ILLINOIS 61820 ° (217) 333-0931 

July 22, 1976 

Jimmy Carter 
Plains, Georgia 31780 

Dear Governor Carter: 

Thanks so much for your thoughtful note concerning my memorandum on 
reading a speech. 

I must say I was � impressed with the way you read your acceptance 
speech at the Democratic Convention. If, as you indicate, my memorandum 
helped at all, I'm sure I could help you further develop that crucial 
talent to a very heightened point, based on the work I've done through 
the years on techniques for reading from a text. Thus, concerning the 
meeting between us you mention in your note, I'm confident it would be 
very productive for you. 

At any rate, you have my very warm support 

JO'C:cak 

indeed. 
/ 

I I/ / �.-{,-l"i./ 
. / '-"'7 

JeffFf : O'Connell 
Professor of Law 

. \,.... ·� � . . . -
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P .0. Box 197 6 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-71 00 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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Ji1n1ny Cca1·te1· Preside11tial Campaign 
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Michael O'Mara, Coordinator 
Political Committee, USFGC 
Gay Coalition Ctr. 2466 

March 4, 1976 

University of South Florida � 

Tampa, Florida 33620 

Dear Michael O'Mara: 

Thank you for your letter. Governor Carter 
is opposed to discrimination in all forms, 
including discrimination because of sexual 
preference. 

We appreciate your interest in the campaign. 

Sincerely, 

David Moran 
Issues Staff 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and il available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, W�shington, �.C. 17 



James Earl Carter Jr. 

The JimmY Carter Presidential Campaign 

P.O. Box1976 

Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Mr. Carter, 

Gay Coalition CTR 2466 

University of South Florida 

Tampa, Florida 33620 

February 5, 1976 

Many presidential candidates, especially Democrats, recently expressed 

their support of gay rights. As you are the man most likely to win the 

Florida Democratic Primary, the USFGC is curious to know your opinions in 

the areas of education, employment, and housing in relation to gay rights. 

We would also like to know if you would support or initiate changes 

in the sex laws to end discrimination against homosexuals and relation-

ships between concenting adults. 

We thank you and are looking forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

�� 
Michael O'Mara, Coordinator 

Political Committee, USFGC 
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P��e��dea-.ticnl Cc:een���dge1 
feu· Aum<ea'D(�H11S thnm·d centLom·we vMhy_ not o�mo· best1 

December 22 

Mr. Owen --

Enclosed is a transcript of a recent interview with 
Governor Carter on CBS news and a transcript of the recent 
issues conference in Louisville. 

If you have any suggestions, based on what you read 
here or elsewhere, you know they will be appreciated. 

� 
Steven Stark 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
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For Amer•cc1's th1rd ce11tury, why 110' our 6estt 
MAY 28,. 1976 

Frank A. Opaskar M.D. 
2441 Overlook #6 

Cleveland Hts., Ohio 44106 

Dear Dr. Opaskar: 

Thank you for your letter and interest in my campaign. I appreciated 
receiving your thoughtful ideas on the budgetary process. I look 
forward to hearing from you again. 

Sincerely, 

� 

��ar r 

JC/sc 

. •. ,'1 . ,  

.·. , . •  

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 · 404/897-7100 
A copy of our repor.t is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is ovoiloble for ,.purcho�e from the Federal Election Com,......!ssiol"l, Washington. D.C. 
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Dear Sir: 

Since you are a leading candidate to become our next president, I am 
writing you to express my opinions about your future budgetary concerns. 

There are four reasons for being more concerned about such matters 
now than before. First, it is more apparent now that our resources are 
l�mited and consequently we cannot achieve everything we might like to. 
Therefore, questions of priorities and of efficiency should be more seriously 
faced than before. Second it is . now becoming more known that pursuit of 
certain of our goals may hamper or destroy others. An example is that 
increasing transportation via such means as the automobile also leads to 
widespread deterioration in the quality of our environment. Third, the pursuiT 
of security through primarily pol ice or military means is not enough in 
itself if the basics of food, housing, education, and free dialog and 
agreement on goals cannot also be provided for. Expenditures on the former 
wi I I not work; or we wi I I end protecting a vast wasteland of people and 
resources, one that wi I I not stand when tested. Fourth, it may be that if 
we do not face and solve some of our major problems now we wi I I not have the 
opportunity do do so in the future. 

With these in mind, I recommend the following principles when 
approaching your budget. 
(I) Military itE!lms should take second priority to non-military items. 
(2) In considering military items, you should be able to ask three things 
and get positive ans�ers before approving them: 

· 

(A) There is not anothe�t military item already available or being 
prepared that can accomplish the same task. 

(8) The item is not subject to gross inefficiency or cost overruns. 
(C) The item wi II not make it harder to decelerate the arms race and 

military tension in the world. 
(3) In considering non-mi I itary but non-domestic items, you should be able to 
answer three items positively before approving: 

(A) The item promotes th� well being of the area of the world involved. 
(8) The item is not in obvious conflict with o ur country's interests 

or p r i nc i p I es . 
(C) The item does not conflict with our democratic ideals. 

(4) In considering domestic items, you should be able to answer positively 
six things before approving: 

(A) There is not a better way of doing this that could be passed and 
implemented. 

(8) It doe.� not seriously endanger our present or future environment. 
(C) It has ·'-inaj or I ongterm disadvantages but short term advantages. 
(D) It directly benefits the people more than secondary groups or 

other concerns. 
(E) It is not i;,consistent with our democratic ideals. 
(F) It is not bsing passed only to ease noncrucial hardships; in other 

word�, we can get along without it without major consequences. 

Specific thina i would suggest include: 
(I) Decrease overali ;,:!litary spending. 
(2) De crease nones::.s�,;ial military personnel, fringe benefits to mi I itary 
personnel, and obvicJ:oly wasteful military projects I ike the 81 bomber. 

(3)Stop any overseas aid that is undemocratic; especially that used to 
overthrow governments . 
(4) Have simplified �nd progressive income tax reform. 
{5) Reform Welfare, Social Security, etc. 
(6) \·lork tov:ards l�ational Health Insurance, at least for catastrophic illness. 
(7) Support use of money, especially highway funds, for alternate 

sorts of mass transportation such as rai I roads. 



(8) Reform loan policies for ho using so cities and other rundown areas 

w iII have equa I chance. 
(9) Impose controls to decrease inflation and unemployment. 
(]0) Have government employ if needed to decrease unemployment. 
(I I) Support items to decrease pollution and envi ronmental waste. Examples 
would include� pollution laws, no strip mining;;, par k protection, increasing 
supervisory personnel as needed, etc. 
(]2) Support changes toward economy based on resources that are not endangered instead 
of plans to overlook such in our time(ex. of latter is the pipeline in Alaska). 
( 13) Decrease use of our valuable resources so that our descendants can sti II 
have them available. 
<]4) Promote the use of petroleum for such products as medicines rather than 
as fuel; the latter is one of its less valuable and/lr

_
eplacable usages. 

;VIt/,'.[-

A reply to this letter is not needed. Copies of this are being sent 
to three or four other leading candidates. 

Sincerely, 

/;�/: /. --:-£ /j /.V . . . 

(...;·e--�>n: �., ?f /-:y-7-c!..::,i/�. t'- ·· \ --· 

Frank A. Opaskar M.D. 

244] Overloo k  #6 
Cleveland Hts., Ohio 44106 
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Dee.r Sir: 

I am mad at President Ford for proposing to '''aste 130 million 
dollars inCil"!unizing everyone in America against the S\dne strain of -flu virus. 
I am madder at our other elective representatives for going meekly along 
\-Jithout studying the proposal. I am maddest at knmdedgable health 
professionals in not voicing the need for objective appraisal of 
such a proposal, instead of misleading the public by statements 
of hm.;r they ,,,ill cooperate if the measure in implemented. 

h�at are the facts. They are: 
(1) There are a number of different strains of flu virus, and new 
mutations may occur at any time. The significance of a new mutation 
is hare to tell until it does or does not cause widespread disease. 
The S\vine flu strain is just one ov several new variants detected 
this past year. 
(2) Previous flu vaccines have included 
caused recent widespread disease, which 
the time, and which therefore might be 1 
big outbreak. 
(3) The vaccine presently proposed for 
protect against all likely common stra 
mutated strains, which many believe may 
more common that the st.;rine one. 

ose strains shmm to have 
eared to be dominant at 

the next 

would not 
r against other recent 

more dangerous and 

(4) Swine flu has been detected in only location and has affected 
only 12 people, although admittedly some te severely. No one knows 
yet if it tvill be any problem at all in future. 
(5) If everyone is vaccinated as propos d no "epidemic" occurs, 
what will we do in 1977., '78,etc? It seem that the same logic 
that applies to this year would also hol for all future ones. 
(6) The swine flu is worrisome mainly be use it is similar to the 
one implicated in the famous epidemic of the 191�19 era, tvhich 
caused millions of fatalities. Hotvever, many believe that most of 
the serious problems then \-Jere due to secondary bacterial infections, 
for ,.,,hich v.'e nm.;r have antibiotics. 
(7) Health professionals in the past have unanimously recommended 
flu vaccine only for those ,,,ho tvere likely to get unusually sick if 
th.ey contracted the flu. These were the mainly the "high risk or 
coi71prornised person" such as the elderly or ones '"i th major heart or 
cung problems. They diec not recommend that others get it because 
in most people the ill�ess produced only acute minor problems and 
not any major consequen�es, because protection against future illness 
is usually better obtai.::�ci from having actually had the disease rather 
_that having gotten the vaccine, because the protection offered was 
nowhere as good as thet offered by other vaccines against other 
illnesses such as polio, because there are a number of possible adverse 
side effects from the v&ccine, because one shot is no quarantee against 
future illness since t!:0 flu is constantly changing, because it is 
expensive and time con2uming to produce the vaccine and therefore 
ought to be used by those who might most benefit from it. 
(8) The president has proposed such an expenditure at the same time 
that he is proposing a decrease in spending(up to 50%) on regular 
irr�unizations, such as polio or diphtheria, -v1hich all agree are safer, 
more effective, and still inadequately provided in this country(one 
recent study says only 7.9million out of 13.2 million children who should 
be immunized against the common illnesses actually have been) . 



r 

•. 
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I am not saying that some sort of flu v2ccine should not te 
given to some part of our population. I am saying that the present 
proposal has not received the careful thought and discussion that 
it ot.:ght to have and that it may be both wasteful and harmful. If 
the material I have presented disturbs you, please write to your 

local public officials, your local departments of health, and your 
local medical societies to express your concern. Ifyou are a 

he�lth professional, express your intention not to cooperate in 
such an endeavor , at least until it has been more seriously 
considered. 

If I can be of any Help, please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

___-,:-- / .j !;}-: ' .  /� _.-

[:>;_..<=�--::·�,/[_ '"· / z-'0_.;-<.-c-:--. L--' 
Frank A. Opaskar M.D. 
2441 Overlook 116 
Cleveland,Ht , Ohio 44106 



March 29, 1976 

Mr. Joseph O'Meara 
Dean Emeritus 
1222 South 25th Street 
South Bend, Indiana 46615 

Dear Dean O'Meara: 

Thank you for your letter of February 16th, Gover
nor Carter is personally opposed to abortion and 
feels that there is much the government can do to 
minimize the need for abortion. However, he does 
not support a constitutional amendment dealing with 
abortion. 

Rr;fully,

_ 

�:oran 
Issues Staff 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed wilh the Federol Election Commission and is available for-Purchase from the Fed.eral Election Commission, Woshiilgton, D.C. 
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�ntre ;!fJame 1fiafu �rlfool 
�otre c!flume, �nbiunu 46556 

TELEPHONE 263•6626 

Han. Jimmy Carter 
P. 0. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Governor: 

February 16, 1976 

I submit herewith, for your consideration, the following proposed 
constitutional amendment. 

The Congress within federal jurisdiction and the several 
States within their respective jurisdictions shall have power 
to protect the unborn at every stage of biological development. 

The effect, and the .2!!.J..l. effect, of my proposed amendment, i'f adopted, 
would be to overrule Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton and thus to restore the 
situation which had existed for 105 years before Ja'nuary 22, 1973. In the 
words df Mr. Justice Holmes, each State would .then �e free to do whatever it 
sees fit to do unless restrained by some express prohibition in its constitution. 

Nothing in my proposed amendment would outlaw abortion. It would simply 
return the abortion issue to the States, which had sole jurisdiction of it for 
over a centuryJ that is, until the Supreme Court invented a right of personal 
privacy and, on that basis, decreed that a woman was a Constitutional right 
to an abortion. 

My proposed amendment was not considered by Senator Bayh•s Committee. 

.- .. ��-··-··- · -· ·,,...._ . __ '- -

Respectfully, 

��7/fu-�:::::::__ _ _::-::-rz.-_ J s 
D an Emeritus 
1 22 South 25th Street 
South Bend, IN 46615 
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DIRECTOR 
FOREIGN POLICY STUDIES 
The Brookings Institution 

I J�,., �'( :rz<- . -

i, Govv-<"Y � ::J l_ :J-�-{f;�} .� 

h:v-,},1 [ft_J.. -:IT lv. J.v/ /._. VJ(M' J-

h.� . J-. .,. uJ.. u,.) dJ-, l J,.c 1/vo. 

�<A.t ·r ro-f/ �n--\ au C<J:J; 

I \.AJtl� (.NOr �'l &--. �k �v 
trv --<A-.t . h·"(,-.L ) (<_'i:-1-: 

1775 Massachusetts Avenue N w I"' hi ' . . nas ngton, D.C. 20036 



·�····,/ 
F 

�-� NATHANIEL 0RLOWEK 

� � 

837 LOXFORD TERRACE 

SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20901 

April 19, 1976 

Mr. Steven Stark 
Jimmy Carter Pres. Campaign: 
P.O. Box 1976 

.... Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Mr:·. Stark, 

In response to a suggestion from Mr. Howard Leibowitz 

of your Washington office, I am sending this letter to you. 

I have virtually completed a book, whose tentative title 

is The Second Death of John Wilkes Booth, which deals with 

the assassination of Abraham Lincoln. 

Tn light of the fact that the eight citizens who were 

convicted of complicity in Lincoln1s murder were convicted 

unconstitutionally, T am hereby respectfully requesting 

that Gov. Garter promise that, if he is elected President, 

he wi 11 declare the so-called Lincoln 8 innocent, and blot 

out this stain from our nation1s judicial record. 

Although all of the·· specifics of the case are too nu

merous to record here (the-book runs 275 pages ) , the main 

transgressions against these people were: 

1. The trial was held under a military commission and trial 

in civil court was denied them--a direct constitutional 

violation. 



2. The prisoners were not allowed to choose their own law-

yers, -and were not even permitted to testify in court • 

.3·. They were kept in total seclusion, with heavy canvass 

hoods attached at all times. 

4. President Andrew Johnson deliberately double-crossed 

the commission and secretly ordered the execution of one 

of the accused, Mrs. Mary K • .  Surratt. Four of the convic

ted were sent to Ft. Jefferson, Florida (the Dry Totrugas), 

and the other three were hanged without appeal or recourse 

to habeas corpus (another direct constitutional violation). 

5. Several prosecution witnesses were later proved as per-

jerors, some even ending up in jail. 

On the other major matters of the book, such as Booth 

escaping ( on which I- aJmy assistants have collected realllS 

of documented,and corroborated eye-:witness evidence which 

proves that Booth escaped_and died in 190.3) and Vice-Pres. 

Johnson's leading of the plot (of which there is also a 

large amount of incontrovertible evidence) must be considered 

more carefully. However, I �hink it is f�ir to propose that 

the public be exposed to both sides. in· such government places 

as Ford 1 s Theater and Lincoln MU.Seum. 

1· believe that it is important for a President to value 

historical accuracy and justice for all Americans--past, 

present and future • .  

Most 5in

. 

cerely, 

Ofl_c-d�,,;j_((tJn,4� 
Nathaniel R. Orlowek 
(.301) 593-.3487 



Jimmy Carter Campaign Committee 
Box 1976 
Atlanta, Ga. 30301 

Gent 1 emen: 

Paxon Hollow Road 

Media, Pa. 19063 

Apri 1 14, 1976 

At a fund raising reception yesterday evening, Governor 
Carter referred to his energy pol icy statement. I would 
appreciate receiving a copy of this pol icy and enclose a 
self-addressed envelope for your convenience. 

JLO:meb 
Encl. 

Sincere 1 y, 

� ��A-
Cohn Lee Olsen 



31 October, 1975 

Ms, Shirley Adams and Mr. Erik Olson 
Fort Hunt High School 
428 Fort Hunt Rd. 
Alexandria, Va., 22308 

Dear Ms. Adams and Mr. Olson, 

Thank you for your interest in my campaign. I 

have enclosed a summary of my stand on many of the ma j or 
issues confronting our nation today. Please don't hesitate 
to write me again if you have any further questions. 

11 Ccn·t a� 
:n�flc �D� ��DDLru�2)(�Dn�D1) 
i76 Atlanta, Ga. 30301 

Jimmy. 

Ms. Shirley Adams and Mr. Erik Olson 
c/o Mrs. Ann Foster 
Fort Hunt High School 
428 Fort Hunt Rd. 
Alexandria, Va. 22308 



··� ' 

Octobe:.r_· 5, 1975 

l·�s. S hirley f�ciams & hr. Erik Clson 

c/c l':rs. Ann Foster 

Fort Hu�t High School, � Fairfax County School 

bl!-28 Fort i-iur:t Road 

Alexandria, V irgin ia 22J08 

To the Honorable Governo:r1 Jimmy Carter 

Dear Sir: 

He are currently students at Fort Hunt High School in Alexandria, Virginia"' We 

are: f:,oine; to conduct a debate in our u.s. Government class behiE:en tHo possible 

Democratic pre�.5_dential c;:mddates in the 1976 election. 

During the de 1:.-a te, we will try to accurately pressnt each candj(�&. tes' s actual 

opjnions on specific i ssue s. For this reason, He ;.!ould greatly a:r/);'recia te it 

if you wculci comment brieflyJor send us copie s of speeches or pcsition parers 

which express your vieHs on the follovdng issues ane any others that you 

consider of great importance: 

Arms reduction and decreased defense spending 

Increased foreitn aid 

/L- es<-· u· Q 
j 

v ......... involvement abroad and troop reduction 

Day ca.re programs 

Improved public transportation 

Increased Social Security benefits 

�National health care 

Helfare cost reductions 
Sul:sidized housing programs 

Reduced taxes for lov;-incorne groups 

Full employr�ient trxcugh government programs 

�Quality education for all 
Bus ing 

****'** 

.J _End tc tax loor;hcJ. es 

\!:r- Energy policy ;·;i th x·egards to the oil si tucction 



�trir.ter antipollution laHs 

Manditory increase of new car ge_s mileage 

1 k:('rhe Equal Rights Amendment 

( � An Anti-Abortion Amendment 

****** 

Federal gun control 

Increased antitrust activity 

Prison Reform 

Abolition of capital punishment 

Stronger law and order mec:tsures 

****** 

We would appreciate prompt response as we will conduct the debate around November 

first. Thank you for your time and information. 

Sincerely, 

M� 
Erik Olson 

�ityX%/cM/J' Shirley hdar.ts 



. .  
· .. � 

December 22, 1975 

Deanne ·Beth·Orvis 
35 Forest Road· 
Burnt Hills� �.Y. 12027 

Dear Ms. Orvis
·
, · 

Thank jou fbr your letter and infdrmation on economic 
policy. I am sending you a copy cif my stand on agriculture 
and an article

. 
written about my concern for conservation. 

I believe that we should not increase our dependence on 
nuclear power. With proper national planning and determined 
execution of long-range policies energy conservation and 
production can be increased by making a �ajor shift to coal and 
substantially increasing our use of solar energy. 

Sincerely. 

Jimmy Carter 

P. Q.flox 1976 Atlantd, Georgia 30301 404/.897-7100 
. . .� 

A copy of our r�port·is filed w�th the Fed�ral Election Commrssron· and rs Olloilable for purchosir.from the Fcdcrol Elh-ction Commr�sron. VJa�hrrrg1on. 0 C 
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JHJMY CARTEil 
Presidential Campaign 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear IV.tr. Carter: 

35 Forest Road 
Burnt Hills, N.Y. 12027 
November 8, 1975 

Our family was surprised and delighted with our impressions of you 
on Public Television nBlack Perspectiven several weeks ago. The combina
tion which we believe gives you your strength is conservatism on financial 
matters and cutting bureaucracy with "liberal" philosophy on social and 
environmental issues. From what you said on that program and your 
literature received to date, you are our candidate._ .... _c.- .-"�-N·--· ··-� ·-. ... 

I must ask for your position on the de;���;�:�� of nuclear pm·;��:
' � '"'

) 
4"�� .. �t4'"··•·;.,P.,......_ ..... ,.,)••"'�--»;."''dr�·-·".t.''!Oilt.�;,:��r,"WWt'.;lf��;/ 

Enclosed is some material which might help you strengthen the specific 
formulation of your edhomic policy. Harry Brown and his '1radical11 group 
make sense judging from environmental principles - greater diversity, greater 
stability; money based on real value metal; balanced budgets; zero inflation -
so vre have subscribed to the ERC services and newsletters. Reading in the 
Austrian school of economics might fill in details of ho-..r you would manage 
this country's financial mess. (The term "radical" only means Brovm is 
out of step 1-rith other economists. He is realy ultra-conservative - anti 
statism, etc.) 

Please send copies of your issue papers once!l.vi���
-
�:t

·"·

:d agricul tur�
--
.- '• 

After getting degrees in music education (Hichigan State·and .u • .  o.f-T.;· at 
Champaign) I have been working in the field of environment education. 
Credentials were gained simply by reading and passing N.Y.S. civil service 
for conservation education. A correspondent course certificate in landscape 
design rounds out � credits when I speak to garden clubs and other groups 
on design or environmental topics. The agriculture interest comes from 
managing our inherited family farm (tiny 147 acres) in central Illinois. 
I am deeply concerned about massive soil erosion problems in the midwest, 
as well as the erosion of human resources as people are drained from the 
land into the urban quicksands.· 

· 

Forgive taking so much time for introductions. Hope I can work for 
you. !'lind available now, money coming later. 

Sincerely yours, 

Deonne Beth Orvis 
Environment Educator 

& Columnist 



Jim 1n 11·t •· 
P•·esidentic•l Cc••n1,C1ig11 

For A1ne•·icc•'s thh·d centa.u·y, 'Nhy not oLil' l�st! 

/O 

or-

To 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897·71 OQ 
A copy of our report is fil,..rt \&l:th u,,. �ederal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. �· 
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I Jiln1ny . cn·t •· 
P1-esicle11ticll CciiDI:»Ciigl1 

Fo1· Alnet·icca's thh·cl centLn·y, 'Nhy not out· best? 

To OHIO f/Q 
I 

E/VC�OS£1) 

S7.Are NJENr 

f/J.C/9Sl-

NFEP 

/.S 

ON 

Z·S"·?6 

Cov. CI9A'TERS 

/9�o�TION. 

YOt::, 

.S/NCEA'££-Y "' 

Cll/111'�£5 C�BaT 
1 Sf�£$' 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is fiiP.A with thP Federal Election Commission and is ovailable·for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. � 1 
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11 Febuary, 1976 

Dear Mrs. Ostroff, 

Enclosed please find the information you 

requested on foreign policy, defense, and national 

security. Please excuse the delay in getting this 

to you. If you need anything else, please let me 

know. 

Sincerely, 

�4;6-
Charles Cabot III 

Issues Staff 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 

A copy of our report Is filed with the Federal Electio� Commission and Is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. �' 

. r 
\ . 

1 ,. 



March 29, 1976 

Mr. Arthur S. Obermayer 
President 
Moleculon Research Corporation 
139 Main Street 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02142 

Dear Mr. Obermayer: 

.. ----

.- · -· 

Thank you for your letter of February 25th. I 
found the information very useful and have referred 
it to my Issues Staff for their reveiw and analysis. 

I appreciale your taking the time to provide me with 
this data. If you have further suggestions or infor
mation, I hope you won't hesitate to contact me 
or my staff. 

Sincerely, 

� 
. 0--� �nay ca 

/sjh 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 

I 
A copy of our report Is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Com�ission, \yashington, D.C. 

�-----··--· -- - ----�-----· 

r(j'\ 
!A! 
\�_! 

17 

.. :·· 

·'. � , . .  . ' '· . - . 

·' ,·· ... 
·-: r' .. 

, . 
;,, . . · ·f . •  



,, 

� 
MOLECULON RESEARCH CORPORATION 

ARTHUR S. OBERMAYER 
PREBIDK1'oo'"T 

February 25, 1976 

139 .MAIN STREET 

CAM:BRmGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02142 

Governor Jimmy Carter 

Campaign Headquarters 

P.O. Box 1976 

Atlanta, Georgia 30301 

Dear Governor Carter: 

During the campaign, you have indicated a desire 

to provide a job for everyone who wants to work. 

is to suggest a specific, realistic, politically 

program to implement that objective. 

AREA CODE 617 

1547-2353 

as President 

This letter 

viable 

The Comprehensive Employment and Training Act of 1973 (PL 93-203, 

CETA) has been funded primarily to provide public service 

employment, but there also is a p�ovision which has received 

limited attention for providing Private Sector On-The-Job 
Traininq. The public service employment aspect of the Act has 

been criticized because: 1) It has been used by local 

government to replace regular jobs rather than to provide 

additional employment; 2) There are no opportunities for 

continuing employment after the temporary period of employment 
has expired; 3) There have been many accusations of corruption 

in the selection and use of the funds. 

Public attention and funding has been primarily directed toward 

CETA public service employment, but the provision with the 

greatest economic impact and long-term individual value is the 

private sector On-The-Job Training Section of the Act. 

Under this section, the Government will reimburse the employer 

for one-half the salary of an employee for a period of six 

months to ten months. The employee must have previously been 

employed for an extended period of time and have had more than 

normal problems in finding a regular job. Although there are 

no formal restrictions on terminating jobs during or upon 

completion of the training, the employer is made to feel an 

obligation to retain and provide salary increases to 



Gover·nor Carter - 2 - February 25, 1976 

satisfactory workers after the training period has ended. 

My company has effectively used this program during 1975 and 
1976. Because of the Government subsidy, we have been 
encouraged to add people to our payroll who have limited 
experience. Two-thirds of those who have completed their training 
have received substantial (greater than 15%) salary increases 
based on merit and have been given positions of significant 
responsibility within our company. We have found that 
unemployed individuals consistently prefer working under CETA 
private sector On-The-Job Training programs rather than CETA 
public service employment because they learn new skills and 
they find the jobs do not lead to dead ends. 

The cost to the Government of private sector On-The-Job 
Training programs normally is less than the amount an individual 
receives as Unemployment Compensation or Welfare payments. 
As a result, this type of program can be implemented on large 
scale to reduce unemployment without causing any net outlay 
of funds by the Government. Thus, it is not subject to the 
common complaints that we cannot afford to pay for the program. 
It has the additional economic advantages that industrial 
productivity is increased and a better trained work force is 
provided. 

There have been a number of practical problems in the 
administration of this program, which should be corrected in 
any new and expanded legislation. However, the concept and 
approach have been enthusiastically supported by those who 
have been directly involved. 

I should be pleased to review various aspects of this program 
with members of your staff and encourage you to consider this 
approach. 

Enclosed are typical cost calculations and selected information 
provided by local CETA offices. 

Very truly yours,' 

c:2td1M/1 .4. � 
Arthur s. Obermayer 

aso/mcn 
enclosures 



Ji1n1ny Cca1pte1· Preside11tial Campaign 

Mr. & Mrs. A. G. Oliva 
14524 S. W. 80th Street 
Miami, Florida 331831 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Oliva: 

March 12, 1976 

Thank you for your caid. I am sending along a 
copy of my answers to the Energy Action Committee 
questionnaire. r" hope this answers your questions. 

If you need anything else, please do not hesitate 
to write. I appreciate your interest. 

Sincerely, 

,--;111�� 
Jimmy � rter 

JC:cal I 

ENCL: One (1) 

P.O. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the federal Election Commission and is available ior purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 
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May 19, 1976 

H. Richard Obermanns 
Assistant Professor 
Dept. of Political Science 
Case Western Reserve Univ. 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Dear Mr. Obermanns: 

:IDl:�nk yO\£ .for your :card. I am sending along a 
sumn\ary of my position on many issues of importance. 

In the primaries so far it has been s_hown that 
my suppo:._t has come f�om all segments of th�,,.·o.�rno
cratic Party. I be_lieve, with my nomination, _the 
Democratic Party wicll unite behind me. and with.� me. 

. . �� you need anything further, please don't 
hesit��!: to write• < · 

Sincerely, 

Jimm:1· Carter 

JC:al � 

- -_ -� 
. ,  



Jimmy Carter for President 
P.O. Box 1976 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 



March 7, 1976 
. 

·Dear Mr. Cartera 

I woul.¢1 like to receive some information about 
your positions on �hat you consider to be the 
major issues facing the country today, and your 
formula for re-uniting the dispg�ate elements of 

"the Democratic Party. Thank you. 
\,! /4�.-e�-

H. Richard Obermanns 
Assistant Professor 
Dept. of Political Science 
Case Western Reserve Univ. 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 



\ ... 

I Ji1n1nv Cc••·te•· 
· Presicle11tic11 Ccllfti)Ciigl1 

For A1nericc1's third ce11tL1ry, why 1101 ou1· l,est? 

July 8, 1976 

Congressman Richard L. Ottinger 
240 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Ottinger: 

Thank you very much for your letter of July 2, 1976. 

The fir�t three topics which you raised in your l�tter 
are matters of importance to this campaign. 

As you are undoubtedly aware, Governor Carter has 
repeatedly talked about the need for comprehensive 
tax reform, as well as public financing of Congressional 
campaigns, and has stressed the need to put greater 
emphasis on both conversation and renewable resources 
of energy. 

I hope that we have the opportunity to work togeth�r -to�brigg 
some of these policies about. 

Very truly yours, 

St�LE'!;;-� 
National Issues and Policy Director 

SEE:dan 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 404/897-7100 
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for .purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C. 



-" 
R1CHARD L. OTTINGER 

DISTRICT OFFICES: 
10 FISKE PLACE 

24TH DISTRICT, NEW YORK 

240 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

(202) 225-6506 

COMMilTEES: 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 

COMMERCE 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

�ongre�s of tbt Wniteb �tatt� 

1!)ouse of 1\epresentatibe.S 
Ma�bingtou, l\.�. 20515 

July 2, 1976 

MOUNT VERNON, NEW YoRK 10550 

(914) 699-2866 

271 NoRTH AVENUE 

NEW ROCHELLE, NEW YoRK 10801 

(914) 235-5600 

180 SOUTH 8ROAOWAY 

WHITE PLAINS, NEW YORK 10605 

(914) 428-3040 

Dear Mr. Eisenstat: 

Three critical issues which I think can 
be carried, but only if Mr. Carter pursues them 
as part of his initial program presented to Congress, 
are: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Public financing of Congressional 
campaigns 

Tax restructuring 

Energy policy restructuring to emphasize 
conservation and renewable resources (solar, 
geothermal, wind, ocean gradients, recycling, 
biomass, etc.) and de-emphasize capital
intensive, environmentally hazardous 
exploitation such as nuclear and synthetics. 
On this latter subject, which is my specialty 
in Congress, I enclose the results of several 
studies you should consider and may want to 
examine • _,f 

Another topic long-overdue for consideration 
is a four year term for Members of the House. 

Many thanks for your consideration of these 
matters. 

Sincerely, 

;2tu&J L. a#L� 

Richard L. Ottinger 

.r � , ---:r ':Tf <>< --If,_. ':.. 
Mr. Stu Eisenstat ft.� � � "L ' ��-A � 

Box 1976 . ��� f, A� � � �� 
Atlanta, Georg1a � � � a/� 1?� 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON APJ:;:R MADE WI ECYCLED F� � �� 
fi)cJ� ���,., d<.f 
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August 26; 1976 

Mr. Th¢mas Oxnard-, Jr. 
E. F. Hutton. and Company, Ind. 
One Battery Par� Plaza · 

New York, New York 10004 

Dear; Mr. Oxnard: ·. 

•, 

Joqy Powell has .forwarded your inquiry about Governor 
_Carter's position·on free markets in basic commodities 
·to· me for treatment. At the present bime Governor Carter 
·:halp not developed a stance on this subject, although 

. '/{h� ·':Till study the concept and its economic effects 
/-'' '1i'n depth. in the future . 

. / ·, .. Your support is very much appreciated. 
,. ;; 

// 
j/ . I 

f; 
/" 

!" /J, 
l 

1! 

! 

I 
I· 

I 

.'I 

/;I 

Sincerely,. 

Jerry Jasinowski 
National Issues. and Policies 

I . 
J�/mg· 

' 

\ 
\ 

/ . \ 
;, ·.' •/ I 

·/)": ' " 

}" , I 
,-. 

/·I 

I 
,j 



· -,', ',' ' 

··"' ' � . . ' 

John B. Oakes 
Editorial Page Editor 
The New York Times 
229 West 43d St. 
New York, N.Y., 10036 

To the Editor: 

September 27, 1976 

On Sunday, September 26, 1976 a letter to the editor entitled· 
"What Modest Defense Cuts Can Dole appeared. It was written by 

· 

David Howard of West Point, N.Y. . In this letter, Mr. Howard chides' 
"liberals" for proposing even modest cuts in defense spending of 
$5-$7 billion a year. He implies that to cut defense spending by 
even a modest amount, we would have to either reduce the number 
of men and women in uniform; reduce the size of the civilian com
plement working for defense; reduce the amount of money spent in . 
the procurement of modern weapons or reduce the benefits and pay 
of our defense department personnel. I totally disagree that any 
of the above would have to be implemented in order to cut defense 
spending. 

The United States simply does not have the economic power in 
relation to its major European allies and Japan that it had twenty 
or even ten years ago, yet it maintains the same troop strength 
abroad as it did ten years ago. I suggest that we cut defense 
spending by asking our allies, particularly West Germany and Japan 
to pay a certain percent of the cost of maintaining American 
military personnel stationed on their territories. For a while, 
West Germany was contributing $1.1 billion per year for the main
tenance of our military personnel, but in a recent.meeting with . 
Chancellor Schmidt, President Ford told him that it was no longer 
necessary for his government to contribute even this pitance\ toward 
the maintenance of our 200,000 troops in his country. This $1.1 
billion a year should not have been eliminated. It should have 
been adjusted upward to reflect not only the increased cost of 
living, but the decreased value of the u.s. dollar in relation to 
the German mark. Since 1970, the U.S. dollar has declined 41% against 
the German mark and 20% against the Japanese ye�while we are paying 
for American military personnel abroad with our devalued dollar. The 
economies of West Germany, Holland, Norway, Denmark and Japan are much 
stronger than our own at present. By asking our allies to pay at 
least a percentage of the cost of maintaining these troops, we would 
not only reduce defense spending but at the same time help to redress 
our balance of payments deficit. This would strengthen the u.s. 

dollar on international money markets and help reduce inflation at home. 

Respectfully yo�rs, �· . . ·· . 
��)(LJ·Ut.iti_ ... t!-. }1���·.·. 

Ronald C. Monticone, Ph.D. 
946 Midland Road 
Oradell, New Jersey, 07649 
201-265-9054 

·'·.·: . ··. , ' 
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