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FORD THEMES 

(1) Peace 

First President since Eisenhower able to seek Presidency 

without a single American .fighting overseas 

Achieved and maintained because of affirmative diplomatic 

actions (Sinai, SALT, Rhodesia) and because of strong 

defense 

(2) Respect for Leadership Role 

World now respects u.s. for resuming its role as Free 

World leader (when Ford took office that role had been 

tarnished by Vietnam and shortchanged defense budget) 

sought new paths to peace: Middle East, SALT, Africa 

sought restructured world economy (Rambouillet, Puerto Rico) 

(3) Strength of Alliances 

Took office at time when allies doubted our will and 

leadership 

Now alliances with Atlantic Community and Japan are 

stronger than ever 

(4) Defense Now Strong; Cuts Would Weaken 

Reversal,of 10 year pattern of Congressional defense cuts 

"" ($50 billion) -- now largest defense budget ever and we 

are now second to none militarily. 
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Only through increased spending can we preserve peace 

Carter did call for $15 billion cut; his present $7 billion 

proposed cut wo�ld weaken nation's defense 

(5) Experience and Proven Record 

Protecting nation's security requires experienced person; 

Carter only low-level Navy officer 

Last two years have provided peace and progress in Middle 

East, Southern Africa, SALT, human rights; Carter has no 

record, only countless promises 

(6) Carter Deceptive in First Debate 

Made 14 distortions and inconsistencies 

Key ones: 

lied about $15 billion proposed cut 

wrong about overthrow of Chile 

wrong about Ford's support of facility at Portsmouth 

wrong about arms to Saudi Arabia 

wrong in saying Ford supported Arab boycott 

wrong about U.S. not breadbasket of world 

wrong about State and Defense approval of Mayaguez 
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APPENDIXES 

APPENDIX 1 

AXALYSIS OF THE PHILOSOPHY AXD YOTING RECORD OF REPRE­
SEXTATIVE GERALD R. FORD, XO:\IDiEE FOR VICE PRESIDEXT 
.OF THE UNITED STATES 

A REPORT PREPARED ACCORDI!>G TO THE I:SSTRCCTIOXS OF THE CO�IMITTEE O:S RULES 

AXD ADMINISTRATIOX OF THE UXITED STATES SENATE, OCTOBER 25, 1973 

I :STRODUCTIO:S 

This report analyzes the philosophy nnd Yoting record of Representntin� 
Gerald R. l<'ord, nominee for Vice President of the United States, on major Issues 
before the American people during his Spn·ice of 25 years in the House of Repre­
sentatives. It was prepared by the Congrp"�ional Re�earch Service under in­
structions from the Committee on Rule� aiHi Administration of the United States 
Senate. 

The isf'ue profiles are based OYer\\·helmingly. hut not E"xclu"ivel.v, on rPmnrk� 
mctde. legislation introduced, and Yotes ea"t hy Representath·e Ford in the Hon�P 
of Representatives from 1949 through 19i3. Because of the nPed for timely de­
Ih·ery, the Congressional Record served as the principal, although not exclnsi\·e, 
�onrce of factual information. All sources are cited fully and specifically. It 
�hould be noted, furthermore. that the report focuses on major rather than on 
all is;:ues that arose in the 25-year period. In addition to the detailed table of 
contents. an alphabetical index is appended at the end of the text. 

In accordance with long-!<t!lllding directives from its oversight committees, the 
Congressional Research Service does not provide personal information about. or 
the legislative record of, individual )femhers of Congress except at the specific 
request or with the specific appro,·al of the !\!ember concerned. Representative 
Ford gave the Service such approval before this report was prepared. 

Dr . . Joseph B. Gorman. of tht> Government lind General Research Division, 
c>oordinated the preparation of the report, to which all subject divisions of the 
Service contributed. 

LESTER S. JAYSON. 

Director, Crmg�·c.,�ional Research Service. 

Eco�O:\IIC AFFAIRS 

FEDERAL BUDGET POLICY 

From the earliest days of his Congre�sional carPer. Con�ressman For!T cnn 
be placed with the reasonably balanced hndget school of fiscal policy. Virtnnlly 
without deviation, he has favored reducing spending and balancing the hudJ!Pt. 
He has resisted increasin� the share of the public sector at the expense of thP 
private and frequently has advocated cutting taxt>s within the structurPs of a 
balanced budget. Rep. Ford has all'to stresl'ed the net>d for Congress to he nwrP 
a<'tive in using the power of the purse-both with regnrd to individual program� 
and m·ernll spending limitations. Since the 1!168 election he has dPfend!'d hoth 
flscnl f'Onservatism and mountin� deficits. He has done hoth throu.,.h a comhina­
tion of attributing economic disruption on previous admini�trations and point­
ing up past deficits. 

CongreiiBional Respon.<�illiUty: In 1957. Rep. Ford opposed a Congressional lliO\"P 

to aRk President Eisenhower for recommendations on where to cut thl' hnd�et. 
Pointing out the rapid rate of increasp in the legislature's own hude:et, Rep. Ford 
stre.•sed- the constitutional responsibility of the f'ongrt>ss to control t>xpenclitnr�>s. 
He strongly criticized attempts to "pass the buck to somebody else." (CR !lf:1r. 
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�2, 1957, p. 3507.) I� 1967, howeve�, Rep. Ford introduced House Res. 407 ... 
respectfully requestmg ... [President Johnson] ... to reconsider his fiscal 

1968 budget and to indicate where substantial reductions in spending could best 
be made." (CR, June 8, 1967, p. 15190.) At the same time, howe,·er he favored 
imposing a spending ceiling rather than simply leaving it up to the Executive 
hranch (CR, Oct. 3,1967, p. 27664). 

Balanced Budget: Congressman Ford has never evinced a blind allegiance to 
the balanc� budget. Although always advocating fiscal discipline, he has not 
drawn a direct analogy between a family or private business and the operation 
o� the F�deral. Government. On the other hand, deficits have variously been 
newed with disparagement or embarrassment. With a brief insertion in the 
Congressional Record in 1971, Rep. Ford put himself behind the full employment 
budget concept. The concept, which is fully compatible with both budget sur­
pluses and deficits, was cited by Mr. Ford as another one of the "sound manage­
ment principles" that have come "from the Nixon Administration." (CR, Feb. 
1, 1971, p. 1266). 

FEDERAL FARll PRICE SUPPORT PROGRA�IS 

For the past 25 years, U.S. farm price support operations have had as their 
recognized objective the stabilization of farm prices and farm income in fair 
relation to other sectors of the economy. Price support programs have LePn 
heralded by advocates as the guiding incentive behind impressive farm prodnc· 
tion gains, and have been attacked by critics as the stumbling block to 11 fr"" 
farm market, a cause of overproduction, and an unnecessary drain of taxpn>N':< 
money. At issue since 1954, when one of the after-effects of the Korean conflict 
proved to be a serious decline in reserve stocks of agricultural commoditi!'s, h:�� 
been the controversy between a fixed. high support level and a: flexible lower sup­
port level. Congressman Ford's position has favored flexible supports Rt the 
lowPr level. 

Rince 1949 when 1\Ir. Ford supported an amendment to mnint11in ricirt pri••f' 
supports 1 he has been on record as favoring the concept of flexible farm pri<·P 
l'lupport Ievell'. In 19i0, when the Omnihus Farm Bill reflected the Arlminist ra­
tion's policy toward modified production controls and contained a provision to 

limlt �uh�idy payments to $55,000 per crop, 1\Ir. Ford \"Ot!'d for pas�agoe l'f thP 
hill.• In explaining his support for the measure, he said that though it containNl 
featurefl be thouc:ht to be unsound. he fa"rored it as n compromif'e measure thAt 
would accomplish the broad objective-which he !'Upported-nf rrovidinc: tbe 
ngri<:'ulturlll subsidies necessary for a sound agricultural economy.• In 1973 the 
l]uestion of limiting subsidy payments were considerefl aW!in. 1\Ir. Ford !'UpportPd 
a �20.000 payment limitation, hut voted against one amendment desii!Tled to limit 
rm:-·mpnts to $20.000 per f:�rm hec>ause he felt, in the ca!>e of the pnrticulnr amf'nr!. 
m�>nt thnt "rigid. inflexihle limitations (would) hurt us rather than help u� in 
the production of our necessary food."' 

BIPOUNDMENT OF FUN!JS 

Congressman Ford has generally supported restraints on the budget, includ­
Ing Presidential discretion in spending funds. 

In 1962, concerning an effort by the House Committee on Armed Service!'! to 
mandate the spending of $491 mlllion on the RS-70 aircraft, Ford was "unalter­
!lhly oppo•prt" to flUCh a directive. He gave three rpnsons. Manclatorv lammRc:e 
(1) Invaded the responsibilities and jurisdiction of the Prel'lldent as Commander 
In Chief, (2) usurped the appropriating authority of the Committee on Appro­
priations, and (3) threatened to create "inflexibility" in the management of the 
program which "undoubtedly would have led or conceivably would have led 
to harm and detriment to the program rather than helping and assisting it. 
Inflexibility in such a complicated weapon sy!!tem would hamstring the respon­
sihlf' mnmtgement in the Air Force." (Cong. Rec .. v. 108. Marc>h 21. 1002: 4714 l 

ThP HonPe Armf'd SPrviPes ('ommittf'f' ch�r e:ed thnt thf' Ei�enhowt>r Admin­
istration-from fiscal 1956 through fiscal 1961-had failed in 13 instances to 
do what Congress had asked. Ford defended the record of the Eisenhower 

1 Con.�:rP•s oncl the Notion. 1945-1!lR4. ()onpresslonal Quarterly, p. 53ft. 
• Cnnpre••lonnl Qum·terlll Almanac, XX\"!. 1!)70, p. 53H. 

Pn'�:�".f':./'{;���o{'-,�l7Record, Vol. 116, Part 20, 91st Congres•. 2nd session, August 4, 1970. 

'Congr·essional Record, Vol. 119, No. 106, p. H5860, July 10, 1973. 
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Administration by saying that "during this same period of time the executi'l"e 
branch of the Government bas followed the recommendations of the Congress 
28 times in toto" (id.) While Ford agreed that "Nothing is more obnoxious 
in my opinion than to have someone in the executive branch of the Government, 
whether he is in the Defense Department or the Department of Agriculture, 
place a halo over his bead and decide on his own that all the wisdom in the 
world exists in his Department," he cautioned against placing restrictions on 
the President. Be was "jealous that the Congress not invade the jurisdiction 
of tile Chief Executive . . . .  I do not want the Congress to usurp and take from 
the Chief Executive authority that is his." (id. at 4715). 

In 1971, when the Nixon Administration was being criticized for with­
holding approximately $12 billion, Ford placed in the Congressional Record a 
table showing "frozen funds " from 1959 to 1971. Be quoted from the U.S. 
l\ews & "-"orld lleport to furthl'r emphasize that impoundment dated back many 
years, at least to President Franklin D. Roosevelt. Moreover, he pointed out 
that Democratic party lenders did not raise their voices against impoundment 
when it was carried out by Democratic Administrations: "If It was bad then it is 
bad now. If it was good then it is good now. The fact that the gentleman did 
not object to this practice when Presidents Kennedy and Johnson did it and 
is objecting now when President Nixon does it puts a rather political coloring 
on the comments made by the gentleman from Massachusetts." ( Cong. Rec., 
v.l17, Aprll 27, 1971: 12081). . 

Spendin.Q Ceiling in 1972.-Ford introduced H.R. 16338 in 1972 to provide 
for n spending ceiling of $250 billion for fiscal 1973. The bill permitted the 
Pre�irlent to ·•rl'serve from expenditure and net lending, from appropriation� 
or other obligntionul authority heretofore or hereafter made available. such 
amounts as may be necessary to effectuate" the spending ceiling. When that 
proposal was included as Title II of the public debt limit bill, be supported 
the notion of a spending ceiling: "I think the public will demand this kind 
of !Imitation. They want the President to bold the line on spending. They want 
this Congresa to do it." (Cong. Rec. [Daily Ed.], v. 118, October 10, 1972: 
H9371) 

On the Mahon amendment to the public debt limit blll, to subject Presidential 
impoundments to congressional review and action, Ford voted against the 
amendment ( id. at B9401). It was "too little and it is far too late. The Mabon 
arncndmPnt will not come into effect until January of next year," (ill. at HOR77) 
Ford voted for the public debt llmlt blll, which included the spending ceiling 
and authorized the President to withhold whatever funds were necessary to 
preserve the ceiling. ( id. at H9402) 

1!1'12-'l'.� Jmpounrlmcnts.-The Rural Environmental Assistance Program 
(REAP) and the Water Bank Program were both terminated on January 26, 

1\J7:l. The amount of $210.G million was impounded from REAP, while $11.4 
million wn� withheld from Wntpr Rank. According to the Department of Agri­
•·ullnre, Uw action was legal in that "the legislation authorizes but does not 
require that the programs be carried out." H.R. 2107 was introduced to require 
that the programs be carried out. During debate on the measure, Ford stated 
that the President had decided that "in order to achieve a degree of fiscal 
responsibility, holding the line of $250 billion for this fiscal year, be bas to 
make some downward adjustments in cPrtain programs, and REAP is one." 
(Cong. Rec. [Dally Ed.], v. 119, February 7, 1973: B807) Ford voted for a 

�uh�titute amendment which would have removed the mandatory language (irl. 
at H831). After that amendment failed, be voted against the bill {id. at B838). 

The Rural Electrification Administration's loan program was terminated by 
til(> DPpartml'nt nf Agriculture on December 28, 1!l72. This nction resulted in the 
impoundment of $456 million. The Bouse considered H. R. 5683, which was 
designed to reinstate the program, accepting some of the Administration's recom­
mendations but also adding language mandating that the program be carried out. 
The Administration substitute, which would have removed the mandatory 
feature, was defeated. Ford voted for the substitute. (Cong. Rec. [Daily· Ed.], 
v. 119, April 4, 1973; B2422) Ford voted against final passage of the bill (id. 
at H2424). 

· 

On January 26, 1973, the Nixon Administration terminated the rural watl'r 
and waste disposal program, impounding $120 million. H.R. 3298 was introduced 
to make the program mandatory by replacing the phrase 'is authorized to" by 
the word "shall." Ford did not vote on the !Jill, which was later vetoed by Presi­
dent Nixon. Ford supported the veto, saying "Let us reiterate the two points. 
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No. 1, we get better service, more quickly, out of EPA and rural development 
than we would get out of the rural water and sewer grant program. No. 2, this 
hill is just one of a number of spending hills which are coming down the line. 
The Senate did a good job last week: it is our turn to do an equally good job 
on this budget busting program by ;;u;;taining the President . . .. " {Cong. RPc. 
fDail.v Ed.]. v. 110, April10, 1073: H25-15) The veto was sustained by ti1e Bouse 
(irl. nt B2552). 

Impoundment Control Bill. Ford expressed his preference for making impound­
ment control part of a general hudget reform package. {Cong. Rec. [Daily Ed.]. 
, •. 119 . .Tnly 24, 1973: H6542) On recorderl votes, he supported an amendment 
which would have exempted from impoundment control procedures those im­
Jlotmdml'nts which the Comptroller General determined to be in accordance with 
the Antideficiency Act (id. at H6573). He supported an amendment which would 
ha,·e required both Honsl's to disapprove an impoundment rather than n single 
Honse (id. at B6577). Be oppOI'I'd an amendment to require impoundments to 
cease after 60 days unless ratified hy hotb Houses. That amendment contrasted 
with the pending bill which nllowerl impoundments to continue unless specifically 
rl'jected hy one Bouse ( id. n t H6603). In a floor statement, he supported an 
amenrlment to reduce the fiscal 1074 spending ceiling from $267.1 billion to 
�2r>3.3 hill ion (id. at B6607). 

In other votes on the impoundment control hill, he opposed an nmPndment to 
rellnce the Rpending ceiling still fnrthl'r to $260 billion { id. at H6611-12) and 
Rnpportl'd the $263.3 billion Cl'iling {id. at H6612). Be supportl'd a motion to 
recommit the hill (id. at H6625) and voted against the hill on final passage 
(id. at H6626). 

INTERGOVERN�!E!VTAL FISCAL RELATIONS 

Federal Revenue Sharing With State and Looal Gnrernments: 

Rep. Gerald Ford bas consistently supported proposals which would share 
a portion of Fl'deral tax r!'ventll'>! with State and local governmPnts with few or 
no Federal "strings" attached on the expenditure of these funds by recipient 
governments. 

In the 90th Congr!'ss, he introduCI'd H.R. 4074 which authoriZI'd Federal tax 
�<haring with the States which would be financed from a cutback in Federal aid 
funding. 

He supported the Nixon Administration's general revenue sharing proposals 
submitted to the 91st and 92d Congresses and cosponsored each of the bills 
introduced incorporating these ri'COmm!'ndations {H.R. 13982, 91st Congress and 
H.R. 4187, 92d Congress.). Rl'p. Ford supported Nixon's general revenue sharing 
proposal. On August 13. 1969 he .�tated: "As a supplem!'nt to other Fl'deral aid. 
re¥enne sharing can be the catalyst for problem solving on a scale we bavl' 
ne'I"Pr yet witnessed In America, problem-solving at the local level on the basts 
nf prioritil's vil'werl as local people see them in their own communities." {C R, 
Au e-. 13. 196.<), p. 23835.) 

· 

During the 92d Congre!'s. Rl'p. Ford voted for passage of B.D. 14370. the 
:o;tnte and Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972-which represented a modification 
of a proposal which had bl'l'n submitted hr the Chairman of the Honse Way!' 
:m!l :\leans Committee, Congressman Wilbur lllills as an alternative to the Nixon 
Administration gen!'rRl re'l"!'nne sh11ring proposnl (H. R. 4187. S. 680. 92d Con­
g-ress ) . Thill hill was signed into law on Octohpr 20.1972 (Public Law 92-512). 

Rep. Ford has also Rupportl'cl the Nixon Administration special revenue shar­
ing proposals suhmltted to the !l2d 11nd !l3d Congreflse!'l. Durlne: the 92d Con,.,.e�s 
he introduced B. R. 11770--the J�w EnforCI'ment Revenue Sharing Act of 19il, 
which incorporated PrPsident Nixon's spedal revl'nne flharing proposal for law 
!'nforcement. He also cosponsor!'d other Nixon Administration special revenue 
!"hnring meosures: H.R. 6181. the Manpower Revenue Sharing Act of 1971 nnd 
H.R. R853. the Urban Community Development Revl'nne Sharing Act of 1971 
nml iJ>l'Ued stateml'nts ad'!"ocating enactment of the Pr!'sident's Education and 
Rural Community DI'V!'Iopment special re'l"l'nue sharing proposals. 

During the 93d Congress, Rep. Ford has expressed his support for President 
Nixon's recomml'ndations set forth in his community development message trans­
mitted to Congress on March 8, 1973 {Honse Doc. 93-57). He made the following 
statempnt: "In urging adoption of the Better Communities Act, I would under­
score a point made by the President-that no city would receive less funds for 
community development under that act than it has received under categorical 
grnnt programs. And I am most enthusiastic about the fact that the Better 
Communities Act substitutes local decision-mnldng for so-called bureaucratic 
wisdom." (C R, March 12.1973, p. H1G36. i 
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PUBLIC DEBT LIMIT LEGISLATION 

Representative Ford was not confronted with the issue of public debt limit 
legi�lation until 1954, at which time the first debt limit increase since 1946 was 
enacted. Rep. Ford's voting on debt limit legislation has followed a distinctive 
Jmttern of first ·supporting, then opposing and in recent years again supporting 
legislation to increase the public debt limit. 

From 1954 to early 1962 there were recorded votes in the House on eight bills 
to increase the public debt limit, Rep. Ford voted for all of these measures. From 
mid 1962 to.1967 there were recorded votes on nine measures to raise the public 
debt limit, Rep. Ford voted against all of these bills. From 1969 to present there 
have been 7 recorded votes on bills to Increase the public debt limit, Rep. Ford 
w:u; absent for one vote (H.R. 15390, June 27, 1972) and voted affirmatively on the 
other six measures. 

Ori March 19, 1969, (CR'March 19, 1969, pp. 68�), Rep. Ford explained his 
. voting pattern on public debt limit legislation on the House fioor. In eft'ect, he said 

that he chose to support' President Kennedy during financial crises in 1961 and 
1962, but then changed his view with the hope of eliciting soine actions in Congress 
which would assure greater fiscal responsibility. He felt that this had been 
achieved with the enactment of a spending limitation and tax measure to raise 
additional taxes (Revenue and Expenditure' Control Act of 1968). Therefore he 
could again support legislation to raise the public debt limit. 

TAX REFORM 

Congressman Ford .has always indicated a primary concern for collecting 
sufficient taxes to match expenditures: however, in recent years he has expressed 
increased concern that consideration also be given to the eft'ect of tax changes on 
economic conditions as welL Over the years, he has indicated a moderate approach 
to tax reform. . . . . . . 

During 194S.:02, he did not support major tax bills but during the remainder of 
t.be Fifties he generally supported major tax legislation (voting· for the major 
tax revisionin 1954). He opposed the Revenue Act of 1962 (which Introduced the 
investment tax credit) and the 1964 act reducing taxes. He voted for the Revenue 
and Expenditure Control Act of 1968, imposing the surcharge. He supported the 
Tax Reform Act of 1969 and the Revenue Act of 1971. 

·One of ·congressman Ford's earliest· tax proposals (subsequently enacted ·into 
law) W'IIS nonrecognition of gain on the sale of a residence when the proceeds 
we�e used to buy another 1:esidence. In connection with this proposal he com­
mented on a proposal t.o increase the capital gains tax : "There may be some need 
and justification for an overall increase In this rate." (CR. Feb. 28, 1951, p. A1049); 

His general position on taxation is typified by a statement on the 1963 tax 
cut proposal: " ... the 'President inust be selective and make a decision between 
unlimited spending and a reasonable limit on expenditures ... " (CR, Sept. 25. 
1963, p. 18093). During the late Sixties. his statements increasingly refieeted 
concern over the eft'ects of tax legislation .on economic· conditions. In 1967, in 
support of the investment.tax credit, he stated : "There are ominous signs. of an 
f'Conomlc slowdown this year. Unless our course is redirected declslvel:v we ma:r 
well face the paradox of a recession 'ivtth both increased infiatlon and 'tncreasl'd 

t�txation." (CR, Jan. 23, 1967, p. 1189.) In same speech he stated that the Presi­
dent had not indicated where bndgl't reductions would be made. When speak­
ing in favor of the Revenue and Expenditure Control Act of 1968, he said: 
"Tax increases are painful . .. But the alternative before us is far worse. 
Qalloping infiation and a major recession-tha't is the alterative . .. If we 
plQce sharp restraints on Federal spending'now, tax relief will be possible in' the 
future . ... B�tsically, I take the tax increase to get the spending restraints." 
(en; June 20, 1968, p. 18184). 

. . 
Rep. Ford urged the elimination of the investment tax credit in the Tax Reform 

A�t of 1969, as an aid for curbing lnfiatlon, and also .remarked: "The 'big news' 
ln'the,President's tax reform message should not obscure other highly meaningful 
�roposal�limination of income taxes for Americans at the poverty level, the 
Imposition of what in effect is a minimum income tax for a small group of high· 
income individuals, and the closing of a number of income tax loopholes." 
(CR, April 21, 1969, p. 9686). He once more expressed his basic concern that 
re'\"enues should balance expenditures. (CR, Juue 30,1969, p. 17791.) 
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In regard to the current tax reform issues, Rep. Ford has stated: "As for tax 
reform, I am opposed to wholesale repeal of so-called tax loopholes, with some of 
them to be put back on the books. I therefore feel the better approach to tnx 
reform is to consider the various provisions of the tax code without the sledge­
hammer approach to broad scale repeal." (Roll Call, Jan. 11, 1973, p. 1.) 

· 

FOREIGN TRADE 

. Con!p'essman Gerald Ford hns generally supported legislation designed to 
liberalize trade .with our foreign trading partners through the reduction of 
tarift's. He has also support� eft'orts to' protect domestic industries and worlwrs 
from trade related dislocations through adjustment assistance programs. · 

Mr. Ford voted in favor of various bills extending the Reciprocal Trade Agree­
ment program In 1949, 1951, 1953, 1954, 1955 and 195.'L In 1962, howe,·er, �lr. 
Ford voted to recommit to committee the landmark Trade Expansion Act· and 
substitute for it a one year extension of the expiring Trade Agreement program; 
when .this was rejected by, the House, he then supported the· Administration 
sponsored bill. He made no statement in the Con�rressional Record to explain 
his action (Congressiorutl Record, Vol. 108, pp. 12089, 12000). 

After. the beginning of the Nixon Administration,. Mr. Ford, as Republican 
minority leader, announced his support for the Administ.rntion trade hill of 
1969, claiming th'at "There is no question that inovement toward free trade is 
necesmry if we are to move taward the much desired goo! of a favorable balance 
o.f trade." (Cong. Record,. Vol. lliJ, p. 34623). Lnte hi 1970, when this'lpgisln­
hon was up for a final House vote after certain protectionist amendments lin­
posing statutory import quotas on textiles and footwear had·been added, Ford 
opposed a move by House liberals which would have permitted the possible dPIP­
tlon of some of these controversial amendments, Pres. Nixon hnd been neutrnl on 
thhlissue (Cong. Record, Vol. 116, pp. 38227, 38228). 

The Congressional Recoro has no mention of Mr. Ford's views on the peni!ing 
Trade .Reform Act of 1973 .. Last .year, however, he said that "it would he 
cntastrophlc and disastrous for this country to· rPtn>Rt .into a new round of 
isolationism which is represented by the Burke-Hartke bill " ( Cong. Rer·ord 
(daily), Vol.118, p. E5305) . · 

OOVERNMENT, BUSINE
.
SS AN

.
D CONSUMERS 

Representative Ford has generally favored ]lllssive Federal policies toward 
the American marketplace for most of his twenty-five years in Con�res�. 
. In 1966. he summarized his approach to many of the Great Society's progrmns 
m rem�rks challenging President Johnson's rent !nlb�ldy propos:� Is: 

"I fall to. \)nderstnnd why CongreflS has �o much faith In nonexistent regul�­
tion� that suppo�edly insure th11t this program �;u benefit truly low-income 
families." (3/29/66 Oong. Record 7107) · · 

· Citing what he regarded as the failure of :m 'parlier suhsirlv pffort the 
Michigan legislator also cautioned the'House of ReprP�entatives about th� pro­
gram's possible impact on t.nxt;s and the thl'n·nccelPrnting lnfl�tion. Yet, while 
expressmg confidence in the frPe·enternrisl' system, he'joinPd a majoritY of his 
colleagues in approving the Lockheed loan guarantee. (H.R. 8432. 7/30/71, 
a7!'i19F) and sunported the Nixon Administration in its unsuccessfnl bid to 
extend massive public financing of the SST (H.R. 9667; 7/29/71, H.9384F.) 

Seldom de�h·d before the mid-Sixties. the diftlc1ilt problems of ConsmnPr Pro­
tection afford no si'!lple index of 1\lr. Ford's thinking. The l\Iinnritv Leadf'r in 
Hl68 spoke with pride of the passage of important Tmth-in-Lendin� legislntion 
(ii/20/f'>B. Cong. Record. 14106). In 1969, Mr: Ford· enthusia;,ii('lllly endorsed 
President Nixon's proposed creation 'of an Office of Consumer Aft'ai

.
rs arcruincr 

thnt it would give consumers "full protection· under the laws ... complpt; rP; 
rl'sentation In Washi11gton and access to product tPsting infonnatiori whi('h Fed­
Pral ll'!Pncies have gatbPrPd ovPr the y'Pars." RPp, Ford later votP<l for the 
Pst.ablishment of a consumer protection ngency and agninst limiting this lli!Pn<·y 
to a nurelv advisory pnrt in Federnl po!icy-maklri� (H.R . 10s3ii, 10/14/71. 
H!l!'i7lf.). Suhsequently, he opposed eft'orts to broadl'n the agencv's nuthorltv to 
nra'Uc In n wMPr range of suits bPfore othPr ;!'Ovemment n�Pnci��- He nl�o �up-

. portPd t'he 1972 comnensiltlon to commerci:ll interests lninred bv th!' Food nnrl 
Drn'! Ailmlnlstrntion's ban of cyclamAtes In food prodliC'ts' (H.R.lR.�. 7/24/72). 

C.ongressmnn Ford's record on consumer affairs haf: heen scorprl uneven lw thP 
Con�umer Federntlon of AmeriC'n. a nnt.ionnl assodation of consumer groups 
which estnhllshes its own norms for rating Members of Congress. 
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HOUSING 

Over the course of his career Rep. Gerald Ford has opposed many of the im­
portant housing and community de\"elopment proposals before the Congress. 
Except for the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968 he has consistently 
taken a position of minimal Federal involvement in this field. His support of the 
l� bill and the House version of the 1970 Housing and Urban Development 
bill, however does seem to ludicate a move away from his position of opposition 
to "drastic changes or innovations in our credit facilities"" first stated in 19�9. 

Rep. Ford consistently voted against housing legislation designed to assist low 
and moderate income families between 1949, when he voted In favor of an amend­
ment to delete a section providing low rent public housing, and 1967, when be 
voted in favor of deleting program funds for model cities. In 1954 while voting 
for the urban renewal bill, Rep. Ford voted against recommitting the bill to com-

. mittee with Instructions to increase assistance for low income housing. He ap­
parently broke with his previous position, and the majority of Republicans, in 

. 1968 voting in favor of the Housing and Urban Development bill, even though It 
contained provisions for interim services, tenant services, and new-town programs 
which he opposed. He did, however, "pot on notice [those favoring these services] 
that when the appropriation bill for funding of those programs comes to the 
fioor of the House for consideration, we will do everything we possibly can to 
prevent any funding for those programs." • Rep. Ford has m'ade no reference to 
the subsidized housing .programs (Sec. 235 and 236) established In this bill that 
have subsequently come under strong Administration attack. In 1970, the last 
year there was major housing legislation before the House, Rep. Ford voted in 
favor of the House bill, but against the conference report which contained new 
town proposals he opposed. 

MINIMUM WAGE LEGISLATION 

Rep. Ford's position nn minimum wage legislation has been fairly consistent 
throughout his 25 years In the House of Representatives. In the seven times this 
issue has been actively considered and voted on In the House since his election 
in 1!149, he has consistently voted with the basic Republican position which 
opposPd mPasures proposing Increases In the minimum wage considered too large 
or too rapid. 

In 1!140. his ftrRt year In Congress, he voted for a more modl'rate LucaR sub­
stitute bill to the Lesinski blli as did the vast majority of Republicans in the 
Honse. 

In 191;5, he voted for an Increase In the minimum wage as did a substantial 
majority of both major partiE'S In the HouRe. 

In 1!!60 and 1961. Rep. Ford supported and voted for the Kitchin-Ayres sub­
stitute bill to the Committee's bill. The substitute reduced the Increase in the 
rnlnimnrn wage rate propo.qed In the Committee's. bill. When the bill reported 
out of the House Senate Joint Conference re-instated the original higher rate in 
1061, he voted against the Conference Report. 

Ir1 the 1006 Amendments, the less liberal Ayres-Morrls Amendment was sup­
ported and voted for by Rep. Ford along with most other Republican Congress­
men. 

More recently, he continul'd his call for moderation In increasing and expand­
Ing coveragE' of the Fair Labor Standards Act .both In 1972 and in 1973. In the 
l!l72 srolemate between the House and Senate versions of the FLSA Amendments, 
llc urged his colleagues in the House, and especially Congressman Dent, Subcom­
mittee Chairman, to go to conference with the R!'nate In order to get a minimum 
wage bill l'nacted (See C.R. page H7034-5, H8635, 1972). In that year. the Erlen­
born substitute bill proposing a lesser increase, no major extension of coverage, 
nnd a youth differential suppOrted by the Administration, was passed in the 
House and was supported by Mr. Ford. However, he voted against the resolution 
to go to conference on the bill. 

The latest legislative activity on minimum wages (HR 7935, 93rd Congress) 
saw Rep. Ford vote with the Administration's position supported by a large 
majority of the House Republicans. He voted for the Administration-supported 
Erlenborn substitute with the youth differential, which was defeated, voted for 
deletion of provisions extending coverage to government workers and was against 
final passage of the bill containing the higher rate, extension of coverage and 

'C:on�:ressional Record. p. 12184, Aug. 24. 1949. 
• Congressional Record. July 26, 1968, p. 23688. 
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other liberalizing provisions. In keeping with the Administration and mo�t Re­
publicans In the House, he voted against the Conference Report and for sus­
taining the President's veto of the Fair Labor Standards Act Amendments of 
1973 (H.R. 7935). 

STRIKES CREATING, OB WITH THE POTENTIAL TO CREATE, A NATIONAL EMERGENCY 

Representative Ford"s earlier position is indieated by a 1967 statement on the 
House floor: "1\ir. Speaker, I never thought when I came to the Congress 1H% 
�·ears ago that I would ever in any circumstance, or under an�· situation, ·vote 

for some form of Gov!'mml'nt interferencE' in a process of free collective hargain­
ing. I have said repeatedly in commnnicntions witll rny constituents and others, 
I.Jy word of mouth or I.Jy letter, that. I thought this was a principle that had to be 
upheld under any circumstances. I inwnrdly feel that that principle is ri!;llt 
today." (CR, bound ed., 7/17/67, p. 19039.) On tllnt day, July 17, 1967, Mr. Ford 
\"oted for a bill to end a two-day nationwide rnil strike, which· became P.J,. 9(),-54 
(81 Stat. 122). His reason for t11is stututor.v interference in the process of free 

collective bargaining was that "there is another principle that is of a higher 
order-the necessity of a free government and its free people .to pl""tect itself 
at home and abroad." (CR, hound ed., 7/17/67. p. 10039.) 

On February 27, 1970, President Nixon sent recommendations to the Congress 
to deal with national emergency labor disputes in the transportation industries. 
His proposals were Incorporated in major bills introduced In 1970, 1971,· and 
Hl72; nothing along the lines of his re("orunJemlntions bas been enacted. One of 
the President's proposals to settle transportation strikes with an e�ergency, 
creating potential was to invoke .a proc!'dure calle�l "final offer selection", but 
which the AFI�CIO and the transportation unions called compul�ory arbltra· 
tion. Organizl'd labor vigorously opposed the proposals, Representative Ford has 
bt>en a staunch supporter of them. . . 

· 

He introduced the Administration proposnl as H.R. 16226 on March 2. 1970-­
the same dny that the Presidential message on national emergency disputes was 
referred to committee. On July 8, 1970. he urged the Congress. to "mm·e 
immediately to consider the Emergency Public Interest Protection Act" [the 
Administration bill]. (OR bonnd ed.,· 7/8/70. 23130.) He repeated this plea five 
months later, during another railrond labor-management crisis: "I deeply wish 
"·e could get !'orne permanent legislation that would achie¥e a finality in dis­
putes . . .  " (CR, bound ed., 12/9/70, 40690). and also importuned the Chairman 
of the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce for a commitml'nt 
to hold hearings in the next session on the Pr!'sident's proposals: "Would the 
chairman of that committee ... assure . .. the l\Iembers of the House that there 
will be hem1ngs held on this permanent legislation in t.he next Congress?" (CR, 
bound ed., 12/9/70, 40697.) On the same day Rep. Ford voted for a bill, signed 
the following day as P.L. 91-541, to end a one-day nationwide rail strike. 

Early in the 92nd Congress, Mr. For<! repeatl'd his urging that the Col!-gress 
take up the Presidential proposals for permanent legislation to strengthen pro­
cedures for ending national emergency disputes (CR, bound ed., 2/3/71, 1518.) In 
February 1972, he took an active role in supporting an administrntlon bill tu 
end a 134-day West Coast longshore strike, the longest port strike in the Na­
tion's history ( CR, daily ed., 2/2/72, H5GO-J ; 2/8/72, H887-9; and 2,19/72, 
H969-70, H992, 994, 1009, and 1010.) Rep. Ford, since 1967 at least; is clearly 
on the side of government intervention In ce1iain instances of strike or lockout 
action. 

THE FEDEIIA.L HIGHWAY PBOOBAM, AI\"D THE HIGHWAY TBUBT FUND 

Minority leader Gerald R. Ford has consistently and enthm!lastlcally sup­
ported the Federal highway program, and the Highway Trust Fund through 
which the program Is funded. The Federal highway program, in being for more 
than 50 years received a major boost in 1956 upon enactment of the Federal-Aid 
Highway Act of 1956 (Public Law 84-627) which provided for the National 
System of Interstate and Defl'nse Highways (Interstate Systl'm) and Title II, 
the Highway Revenue Act of 1956, which created the Highway Trust Fund. 
Congressman Ford voted for the measure, as he has for most subsequent highway 
authorizations. 

One exception was the Federal-Aid Highway Act of i966. Congressman Ford 
stated his opposition to the measure on grounds that it contained $493 million 
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expenditure beyond what the Administration has asked. He voted present when 
the bill came to vote. 

THE URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM AND THE HIGHWAY TRUST FUND 

On the question of urban transit, Congressman Ford has been somewhat un­
predictable in his voting pattern. On the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 
1964, which established a capital grant/loan program of assistance to transit sys­
tems, he >oted no. However, he spoke out on the House floor, in support of the 
Urban Mass Transportation Assistance Act of 1970, which greatly strengthened 
that program (September 29, 1970). At that time he said 

"I
. 

endors� the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1970 as recommended by 
President NIXon. The need for this legislation is bevond question." 

Continuing transit problems led to proposals to tap the Highway Trust Fund 
f�r m�ney to fund greater transit efforts. This was a major issue in the Federal­
Aid Highway Act of 1972 (which was never passed) and the 1973 Highwny Act. 
Congressm�n Gerald Ford firmly opposed opening the Highway Trust Fund for 
mass transit, even though the Administration strongly supported it. Concrres­
sion.al Quarterly (Political Report for October I7, 1973) found this signiflca�t in 
statmg, 

. "Ford's most significant break with the Nixon administration in 1973-a deci­
SIOn apparently related to Ford's residence in the auto-producing state of Michi­
gan--came on mass transit legislation. Ford voted against an administration­
supported proposal to permit use of $700 million a year in highway trust fund 
money for mass transit projects in urban areas." 

When HR. 6452, the proposal for transit operating subsidy, came up for vote 
o� October 3, 1973, �ongressman Ford opposed it. This position was in accord 
with that of the Admmistration on operating subsidies for mass transit. 

WAGE AND PRICE CONTROLS 

Representative Ford 's position on wage and price controls has been consistent 
with the various positions taken hy the Nixon Administration since the enactment 
of the Economic Stabilization Act of 1970. 

When the Congress granted broad powers to the President to control price�. 
wages, salaries and rents in August 1970--which the President strongly opposed 
and sal� he would not use-----1\lr. l<'ord expressed firm opposition. During the floor 
debate m the House, he said-

" ... after listening to the remarks of my good friend, the Majority !cadet·, 
I cannot help but feel that in effect he is advocating the need and necessitv fot· 
mandatory price and wage controls right now. Such an amendment will be offered 
so that those who want to cripple the American economy by bureaucracy can vote 
for it." (Congressional Record, July 31, 1970, p. 26801) 

·In response to growing concern about inflation and other problems confronting 
the economy, the Nixon Administration in August 1971 dropped its opposition to 
controls and announced a 90-day freeze on wages and prices. This was followed 
by. n Phase II program of flexible and selective mandatory controls on wages, 
prices and rents. When Phase II was announced hy the President on October 7 
1971, the New York Times reported on October 8 (p. 27) : "Mr. Ford declarPd 
that he �as confident that the plan would receive public support and would be 
'an effective method of stimulating the economy,'" which was experiencing high 
unemployment and the continuing threat of inflation. 

An August 2, 1972, Mr. Ford praised the performance of the Phase II program, 
saying-

" ... of late there has been speculation as to when price and wage controls 
would end. I submit that such speculation is premature. It will take some time 
before our control objectives are fully realized. 

However, let me emphasize that our price and wage controls are working de­
spite the fact they are limited in nature and that enforcement does not require 
a huge burl'llucracy.'' (Congressional Record, August 2, 1972, p. H7130) 

When the President, announced on January 11, 1973 the dismantling of the 
Phase II program and the adoption of a le><s restrictive Pl1ase III proooram of 
"voluntary or self-administering controls," Mr. Ford expressed strong ;upport, 
saying--

· 

"I am pleased that the President acted to move the country beyond Phase II 
of the pnce and wage control program to a new type of program which is self-
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administering and based on voluntary compliance. His timing is excellent, gi>en 
the progress we h:n·e made thus far in achieving economic stability and proper 
economic growth." (Congressional Record, January 11, 1973. p. H210). 

Following the failure of Phase III to prevent record price increases, the 
President ou June 18, 1973 announced a 60 day freeze on prices to be followed by 
selective mandatory controls on prices and wages put into effect under Phase IV 
during August and September of this year. Our search of available sources did 
not produce any comments by Mr. Ford on the.se actions. 

EDUCATION AND PUBLIC WELFARE 

C!UME AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 

1\lr. Ford has consistently taken a tough stand against crime, as opposed to a 

more civil libertarian approach. ("Idle talk about repression contributes nothing 

to the sober resolution of serious problems." C.R., .July 15, 1970, p. 24475). For 

example, he has .strongly supported wiretapping, preventive detention, and no­

knock legislation. He was critical of the Johnson Administration's alleged fail­

ure to formulate a coherent and effective anticrime program. In contrast, he 

ha� supported the Nixon Administration's anticrime statement and legislation 

virtually without qualification (e.g., "I commend the President for exerting pre­

cisely the right kind of leadership in the law enforcement field", C.R., March 14, 

1973, p. H1735). 
· The following comment is indicative of 1\lr. Ford',s general position on crime: 

"the Congress should launch the Nation into a new get-tough era in dealing 

with crime" ( C.R., 1\Iarch 14, 1973. p. H1735). Key votes and/or statements 

ilustrative of positions he has taken on some major crime-related issues follow: 

A. Federal financial assistance 
1\Ir. Ford has voted for all legislation providing Federal financial assistance 

for State and local crime control. In 1967, he voted in favor of State block grant 

funding for LEAA, a vote against the Johnson Administration's position ( C.R., 

Aug. 8,1967, p. 21860). 

B. Wiretapping. 

1\Ir. Ford spoke in favor of wiretapping in 1968. in connection with the Omnibus 

Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 ("The other body added some sub­

stance in the area of wiretapping legislation. . . . Tbis may be our last chance," 

C.R., June 5. 1968. p. 16074) ; and in 1!)70, with reference to the D.C. Court 

Heform and Criminal Procedure Act of 1970, a Nixon Administration bill which 

he strongly supported. 
· 

C. Preventive detention. 

Mr. Ford voiced sUPllOrt for the preventive detention provision of the 1970 D.C. 

crime legislation (C.Il., ,July 15, 1970, p. 24475). and on :.\lay 17, 1971 introduced 

H.R 8418, "to amend the Bail Reform Act of 1966 to provide for pretrial deten­

tion of dangerous persons charged with dangerous or organized crime acts." 

JJ. No-l,·nock entry. 

"Exaggerated concern about police barging into private hr,mes is completely 

unfounded in the accumulated experience of 29 States. Authority to enter a 

premises in exigent circumstances without first kn()Cking is often essential to 

the life and safety of an officer ·or the preservation of critical e\;dence" ( C.R., 

July l5,1n70, p. 24475). 

n. Capital punishment. 

Mr. Ford introduced the Nixon Administration's death penalty hill, H.R. 6028. 

on l\larch 22, 1973 ( C.R., p. H2094). He stated on another OL'Casion that. "I was 

disma�·ed when the Supreme Court ruled out capital punishment" ( C.R., l\Iarch 

14, 1973. p. H1735). 

J'. F.B.I. 

1\lr. Ford "categorically" denied that the F.B.I. carried on "Ge�tapo-type activi­

ties." as charged by the late Majority Leader, Hale Boggs ( C.R., April 5, 1971, 

p. 9470). 

G. Gun contml. 
:.\Ir. Ford voted for the bill which was enacted as the Gun Control Act of 1968, 

stating during debate that he believed the bill as reported by the House Judiciary 
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The Elementary and Secondary Education Act was first amended in 1� (H.R. , 
13161). The Congressional Record contains no explanation of Ford's decision 
to vote against these amendments. In 1967, Congressman Ford again voted 
against amendments to the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (H.R. 
iS19), but voted in favor of the Conference Report. Representative Ford's major 
concern appears to :tiave been with the degree of Federal control. During the 
House debate, he noted: "\Ve have to give more than lipservice to the issue of 
State and local control, if we really believe in it." (Congressional Record/Bound 
edition, !\fay 24. 1967: p. 13830). In this instance, Congressman Ford was speak­
ing in �upport of Congressman Quie's amendment which would have consolidated 
four categorical aid programs for elementary and secondary schools into one 
grant. 

When arguing in support of this amendment, Ford asserted that it was the 
purpose of this amendment to "cut Federal tape in the channeling of Federal 
aid to elementary and secondary schools and to let State and local educators set 
priorities." (Congressional Record. Bound edition, May 2, 1967. p. 11392.) In 
1009, Representative Ford >oted in fa>or of the ESEA amendments (H.R. 514). 
The Congressional Record shows no explanation of this support. 

Congressman Ford has expressed his concern with high Federal expenditures 
during House debate on Labor/HEW appropriations bills. The Congressional 
Recoril shows that during- the 1007, 196!1. 1971 and 1972 House debate on these 
apprnpriiltions. Foro emphasized the neerl to keep down the expenditures. In 1969, 
he arguf'd against Congressmen who "'ere willing to increase Federal education 
expenclitures but unwilling to supJJort. any efforts at tax reform. (Congressional 

Record. Bound edition. August 13. Hl6!l. P. 2380!1.) 
·It appears that Ford has hpen in complete support of President Nixon's educa­

tion policies. When the President vetoed the Labor/HEW appropriations in 1970, 
Ford asserted, "If .von vote to sn�t!lin the President's veto you are contributing 
the mnximnm in an effort to SUYe $1 hill ion." (Congressional Record, Bound edi· 
tion. August 13. 1!!70. p. 287111.) Ford spol>e in support of Nixon's Special Educa­
tion Re,·enne Sharing prog-ram on at least two occasionR. His explanation of his 
support. is consistent with his <lesire to return responsibility for education related 
progrnms to the local le,·el. '·'!'here would be no fragmentation of Federal grunts, 
no ri�?:id nf<.�ignment of funds. Instead there would be an assured Federal con­
trilmtion tmnlr<l the O\'erall quality of local education, with flexibility for local 
phmners." (Cong-ressional Record. Bound ec!ition. April 6, 1971. p. 97534.) 

SCHOOL PESF.GREGATION 

On the issue of school desegregation Representative Gerald Ford bas been 
cnntions in recent years. adhe ring to the position of the Administration and 
�f'nPrnlly within the voting pattern of the other Michigan delegates. The State 
of :'llichigan is often nsed a;; an f'Xample of the increasing :1\orthern opposition 
toward bm;ing. In the pnst few years Rep. Ford has supported antibusing amend­
ments and has fn'l'orerl the Admini�trntion's Emergency School Aid plan for 
!d\'ing mone�· to school district� undergoing desegr!'gation to be used for purposes 
nther than pn)lil transportation. 
A. R11fling Amenclmcnt.� 

Rep. Forrl sf'ems to fa ,·or thP p1in1·iplf' of school desegregation, but ts opposed 
t<' hn;;ing as thf' means to carry it out. He has �aid : "I happen to think it is far 
wisPr timewise for kids to he in their neighhorbood schools rather than to spend 
a lot of time tr:n·eling from their home to a school which may be 3, 4, 5 or 10 
miles away." (Congrc8-�ional Record., November 4, 1971, p. 39304.) 

As far hack ns l9!i6 he voted in favor of an amendment to H.R. 7535, a school 
constrnction airl hill, which prohibited the allotment of funds to States that did 
not compl�· with the 1954 Supreme Court decision. Brown v. Board of Educa.tion. 
The amendment was adopted 225-192 (Congre.�.�ional Quarterly, Oct. 17, 1973, 
p. 7). Then in 1964 Rep. Ford supported the pnssage of the Civil Rights Act 
which. nmong othf'r things contalnerl provisions intended to expedite the process 
of school desegregation. (CQ . Oct. 17, 1973. p. 7). 

In l!liO his position on school desegregation, especially with regard to busing, 
"'ns more cautious. He voted for the Whitten amendment to the second fiscal year 
1970 Labor-HEW appropriations blll. This amendment prohibited the use o:l' 
Rppropriated funds to force a school district to bus students. abolish schools or 
make pupil assignments against the choice of students' parents, or to require 
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\hese actions as a prerequisite for receiving Federal funds. The amendment wa!! 
agreed upon 191-157. (CQ, Oct.17, 1973, p. 7.) 

The major busing legislation considered in 1971 and 1972 was added on to the 
higher education bill. On November 4, 1971 the House passed three amendments 
concerning busing. Rep. F'ord voted in favor of all three amendments. The first 

,was the Broomfield Amendment which post·poned the effectiveness of any Fed­
eral court order requiring busing for racial, sexual, religious, or socio-economic 
balance until all appeal8-:()r time for all appeals-had been exhausted. The 
second am£>ndment by Rep. John Ashbrook prohibited the use of appropriated 
funds for busing, and the third amendment by Rep. Edith Green forbade Federal 
departments to promise to ,reimburse school districts for busing expenses. (1971 
CQ Almanac, 80-H, 81-B.) When the bill went to confereuce Rep. Ford voted 
in favor of a motion instructing the House conferees to insist upon the retention 
of the three amendments. (CQ, Oct. 21, 1972, p. 2738). When the bill came out of 
conference, Re,p. Ford £>xpress£>d dissatisfaction with the busing provisions. Be 
said : "The antibusing provisions are inadequate. The orily meaningful part of 
the conference report in the busing field is in the Broomfield amendment. But 
even there we are getting a part of a loaf, not all of the original amendment 
passed by the Bouse" (CongreJJBionaZ Record, daily ed., June 8, 1972, p. 5405-6). 

The other major busing legislation in the 92d Congress was the Equal Educa­
tional Opportunities Act, H.R. 13915, which authorized the concentration of $500 

, million of Emergency School Aid funds on educationally deprived students and 
also specified remedies for the removal of v£>stiges of the dual school system and 
at the same time severely restlicted the use of busing. Rep. F'ord introduced the 

, bill, which was first proposed by President Nixon, in the House and supported 
its passage on August 17, 1972. He voted ng-ainst an amendment, which was ulti-
mately rejected which provided that not!Jing in the net was intended to be in­
Consistent with or violate the U.S. Constitution (CQ, Oct. 21, 1972, p. 2738). 

B. Emergenoy aoAQoZ assistance 

This program has been favored by the Administration as a remedy for unequal 
educational opportunities arising out of rnciall�· S£>gr<>g:�ted schools and �s a 
m£>ans of easing' the burden� of court-ord£>n?d desegregation. In 1970 Rep. Ford 
voted for H.R: 19446 to establish Emergenc.'l" School Aid (1970 CQ Almanac-87-
H). The bill passed the House, but was filibustered in the Senate at the end of 
the session. In 1971 a modified version of Emergency School Aid was added, with 
Ford's support, to the Higher Education Act of that year (1971 CQ Almanac-81-
H). With regard to Emergency School Aid, Rep. Ford has declared: "It is equity 
and justice on the part of the F'ederal government to provide that financial assist­
ance. I am interested in the best educ11tiou that we can get at the elementary 
and secondary level. The beRt. \Vay in this emergency to obtain that best educa­
tion is to provide Federal financial assistance rather than to force busing. Foreed 
busing 'to attain racial balance is not the ])est way to get good education." (Con-
gressional Record, Nov. 4, 1971, p. 39304.) 

, 

HIGHER EDUC.�TION 

With regard to RepresPntntiYe Gerald Ford's philosophy on aid to Higb£>r 
Education, his recorded votes through the years 1949 to 1973 reveal a consistent 
pattern ot support for various aspects of higher education, with especially strong 
support for student aid proposals and reiterating the current administration·� 
views on allowing college access for more students. Representative Ford offered 
relatively few remarks on his philosophy of higher education until 1009, so his 
recorded votes have to speak for hi� views. 

As early·as 1950, Congressman Ford showed a commitment to higher £>dnr<'­
tlon by voting in favor of the College Housing hill S: 2246 ( Congression.al Remrri 
(bound) August 23, 1950, p. 3R82). In 1958. Ford voted to acCPpt th� conference 

·report on (NDEA) the National Defense Education Act (Congl·essiona7 Ref'orri 
(bound) August 23, 1958. p. 10018), the purpose of this act being to aR�ist in thP 
!'xpansion and improvement of £>rlncational programs to meet critiral n<>tionol 

, needs., Title II of this act provid�d loans to students in institutions of hi""her 
educntiori. In 1961. Ford voted for the NDEA extension ( H.R: 9000\ ( Con!Jrc.�­
Bional R.enord (bound) September 6. 1961. p.18256). 

In 1962, Ford voted to recommit the eonferenCP report of the C.fln�trnf'Pon 
of' Higher Education Facilities (H.R. 8900) with in�tn1ction to insist upon th<> 
House position on Title II, deleting the portion of the t.ill eoncemed with stm!ent 
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nit!. iS';lt'e l;p rna(l<· no rem,;rk><. it b !lifticult to interpret whether or not this is a 
u .. p:ui nre from his p!·eyions �upport of higher education (Congressional Record. 
( lw;Jnd) September :!0. 19()2, p. :.!0152). However, he-returned to support higher 

eduu•tion in 1!)61: as he voted for the Higher Education Facilities Act (H.R. 
GH3) (Congressional Record, (bound), August 14, H)63. p. 21135) a t.i]] pro­
,·i!liu;;- u fi,·e-year program of fPcleral grants orid loans for construction or im­
pron·ment of higher education acadeaiic facilities and authorizing _$1.195 billion 
for the program for three years. 

After assuming the role of minority leader, Congressman Ford' wos no more 
out�poken in debates on higher education than in previous years. Although Ford 
made no remarks coneerniug the Higher Education Act of 1965 ( P.L. 89-329) 
he yfltpd in favor of the confel"<'llce report on H.R. !liifi7 !Uongre.,.,ional Recnrd. 
lhonnrl) October 20.' 196!\, p. 2i6!'l7\. Again. in 1968. Ford voted in fa'l"or of the 
Hil!her Education Amendments of 1968 (H.R. 15067) P.L. 90-575) (CongressionaZ 
Recrn·d, (bound) July 25. 1968, p. 7528). This act did include an amendment 
requiring colleges to deny federal funds to students who participated in serious 
campus disorders. 

In tonnection with hi� �tnnee on student unrest and in roml•ina tion with his 
prl'l"iou!' support of student aid. Ford mRde the following remarks prior to his 
,·ote for the Emergency Insured Student Loan Act (H.R. 13194) ( 00fl.flre88lonal 
Nrrrmt. ( dnil)· edition) Octol<£>r 16, 1969, H 9653) : 

"I hope this bill pas�£>8 and ,,.£> do not go to conference with the Senate on It 
he<"fl n�e this hill is urgently rie£>df'd in this form . . . .  I want the people who are 
interested in strong 8tudent unrest legislation to IHiow that I am with th<>m 
nnd when a bill rom es up, thnt is. wher£> we cnn net affirmatively, I am going to 
help, Rut I do not think we should let the prohlf'ms nf the Committee Interfere 
with affirmatiYe action toda:-c h£>�rt n�e there arf' !'orne 200.000 students who want 
to g-o to collpge nnd who nee<l our help now. Wf' can handle the student unr£>�t 
proposal� in the nPnr futnrP nnd """will with J<tronger provisions." (Congressional 
Recrml, (bound) S£>ptemh£>r1!\,1!l6!l. p. 2.'i3!'i8-!l). 

Prior to pas�age of the F::ducdlon Amendments of 1972 and immediately after 
Pre�ident Nixon's sp£>ech to propose the Higher FAincntion Opportunity Act of 
1fli1 (H. DO<'. No. fl2-50\. Ford ln�erted in the Record the remarks that "we 
must open higher educntion to nil of our qualified young Jlf'OPIP . . . . America 
mnl't truly be the land of opportunity.� He reinforeed what President Nixon had 
�ni1 hy reiterating- that "no stndeP.t should fail to go to collegf' for lack of 
fnn<'ls." (Congres.�onar. Record , (daily Prlition) Fehrnflr:v �� Jfi7L H33i:'\. 

rpon adoption of the conf£>rem•p r£>110rt for · the Erluf'fltion AmPndmPnts of 
Hli2 Ford indirat!'d that although he had !'lome reservations about the higher 
education portion of the conferenrp renort. if it were stnn<ling nlor>£> hn """'llrl 

\'"OtP for it; Be did not ennmerRte whnt, those "r£>servations" w!'re ,about higher 
edn<:'ation but he w<>nt on to sny thnt he hRd mnjor ohjertlon to the tntnl ron­
f"rl'nC'f' report :md for thnt ren<::on intPnd!'d to votP R!!llinst it. ((Jon,f]resslnnal 
RrNI/"!1 (dni.ly edition) .Tnn£> 8. 1!l72 H!\404). After nns�n!!:( of thp Ednl'ntion 
Al>l!'nilments in hil' r£>marks concerning "RalntP to F::ilul'ntlo'n" F or d rnlled the 
RC't n "lnndmark higher education bill" (Con.gressionaZ Record, (dally edition) 
lnn£>20.1972, H 5856). 

MANPOWER 

)Jr. Ford voted for the )fanpower DevelonmPnt nnil Trninlng Aet of HlR2. In 
thP m!<ldle �ixt.i£>s he snpnort!'d, hills providin�r tnx rr£>dits for £>mnlo:vers pro,, 
,.iding- employmPnt nnd training opportunities for thP nnPmloyed and during the 
l n�t thrP<> Cnn!!re��e� hP lw� Rnpoort£>d the Ailministratlon'R manpowPr nronosnls. 
H£> hRs not participated in the Congr£>S!donal dPhates on manpower legislation. 

FOOD PROGRAMS 

�!r. Pord rippMed the £>StRhl ishment of the Foo<l f';tnm n P�o!!l"nm in J!Wl4, 
f';i11<'f' th£>n. he hn� h'ld vnrions responRes to mensnrp� nffl'f'tin!! thP pro!!rm'n. 
With rPsppct to the F!>'lernl ehlld f£>eding progrnm• (�phool T,nnrh. �l'hool milk. 
etc.). )Jr. Ford has con�i<::tently Sl,mporterl meaF:nres to !'r£>nte a nil Pxpanrl thP�P 
ppo!!:·n m• nntil thP most reP£>nt vot£> on fnprPRR<>d F�dernl �nh�itlie!'l. In non£> 
nE till' Conl!ressional eon�lderlltlon of food, progmms h�� Mr. Ford tRken an 
:lPtive part in debate. 
rnnt1 ,olrrmp., 

:1£1·. �·,,rd"s fir�t r<'Porilr•l Y<•te <•1! n fo,,l �'"mn nl:>n wa� in fal'"or of :111 enrlv 
( 1!1;;"' .ltte!npt to �et U!' :J �l hiJiioil prn:!rnm for fflod stamps to buy !HH:phls 
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foo�ls ... Thf' monsure (proposed by Mrs. Sullivan) fnilpd to rPcei\·e the ::!/3 
lllaJonty. I�et;dPd, !or HotL�P pn ssa�e tmtler suspension of the rules. 

. ��\\e\ei. I��-l.la�. he vore
_
d alfllinst au amendment to H.R. 860!) (P.L. 86-:l41l 

\\.'Uch. allllJorized (though It �ul .not require) llJe Secretary of Agriculrure to 
�taLlish a

. 
food �;tamp plu�I 

_
sJmil :

_
tr to r�at proposed in 1958. This authority 

as not used by the Admmtstratlun, whiCh had expressed opposilion to the 
propo�erl food stamv plan. 

�n �lll.>l. Mr. l<:ord "?ted against the passage of the }'ood Stamp Act. \Yhich 
e�talllished the 1< ood Stump Pro;;Tam as it now exists. In ltiH vote iu sur. port 
"· . 011•' of the tlo_or nme!I�lments to the 1D64 bill, Itt• rt>tlected intere:3t (to IJe 
r61tera�ed lat�r )  m _re.Im nng States to share in the cost of the program. 

In tLe consideration of Food Stamp Program legislation prior to the m:tjor 
��

.
�dmen�� of _1�70 an� �973: lllr. Ford generally supported extension of. the 

P10�Ia�t
. 

"�th se\eral lumtutwn�. The limi�ing nmendnu:ont.s to Food Stamp 
�ct le�slatwn t�at be supported mclmled a lnnired authorization of appropria­
l!ons .

. 
�tate sl!armg of the costs of the program and prohibitions on food �t ·Imps 

to strikers and students. 
' ·· ' 

�n the consill:r:Hion of
,
the first sf't of major Food Stamp Act revisions (1969-

19•�P.L. 91-671), �Ir. } ord was the co-�ponsor of an Administration proposal 
which wo!tld lu�ve liueralized several ns1;ects of the program. However. in the 
�nal constdcratwn of th� c:ommitlee-r!'purted hill on the House floor, Mr .. Ford 
.npported the more res�ri<:tJve committee hill and voted in favor of a prohibition 
�n food stamps to stnkers. In contrast. during- the House consideration of a 

an .o�. food stamps to strikers in 1!171 anrl 1972. l\lr. Ford O"'lOSI'd the 
prulnlJitiOn. 

,., 

Duri
_
ng- the eonsirleration of the l!l73 amendments to thp Food !';tllmp 4,pt 

(co�_ta.med in the_ 1973 farm hill-H.R. 8R60--P.L. 93-86), Mr. Ford .. suppoi:ferl 
�rO\JSJOns (substituted f?r the more restrif'tive connnitt!'e language) proposed 

Y Mr. Foley and voted In favor of two amell(Jments which added re:stri<;tinns 
t� t�tP progrn�-i.e_. prohibitions 

_
on food stamps to strikers and recipients. of 

:Sup,llt'm!'ntal Seenr11�·· Inemur� llRSisi:mc•· IHou.«e hill). 

Child fccd·ing 

.
�n ·tl�e l,HG?'s, ��!· Fm·�l was nn earl .v SI!Jlporter of the s(·lwol milk program 

((slnhltsh�d 111 I»M). H1s support melutlt•d two hills introduced (in ll\5'i and 
11lf>tl) to <>xtend nnd reform tl!e program. 

' ' 

> In �116:.!, �I
.
r. Ford . voted in favor. �f th": fir�>t major piece of School Lunch 

I ro7ram legi�Iatwn Rmce 194C.--provi�>JOn of special �ssistant·e to neetlv children 
in �dwol LunciJ Program sc:hools ( II.H. 1166i>-P.L. 87 -8:!3). 

· 

��ore recently, Mr. }'ord has consixtently supported legislation expanding and 
r�\ �sh:g the Federall;v-�:�upported child feeding program:,;. The only time that he 
\\lis rc <·ordc•d n� havmg opposed any of the numerous expansions of these PI'O­
gr�ms �a.'! durwg the consideration of the most recent child feeding program 
leguilatt?!I ( II.R. 90H9-!rdrd_ Congress). During tl!e House consideration of 
l�.R. I�U, Mr. Ford vot� m fa':or of an Administration-supported attempt 

I
t e

h
lunmate a proposed mcrease m Federal subsidy pavments for ·all "'··hool 

unc es served. 
· · 

BF..ALTH CABE FINANCING 

In 1 !llll, Con;�rr>ss hl'came concerned with major efforts to 11111h•rwrite 1 II•• f·r.�ts 
of h.•·alth �er�I<·es for ce�tain limit�d S<'J;IliPnts of sodPty-thc aged. Jl(H;, .. anrl 
WOOically uuhgent. A review of testimony duriug this period, as presented IJefore 
the Honse Wa�·� and Means Committee and as exprPSSPd in debates appe:uin� 
In the Congrc.�Rwnal Recortl, indicates no signlfi('ant stau('e taken IJv co·1g-r<>s"� 
man Ford regarding h!'alth care financing until Medicare l�gi�lation, ,;,. Jl��­
poRed b

_
y the 

,.,
House 'Va�s and :\leans Committee, reached the House floor for 

dellate In 196->. At th�t hme, Congressman For<l (alrel!dy the minority leadE'ri 
took to the floor urgmg that the Committee bill lie rer·ommitted to "'avs ·ud 
Means and that the Republican proposal for health care for the aged (H Ji · -(y.! 
lntrod:uced by Congressman John Byrnes) be adopted in its place. 

· · 4 " " • 
In Ins remarks, Congressman Ford said: 
"To me, �he legislation before u�:� is not a political issue; it presents the 

honest questiOn of how best to deal with a recognized prolllem in a manner that 
meets tl!e tests of adequacy, fairness, and effectiveness .... I would like to 
su�g<>st tha� we

_ 
recognize !hat our . votP" are not for or against 11n ud<>qunte 

soci�I security system nor IS there mvolved the question of: Should our ae:ed 
receive adequate health care? Rather, tl1e vote is on which alternative do you 
prefer .... Mr. Chairman, it will IJe my purpose to support the Republican 
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·'alternative embodied in the motion to recommit. It is to be recognized that on 
·this particular issue under the existing parliamentary situation, such a vote 
·in my judgment is not a negative vote !Jut is, indeed, a positive vote for an 
>improved bill that treats our retired people more adequately and our working 
-citizens more equitably." (Congressional Record, April 8, 1965; '7174-75.) 

Congressman Ford's principal objections to the Medicare legislation, as pro­
lJOsed by the Ways and Means Committee, appear to have dealt with the compul­
sory nature of the health program and financing by means of the social security 
tax: 

"What then are the medicare proponents really advocating? They are propos­
Ing compulsion and higher payroll taxes and that alone. Compulsion and regres­
sive payroll taxation are the essence of their approach to this matter. If com­
pulsion is necessary, why do not the medicare proponents have the courage of 
their convictions and go all the way with it? Why should they tolerate any 
voluntary aspect in tlw program? If payroll taxation is so sound, why do not 
the medicare proponents go all the way with payroll taxation to finance the en­
tire program?" (Congressional Record, April 8, 1965 : 7175). 

Congressman Ford was recorded as voting in favor of recommittal of the leg­
islation to the House Ways and �leans Committee and as voting against final 
passage. In his remarks, he stated: 

"As far as final passage is concerned, if the motion to recommit fails, neither 
the House Republican Policy Committee nor the House Republican Conference 
have recommended any guidelines . ... Many of my Republican colleagues, in 
weighing the Republican portions of H.R. 6675 against the administration's part 
of the same bill, with understandable logic will vote for the bill on final passage. 
On the other hand some of us, including myself, have strongly and consistently 
opposed the regressive payroll tax methods of financing hospital care for the 
aged. In my judgment, that portion of H.R. 6675 which is unsound, outweighs 
the good. In the final analysi;; it is one's own conscience not 11 Republican policy 
position, that will determine bow Republicans will vote on final passage." (Con-

. grPssional Record, April 8, 1965 : 7175). 
More recently, Congres;;ionnl attention ha;; heen fo.cused on national h�>alt.h 

Insurance proposals. In this area, Congressman Ford bas co-sponsored the House 
version of the Nixon Administration's National Health Insurance Pnrtnership 
Act of 1971 (H.R. 7741, introduced into the 92nd Congresi" by Congressman John 
Byrnes). A review of hearings on national health insurance propoRals held in 
1971 by the House Ways and Means Committee and the Senate Finance Com. 
mittee indicates that Congressman Ford presented no testimony at that time. 
His remarks in the Congressional Record commending President Nixon's mes­
sage on health care in 1972 appear to give some indication of Congressman 
Ford's position with regard to health care needs: 

"I further agree with the President that we should build on our present health 
care delivery system, not tear down what we have and start from scratch simply 
because we are plagued by some detlciencie�. My party'l'l position Is sound. We 
should meet our health care problems hy improving the present system. not by 
scrapping it and erecting a horrendously costly Federal bureaucratic structure in 

its place." (Congressional Record, �larch 2, 1972: H-1c.&l). 

HEALTH RESOURCES LEGISLATION 

In addition to programs which help to finance the health services of certain 

population groups (e.g .. the aged. the poor. etc.). Congres� has. over the yE>ars, 

enacted a varletv of legislation that is intended to promote the development of 

health resources in the United States-manpower, facilities, special �ervices, and 

�;o forth. A review of the Ccmgressional Remrd, however. shows that. unt.ll Con­
gresRman Ford hecnme the minority l<>ader in 100!'i, he made no major pronounce­

ments regarding health resource!'! de>elopment legi�lation. Since 196.'5, l\lr. Ford 

bas consistently support!'d his party's and administration's position regarding 
specific health resource measures. For example, he has repeatedly urged the House 
to sustain Presidential vetoes of a nnmher of health bills returned to the Con­
gress. Generally speaking, Congressman Ford. in his remarks on such legisll!tion 
has not dealt with the content of specific measures, but rather with such matter!< 
as budgetary or fiscal considerations or other policy positions pre�crihed by the 
administration. 

In 1970, for example. on the House floor, regarding the >etoed Hill-Burton 
legislation (Medical Facilities Construction and Modernization Amendments), 

Congressman Ford said: 
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"The vote to be taken very shortly is not a question of support for or opposition to the Hill-Burton prograi;D. Members on both sides of the aisle over a long, long 
period of· time have voted for the authorizations and voted for the appropriations. A vote to sustain the veto today is really a reaffirmation of the bill' that was passed by the House, and it is a denial of the bill passed by the other body. The Issue is really only section 601. As a matter of fact, the issue here today is not the Congress vis-a-vis the President; it is the House and the President against the othe� body ; if we are to uphold our House position, we should vote to sustain the PresJdent.here today." (Congressional Record, June 25, 1970: H-6025-26). Congressman Ford's support of Presidential actions apparently arose over the question of potential inflation in the mandatory spending provision and alleged incursion into Executive prerogatives embodied in section 601 of the legislation a provision which would have required all money appropriated for health progra.:Os to be spent within the year. Congressman Ford said "those who vote to sustain the President can claim credit in trying to do something affirmative about inflation." Ford voted to sustain the Presidential veto. 

In 1970; speaking on the vetoed HEW appropriations blll, Congressman Ford summarized his feelings as follows : 
"In my judgment, if this appropriations blll is approved in this form, we will seriously weaken our efforts to do something affirmatively about the problem of tnflatlon . . .. One <_�f the worst fe�tures of this legislation is the mandatory spending provtslons mcluded in the btU ... If you include this mandatory expendi­ture proVision forcing the President to spend the money in these limited areas, inevitably ... other highly desirable programs will have to suffer." (Congressional Record, January 28, 1970: 1551). 
With regard to the Emergency Medical Services Systems Act of 1973 Congress-man Ford voiced his opposition as follows: ' 
�·I do not think this issue of the Public Health Service hospitals is a red herring. I .believe that we should have emergency medical services legislation. I disapprove of the Public Health Service hospital provisions whicb, although nongermane to the EMS blll, were tacked on .... I assure the Members of this body who are here that I can be sufficiently persuasive to convince the President of the United States that he should sign an EMS bill minus the Public Health Service features. I am convinced that we can get it through the White House if t�e gentleman from West Virginia will report It out of committee." (Congres-8fonal Record, September 12, 1973: H-7768). 

Congressman Ford voted to sustain the President's veto of the legislation. 
MINE SAFETY AND BLACK LUNG 

Congressman Ford voted for final passage of the conference report on the Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969 (December 17, 1969; CR vol. 115, p�rt 29, p. 39721) but he did not participate in debate. In addition, he previously voted for a motion to recommit that conference report (December 17 1969; CR vol. 115, part 29, p. 39720) but given his lack of public comment o� the issue, the reasons for this latter vote are not clear. Ford voted against passage of the conference report on the Black rJung Benefits Act of 1972, but did not participate in debate. (May 10, 1972.; H341) 
OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 

Congressman F,ord indicated his support for some type of Federal legislation 
relating. to occupational safety and health with a statement of support for 
President Nixon's message calllng for �uch Congressional action. Ford noted 
that I� this -field "many of the State programs ... ha>e proven sadly Inade­
quate. Further. he applauded the Pre�idl'nt for "not preempt[ing) the role of 
the St�tes [but] lnst!'lld . . . develop[ing] a plan to help them play their role 
better. (August 6, 1969; CR vol. 115, part 17, p. 22548.) He voted for the con­
fer!'nce report on the Occupational Safety and He11lth Act of 1970 but did not 
participate in debate. (December 17, 1970; CR vol. 116, part 31, p. 42209.) 

POVERTY--QEO LEGISLATION 

Congressman Gerald Ford has generally voted against legislation to expand the anti-poverty .program, as reflected In Economic Opportunity legislat.lon. He voted against the establishment of the Office of Economic Opportunity, and subsequently voted against many of the early bills to appropriate additional 
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funds for the program. He has vo,ted in favor of some OEO legislation during 
the Nixon Administration, however. 

In 1967, during debate on an amendme
,
nt to channel Cot;nmu�t;v Acti?n Agency 

funding through local public officials, 1< ord expressed his positwn with regard 
to OEO when he stated, "I am not here to speak up for the_ Office of ��omic 
Opportunity. My record here.is clear in ,-oting for a substantial reductwn m the 
funds in the overall program." (Congressional Record, Nov. 14, 1967-p. 3Z365.) 

. Listed below are Congressman Ford's votes on major OEO legislation. 
1964-Ford voted against the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964, authorizing 

the establi�hment of the Office of Economic Opportunity. 
1965--Ford voted in favor of reducing the FY 1966 authorization of $1.9 billion 

to $9!7.5 million, and against authorizing $1.!) bil!ion for OEO in. FY 1966. . 196&-Ford voted in favor of a motion to klll the EconomiC Opportumty 
Amendments of 1966, and in fa¥or of substituting the Republican "Opportunity 
Crusade." which would parcel out various OEO programs to other Federal 
agencies� leaving OEO with the Community Action Prog�m and VISTA. Ford 
voted against a bill authorizing $1.75 tJ.?lion for OEO dnrUig F� 1�7. 

1967-Ford voted in favor of reducmg the FY 1968 authonzation for anti­
poverty programs by $460 million, from $2.1 billion t<_� $1.6 billion. Ford �ubse­
quently voted against authorizing $1.6 billion for anti-poverty programs m FY 
1968. 

196S--Ford voted against an amendment to cut appropriations for OEO by $100 
million. Ford voted in favor of a motion to authorize a $5 million supplemental 
appropriation for Headstart, instead of $25 million as proposed by the Senate. 

1969--Ford voted in favor of a motion to give control of OEO programs to state 
governments. Ford voted against the OEO authorization.bill. which would extend 
the program for an additional 2 years. 

1971-Ford voted against an amendme,nt to establish a comprehensive child 
development program to provide educational, nutritional, and health services free 
of charge for disadvantaged children. Ford also voted against the conference 
report on the 1971 Eoonomic Opportunity Amendments, which would extend OEO 
for 2 additional years, authorize $5 billion for programs administered by the 
agency, create a child development program, and establish a nation�l legal serv­
ice.<; corporation . . The House adopted the conference report, despite what the 
Conflress;{)nal Quarterly described as "an intensh·e effort by Minority .�ader 
Gerald R. Ford ... to defeat the conference agreement because of [Admllltstra­
tion] objections to the child care sections." In floor debate, Ford stated, "The 
White House l.s opposed to this legif'llation and is doing as any Administration 
has sought to do where it differs with a legislatlw conclusion." (Congressional 
Quarterly Almanac,1971, p,.518) 

1972-Ford voted for the adoption of the conft'rence report authorizing $4.7:i 
billion over 2 years for anti-poverty programs, extending OEO through FY 19i4, 
and continuing the legal services program within OEO. 

1973---:Ford voted in favor of an Administration bill to establish an independ­
ent legal services corporation to replace OEO's legal services program. Ford !oted 
in favor of an amendment to reduce appropriations for :OEO from $333.8 m1llion 
to $141.3 million for FY 1974. 

l'Jil'EBANB 

Congressman Gerald Ford introduced eight bills pertaining to veterans between 
1949-1954 (and none since that period). He testified four times before Congr!'s­
sional Co=itte!'� considering .veter11ns' b!'nefit�. mo!'<t rerently in 1005. He hAs 
consiRtently supported Committee recommendations a�d voted �ith the 

_
majority 

in all areas of veteranR benefits, including compensation, penswn, medical care, 
and education. He has not actively participated in ftoor debates on this issue. 

WELFARE AND SOCIAL SECURITY 

Congressman Gerald Ford has generally voted in fa>or of propos!'d amend­
ments to the Social Security Act which have contained IJrovisions pertaining t(l 
public assistan�e. with the exception of tl1e Amendments enacted in 1002 and 
1965 (of which. in the latter in�tance. the establishment of the Medicare program 
was actually the most significant issue). Since 1949 he bas introduced several 
bills seeking to enforce court-ordered child support obligations, primarily hy 
making support orders enforeeable in Federal courts and by making it a crime 
to travel in interstate and/or foreign commen:e to a\·oid compliance with such 
orders. 
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.A. Po.�ition on welfare reform 
In AU.I,'"l!st 1009, l\Ir. Ford addressed the House in strong support of the Presi­

dent 's n�wly issu� welfare reform J>lan ( the ·'Family Assistance Plan"), rec­
mnmelHIIng e�JJeculily tl!e mPasure,; included in the plan for cxvanded work 
OJIJH;rt:nnitics for welfare rPcipients. inceuti1·es for maintaining- the fmnilv unit ill!ad. and ensnrin;.: greater equity for !II� taXJ.l'l�·<·r ( Con{l,·csc·io;,;;! Ji.�c.:or1t. 
�/11/fl!l. H-Z3Hfl\. Jn 1!170 :.onrl 1!171, hP !lgain pnrtlcipatrd in tl:P IIot<sc debate 
h:r urging support for the proposed amemlments to tile i:;ocial Security Act 
whi<'h contained the Administratiou-€ndorsed Family Ass!�tance Plan. During 
thp Honse de!Jatc on H.R. 1 he lauded the !Jill as a "result of cnliul>orutive pffort 
(addres�ing) the esseutial issues re�ated to welfare", and inclulied amon;:; t!Jese wo�l;: requirl'ments and i1wentive:;, training, child cnre. pn;•lic servil·e employment , natwnal !'tandards. and program integ-rity (CR, 6/22/71. H-G603). His 1·ote was 

ca't. agaiu�t thP amendment prO[ln.'ed !Jy Rep. AI Vlllnan which would have 
eliminated the Famil,¥ Assistance Plan from the uill, ami. in favor of the !Jill as reportl'd out l>y the Commit tee on Ways and :\leans. Upon votinl-( to au opt ! he Conft•rPnee. agrePment on H.R. 1 (which did not contain provisions pertain­
mg to the fam1ly progl'am). Mr. :Word stated tha t he recognized the diffieulties that had been confronted by the Conference committee due to the nnm\>er of differences between. the Honse and Senat e versions of the hill, but cited that nonetheless,. the fmlnre to aet on reforming the family program represented a "CongressiOnal fai!nrc to the American people" (CR, 10/17/72, H-10213). 
B. ('hild Support 

Sinc·e Hl4!), l\Ir. Ford ha� f'everal times introduced legislation seekiui to provid� Fetll'l'al t•nfnrct•mpnt ol' child support obligations. In an appearance before the Hon�e Jndiciar.\' CommittPe in August 1949 (during henrings on this issue in 
Wili<:h two Of hi� IJill,_ wert' hpin;:: ('<'ll�i<IPred), he Cited the enforcement Of �Up­port. ordprs as a Federa l problem and stated that the threat of Federal enforce­ment "will have a salutary effpet and will assist materially in bringing about a 
l'hnngc in the nttitudt' of thP peopiP who will eros� State lines with the very 
<lt•tinit,, intPntion nf entding their family responsihility" (Hearings, p. 22). Mr. 
Ford int.rodncPd �imilar hills iu19i31. 1971. and 1973: upon introducing H.R. 2309 
nn .T:m. lR, 1 !173. he reitPratl'd his helit•f thnt. t.he Federal government s!Jould 
IH•<·oJIIe invol�ed iu lhl' Pnforet'lllent of suppo rts orders (Cll,-1/18/73, H-339). 
('. 0.-L'WT 

f.;iu<'f> 1\lr. Ford came to Cong-re�s there has been (starting in 1950) an almost 
total revh<iou of the �ocial �ecnrity program, including 10 general benefit in­
crt"a�P�-pr<�vldlng a cmnnlat.il·p 3fl2 pl'rcent increase in benefits. Although he 
lm� nnt. gpnerally "poken ont ln dPhate on these amendments, Mr. Ford has voted 
for thPm with nne notahll' exeeption. The exception came in connection with the 
.l!lt;:; amPJuhnent;; (l i. R. G!i70.) which in addition to chan�:es in the cash heneflts 
pro:,:r11 m ( includin�,: a 7 pereent !!:Pneral henetit increase) created the medicare 
nntl medimid program><. (Thi� is cli�cussed at length in the section on "Health 
Care Fimmclng.") 

ENVIRON!IIENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES 

NATIONAL ENVIBON:U:ENTAL POLICY Af:lr 

The National Environmental Policy Act at 1969 (P.L. 92-190) is umbrella 
legi1;!ation which n>quires the Federal a�encies to enumerate the environmental 
impact of their actions. Mr. Ford voted for the NEPA bill (H.R. 12549)7 but 
made no supporting statement of reeord. Lack of legi!!lative activity on NEPA 
makes it impossible to gauge his current attitude toward the Act, nor hail Ford 
made definitive pro-con statements coneerning his position. Judicial review 
of the NEPA environmental Impact statement Is limited by the Alaskan Pipeline 
Bill IH.R. !)}30) : 8 Forrl voted against the Dellenback amendment to eliminate 
the restri<'tions on the NEPA process,• and supported the bill entirely.· 

The pipeline Issue was a complex mixture of environmental and energy supply 
considerations, so Ford's action on the bill is difficult to evaluate on strictly 
environmental grounds. 

The only otber bill introduced to suspend the requirements of NEPA, the 
tPmpornry nuclear licensing provisions (H.R. 14655, P.L. �) was not 

• nnn.ar�osl01tal Record. Vol. 115: 26590. Sentemher 23, 1989. 
• rongresRional Record, Vol. 1111, Dafly Ellltlon, H7232, August 2. 1973. 
• Congreo3fonal Record, Vol. 119; Dally Edition, H7282, Angnst 2, 1973. 
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recorded by roll call vote.1° Ford did introduce a strong pro-€nvironm�nt bill, a 
citizen suit-class action proposal (H.R. 2288) in the 92d Congress •

. 
which wo�ld 

relax the jurisdictional pro!Jlems of bringing enviroumenta� la:wsmts. Of sigmfl­
mnce in interpreting this action, it should be noted that MIChigan was the first 
state to adopt such a measure at the state level. 

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL 

lllr. Ford has consistently supported clean air legislation since 1963 when 
the first Clean Air Act was passed. (P.L. 88-206, H.R. 6518). He has voted 
in favor of the 1967 Air Quality Act (S. 780, P.L. 90-148); 11 the 19G9 exte!l· 
sion of the law (H.R. 12085, P.L. 91-137)12 to permit addition!�! research m 

air pollution resulting from fuel combustion; the 1970 Clea��: Air Act . Amel!d­
ments (H.R. 7255. P.L. 91-604); 13 and the one-year extensiOn of this leg1s, 
lation in 1973 (H.R. 5445, P.L. 93-15)." 

He introduced two air pollution-related bills in 1971; H.R. 2288, providing 
a private right of action to protect the nation's air, water .a":d other natu.ral 
resources and the public trust therein ; and H.R. 9952 permittu�g coordinat•?n 
and cooperation In accelerated research and development of devices and equip· 
ment to ·meet Federal standards for motor vehicle exhaust emissions and air 
pollution abatement. His 1973 air pollution bill, H.R. 494� would exempt 
manufacturers from antitrust requirements to foster cooperative research and 
development in low emission iwto engines. 

Mr. Ford has not made any statements relative to his position on this issue 
at any time, as far as can be ascertained, nor did he participate in the debate . 
preceding the House roll calls in which he voted. · 

PESTICIDE REGULATION 

Mr. Ford made no �tatements on the floor about any of the two major or several 
minor pesticides bills that have passed Congress since 1949. On Federal Environ­
mental Pesticides Control Act of 1972, a major bllt''"" Mr. Ford opposed two 
amendments, thereby supporting the Agriculture Committee position; but he was 
absent for another amendment vote, the final vote, and the conference report 
vote. He w'IIB absent for a vote on a minor bill, H.R. 4487, In 1964." Other legis� 
lation passed by voice vote. 

TOXIC SUBSTANCES 

Mr. Ford has not engaged in floor discussions of toxic substances control leg­
islation, which was originally proposed by the Administration in 19'71. In 1972 
he voted for S. 1478, Toxic Substanc!!s Control Act of 197218 (which was not en· 
acted because of adjournment). Mr. Ford WIIB absent when similar legislation 
again passed the House, in 1973.'8 

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 

Congressman Gerald R. Ford has consistently supported water pollution con­
trol legislation. He voted for the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amend­
ments of 1972 (P.L. 92-500) and for the over-ride of the President's veto of this 
bill prior to this, he-. voted for every major water pollution control legislation 
from 1956 through 1970. 

The following activities are illustrative of Congressman Ford's interest in 
water pollution. In 1955, he sponsored H.R. 3550 to encourage the prevention of 
air ann water pollution,"' and H.R. 221m In 1971 to prohibit dumping o·f dredgings 
and other refuse In navigable waters."' In 1967, he was a co-sponsor of H.R. 14203 
to require water supply and waste disposal systems to comply with health and 

·saf<'tY stand;ards ... He co-sponsored H.R. 5966 In 1971, to amend the. Federal Wa� 

'"OonaresRfo..al RPcord. Vol. 118. Dall:v Edition. H4048, May 3, 11172. 
u CongreRsional Record, November 2. 11167. p. H14452. 
"'Congressional Record., November 25, 196!1. p. H11360. 
ts Congressional Record, June 10. 1970. n. H�38!!. 
" Conaress ional Reoord, March 22; 1973; p. H2090. 
"OnnorcRRinnal Record., v. 118 (October 12. 11172), p. H97118. 
tB Con'gressional Record, v. 1H (November 9. 1971 ), pp. H10768-H10774. 
t7 Congressional Record, v. 110 (September 1. 1964), p. 21184. 
t8 Oo"ffresslonal Record, v. llR (October 13. 11172). p. H991l0. 
18 Congressiot141 Record, v. 119 (Jul:v 23. 11173), pp. H6467-H6514. 
"'Congressional Record, Vol. 101, Pt. 1, p. 1.121: ll4th.Congress. 1st ses•lon. 
m Congressional Record, Vol. 117, Pt. 1. p. 1123: 92nd Con..:ress, 1st session. 
""Congressional Record,.Vol. 113, Pt. 211, p. 34210.; 90th Congress, 1st session. 
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ter Pollution Control Act.13 However, a review of the Congressional Record did not 
disclose any substantial contribution by Mr. Ford to floor discussion or debates 
on water pollution legislation. Gerald Ford's views and continuous support for 
water pollution control are best summarized IJy his statement: 

"The Federal Government should be setting an example for the States, locali­
ties, and private industry in our effort to restore and preserve our environment." .. 

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE IN RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

During the past 25 years, great strides in agricultural productivity have com­
binPd with a lure--howe'l'er valid-of urban job opportunities to Inspire an out­
migration of unprecedented proportions, from rural America. The decline in pop­
ulation-primarily a result of a change in agricultural production methods involv­
ing a shift from high labor inputs to high capital inputs-has caused a severe 
economic and social decline in rural areas; To date, most rural development ef­
fort" havP originated at the nAtional level through loan and grant programs ad­
ministered through the Departments of Agriculture and Commerce, and by in­
de)lendent commissions such as the Appalachian Regional Commission. Mr. Ford 
has recognized the need to give special assistance to rural Americans. 

At the be!dnnlng of his career in 1949, Mr. Ford voted for passage of the Na­
tional Housing Act-one title of which provided the first major Federal rural 
housing asRistance pro�rram.05 Though be was not present to vote for the Rural 
DevPlopment Act of 1972, Congressman Ford indicated in a Congressional Quar­
terlv poll that he would have voted for the blll ... Mr. Ford's approach to rural 
dPv�lopment programs has gpnerally been one of streamlining the Federal Gov­
ernment's role: "But if we keep all three programs going, the rural development, 
the EPA. and the rural watPr and sewer, we have this never ending duplication 
and prolifPration of programs;" n and of minimizing direct Federal assistance 
and ·encouraging local initiative and planning as evidenced by his support of Mr. 
Nixon's proposed program of Special Rural Revenue Sharing ... 

MINERAL RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 

Over the past 25 years, Congressional activity on mineral resources bas con­
cerned jurisdiction over the submerged land" and the continental shelf, leasing of 
pnbllc land�. regnlatlon of natural gas, and establishment of national policies 
relating to mining and minNal�< and public lands. Mr. Ford bas not been partic­
ularly active on any of these issues .. 

· When the House, in 1953 passed the Submerged Lands Act (P.L. 83-31) giving 
States title to resources out to the thrPe-mlle limit, hP vo.ted in the affirmative, 
but made no statement. for the record'" Mr. Ford 'I'Oted for passage of the· Outer­
continental Shelf Lands Act (P.L. 83--212) In 1953, which extended Federal 
eontrol over OCS land to Include the contiguous zone; but he is not recorded as 
having participated In debate on the measure.'"' The partial exemptiQn from FPC 
regnlationR of natural gas was pro¥ided In the Natural Gas Bill (H.R. 6645), 

passed by the House in lll/\5. Although he personally favored It, President Eisen­
hower vetoed the bill on discovery of the attempt by a lobbyist to bribe a Sena­
tor. Mr. Ford voted against the bill .... but did not participate in debate on the 
mensnre. In the 1964 Honse action Approving establishment of the Public Land 
J,aw Review Commission (P.L. 88-60). he npltber participated in the debate, nor 
ls ·he ri'Cordpd on the vote. having paired with Mr. ShPppard."' 
. Mr. Ford did not participate in HouF<e debate on the Geothermal Steam Act 
(P.L. 91-581) in 1970, which provided for leases for development by private in­
dustry on public lands. The rPCord of House action In 1970 on the National Min­
Ing and Mineral!'< Polley Act (P.L. 91-631) to establish a national minerals policy 
and promote efficient use of mineral resources on public hindR reveals no formal 
position taken by Mr. Ford. He did not participate in debate on House passage of 

::. Cotlf1re•Rionn1 Record, Vol. 117, Pt. 5. p. fiOfll: 92d Congre•s, 1st s•sslon. 
"'rongreRRional Record .• Vol. 116. Pt. !l. u. 11811:!: 91st Con�reRs. 2nd session. 
,, r'nn,(/rrRR and the Nation, 1!l4�-19f.4. rontn'e••ional 0tJarter1y, p. 53a. 
"' ('OJifll'eRRionn1 f)uartrr/11 Al.,>n•nc, Ynl. XXVTIT. 1!17:!. p. fiOH. 
'"'On Huml Wnter atltl 8ewe•· Grnnt Progrnm, Conyressionrrl Record, April 10tb, 1973, 

p. H2�45. 
28 CongreBo!onal Record, March 10. 1!171, p. Hi5R4:1. · 
.. f'OtJf7re,.lonal Record, V o l. 99, April 1. 1!15:1. p. 2fi3R (8:!11, 1st). 
1' Cougrro•ion"l Recorrl, Vol. 9!1,1\lay 17,11153. p. 48911 (RSd, lot). 
11 OongreBBional Record, Vol. 10l, July 28. 19ri5. p. 11930 (84tb, 1st). 
u Congressional Record, Vol. 110, 1\larcb 10, 1964, p. 4875 (88tb, 2d). 
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a bill to regulate surface mining of coal, on October 11, 1972.; in the vote on 
that measure, he paired with Mr. Annunizo.83 

OIL H!PORT CONTROLS 

The U.S. oil import control program originated as a restricti'l'e amendment to 
lawg otherwise designed to promote trade relations global!y. The Hl55 Reciprocal 
TrAde Extension Act (P.L. 84--86) included a provision delegating to the Presi­
dent the responsibility of limiting oil imports to tile level needed to maintain 
"national security" and tllis was reenacted in successive trade expansion laws. 
The 1957 voluntary import control program, the l!)i:i9 mandatory import control 
program and President Nixon's 1970, 1fl72 and 1073 moves to relax oil import 
quotas were object.; of exteusi,·e legislative debate. 

Tllere is nothing in the record of lllr. Ford's votes or remarks to indicate any 
specific oil import position from 1955 up to 1973. While he voted consistently for 
the reciprocal trade expansion legisla tiou, tllere are no ,·otes of record on the oil 
import provisions or comment!' of record on the President's 1970 and 1972 moves 
to relax !]Uotas. He endorsed only in very general terms the President's April 
18th 1973 Energy message. wllich included aru10uncement of elimination of "all 
exi�ting tariffs on imported crude oil and refined products.""' However, in the 
course of the Traus-Aiaska Pipeline debate, he strongly articulated the need for 
U.S. independence of foreign oil sources as required by "national security in­
tPrests". in terms fully consistent with the historical oil import protectionist 
J•hilosophy.36 

WATER ·RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 

Water resource programs of the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Reclama­
tion and otller ageucies of the Federal Government ha¥e not undergone hnsic 
re'l'i�ion in the last 25 years. However, creation of the Small Watershed Program 
of the Soil Conservation Services and passage of the Water Resources Planning 
Act of 1965 were important.developments in water resource policy. 

The Small Water�'<lH�d Program (P.L. 83-566) passed the House in 1954, but 
without a recorded vote. The Water Resources Planning Act {P.L. 89-80) passed 
the House in 1965, and Ford is recorded under the "yea" votes; there were no 
dissenting votes. In the 83rd Congress, Ford voted for establishment of the St. 
Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation and for adding additional power 
facilities at Niagara Falls; on both issues Republicans were strongly in favor, 
and Democrats about evenly split.'" In the 86th Congress, the fiscal 1960 Public 
Works appropriation hill contained many unbudgeted projects, and was subse­
f)uently vetoed: a re\'ised bill was passed, and it too, was n!toed, hut the second 
l'Pto "':!� overridden. On the vote to override, Ford was paired against-most 
Re�nhli<'ans oppos!'d the vote to override. In the 83rd and.84th Congresses, he 
opposed efforts to increase water diversion from Lake Michigan through the 
Ghi .. ago Sanitary and Ship Canal."' In 1952. as a member of the subcommittee 
whieh produced the fiscnl 1953 Public Works appropriation, he heliled to man­
R�e it� passnge.'"' Otherwise, be has made few romments in the House relating to 
":ater resources. In the past four years, Ford has not testi1led before appropria­
tions hearings on projects in his district. 

WILDERNESS PRESERVATION 

HepresentativP Ford voted In support of the establishment of a National 
Wilderness Preservation System on July 30, 1964 when the measure was ap­
pro'l'ed by a vote of 374--1.'"' He did not participate in floor debate on the proposal. 
IJp has since ser\'ed as sponsor of several additional wilderness proposals in­
elndir.g thP admini�tration omnibus wildPmesR expan!lion proposal in the !l2nd 
C'oncress (H.R. !lOO!'il and a current proposal for the designation of wllderoee1Hn 
lsi•' Royale National Park in Michigan {H.R. 5462). 

"·' ,..,,,!lressionn1 Recorrl. ( •lnlly •ummnr;v). October 11, 1972. p. H!l610. 
" ron!]re••lonnl Reco•·fl, Yo!. 110, Dall.� SummRr;v, April 18. 11173. p. H2�!12, 93rd Con­

l;'ff>!':�. 1st session. 

�r;:�2�'�r:::�ro":.' 
Record, Yo!. ll!l, Dally Summary, August 2, 1973, pp. H7266, 93rd Con­

'" ronflress and the Nation, Vol. 1, pp. 38a-97a. 
8'1 Cnn9re�•ionn1 R•cnrrl. Vnl. 101 (1!155), pp. !l!l!l1-!l993 1002-1003 and Congre•• nntl tile Natum, Vol. 1, pp. 968-969. 

' · 

"''onnrr•Rinnnl Reco,.,1, Yol. !1!': (l!la2). pp. :!2!'15-1!:100. 5a78-5581. 
30 Congressional Record, Vol. 110, July 30, 1964, p. 17458. Roll call vote no. 197. 
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The Wilderness Svstem is to protect specific areas of National Parks, National 
Forest!'< nnrt Wildlife Refuges from development and to maintain the areas In a 
natural condition. . 

�lr. J<'ord has not been particularly active in the matter of WIIdernPs� pro­
tection or related National Park is:;ue�. When he has spoken on these items he 
has taken a position which seems to favor utilization of recreational resource� 
rat.her thnn preservation. In rtE'hnting the P�tnhlishmpnt of Sleeping RP�r 
Dunes National Lakeshore in Michigan, legislation which he cosponsored. Mr. 
J<'ord said the residents of the area had done n connnendahle job of protecting 
the nntural conditions. He ndded: 

But 1 think we have to recognize that the more certain wny, the more positi1·c 
way to see to it that this nrea is not onl� pre�erv':d but _open to more p�ol_lle or 
to all the people is by the enactment of this lE'giSlRtwn. I Jnst feel that this IS the 
better course of action in trying to �ave an area in our State, not only for the 8 
million residents of !llichigan but also the literally millions and millions and 

millions of other Americans who, we hope, will come to see this gorgeous SIJOt 
and be inspired by the sight and th�: natural beauty of that area of Michigan."' 

FOWGN PoLICY AND NATIONAL DEFENSE 

uNITED STATES POLICY IN Il'I"DOCHIXA 

Representative Ford has been a consistent �npporter of U$. policy i� Indo­
china since the administration of President 'l'ruman, though he did l]nestwn th<! 
application or that policy during the latter part of tire administration of Presi­
IIPnt LY!l(kn .Johnson. He gupportl'<l PrPsillPnt Nixon's efforts to end the war in 
Vil'tnain and in the l!¥70-l!ln period opposP<I lE>gislrttion Rimed at settin� a cut­
oft' date for U.S. military or1•rations in Indochina. However, he voted for a 
proposal, necepted by thP Wllite Hou>.<e. whieh set un Augn�t 15. 1!¥73, deadlinP 
for U.S. military operation� in Camhoiliu. lle �ummarized his approach to Viet­
nam poli<'Y in a RJ!eech on the House tlonr nn Angno;;t 10, 1972, in which he �ai<l 
be hl'lievP<I that Pn>;.idPnts Tn1man. EiSPnhower, KPnnedy, .Johnson and Nixon 
hnd all done their utmo�t to solve and settle the prohlem."" 

In JunP 1964 he �uid that he and other mPmbers of the Defem;e Appropriations 
Snlwommittee had i>PI'n c"nCH!li!d ahout the Vietnam problem for some time 
urul had ur!!Prl the Ex<'cntivP Rraneh to adopt firmer policies and strategies "for 
that arf'a o

.
f the world ." T!>E' United RfatPfl cmJid not. he nildell. nm awn:v from 

itll ohllgntion�'<. ('_,on��fl mnRt exert ever:v f'f'l'ort to urgE> the PreRident to seek 
a "just a111l lwnorahle solution for Southeast ARin and give onr aRsurance that 
we will h:lck up any decio;;ion ba!led upon just and honorable terms, no matter 
bow difficult they may he.""" 

Repr�>sPntatlve Fori! in A ng-u�t l!'fl-1 vott>1l for thP Tonl;in Gnlf Resolution. 
hut ;:nil! thill iltd not ml'ftrl thnt he R.pprov�>ll without mrAlifif'ation administr�timr 
polides towaril Vietnam in the J<rt>vlon!l 3% years. He said he had been critical 
of rertain admi ni�trat ion lJOiicies in Southeast ARia and that he would point 
out any d«:'flf'icnME'R hP saw in thP nE>w p<Jlid!'s. Pn�t pnlici<>ll, he notPd. hart not 
prod need vll'tor;v ; morE> po�itive U. S. mllitnry action "af'I'Pctinc: our O"lnl g!"01•nd 
forCPS on prior ()('f'aRions might have turned the tide our way much sooner." "' 

nn Ap ri l 21{, l!lfl:l. HPprPsentat ive Ford srri<l he hnd hoth privately and puhlicl:v 
lmrmorted the President's "present firm policy" in Indochina. He said that a "very 
high de�'Tce of hl pH rtisanship" wa� IIPC���ary to pren•nt th� North Vietnamese 
from millcalcnlntinJ!,' on th� hRsis of statemf'nts m:tdP !Jy any public official in­
clniling any 1\fpmhpr of fJom!r"'"s." 

RerJrf'"entatlve� }'nr(l 11ml Laird in AuJniSt 1!lC.5, inn diRcnsRion with reporters. 
said ·tliPv would nrge the President anrl Members of Congress to cut back on 
domestic expenditures in order to meet the growing expenses of the Vietnam 
war. Roth said they would nnt criticize the Preflident for his course in Vietnam 
until there had been time to see whether the troop buildup bad been effective.'" 

In January 1966. Representative Ford said that neither he nor any other 
Republican in the Congress had sought to make the war a political issue:. "No 

'"Congressional Record, Vol. 1111, Septemher 22. 1970. p. 83146. 
"ronqreBRi'lnal Record, [fla il.� e<l.] v. 11R. AUI!"nst 10. 1!172: R74l'Ul. 
"'Con11reRRional Record, [dally e�l.] v. 110, .Tune 1, l!lf14: 12250-122�1. 
"non(lre•.•ional Record, [nnily ed.l .-. l 10. Aug-n't 7, 1!164: 1S!i51. 
u ron(IJ"c•.•ional Record, [dRily ed.) v. 111, Aprli2S:J!J(I!'i: Rfl4R 
'"Otmgressional Reco•·d, [ dall y ed.] v. 111, August 4, 1!165: 19461, 
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jtepublican had called this the President's war. No Republican bas called this 
McNamara's war." .. On January 31, 1966, Ford said that the President's decision 
to resume the bombing of North Vietnam was one of the most critical in American 
history and "We ... hope !lDd pray tllat this decision is the right one."" 

On August 8, 1967, in a major speech on Vietnam, Ford rose to voice misgivings 
"which have been growing for many months" about the conduct of the Vietnam 
war. He said be bad given complete support to the President in the past, to the 
extent that be had been "branded a hawk, and worse " for urging firmness and 
for using U.S. conventional arms to "compel a swift and sure peace." The United 
i'ltates, be said, was pulling its punches in regard to the use of military power, 
particularly i·ts air power. He said that whatever militacy plans the U.S. bad 

:for ending the war were not being used, or were being tried piecemeal. A war. of 
.gradualism, be added, could not be won, as the enemy was able to match each 
U.S. buildup. He said that present policy had produced a stalemate, that Re" 
publican warnings about getting involved in a land war in Asia had been ignored, 

'that a Republican recommendation for a quarantine of Haiphong Harbor bad 
been rejected. Ford said the Republicans were not urging escalation, but urging 
better use of present conventional weaQons and a selection of more vital military 
targets. The President, he said, had indicated be would continue the "same 
inadequate level of pressure permitted in the past." He concluded by asking, "Is 
this any way to run a war"?-and said that ending the war should be given 
first priority among national aims, otherwise the U.S. would continue to "wallow 

·
. and weave and wobble." 68 

Ford has given strong support to the Vietnam policy of the Nixon administl"a­
,tion. In May 1969, be opposed an amendment to the supplemental appropria tlow;. 
·hill for fiscal 1969 which would have eliminated $640 million in procurement 
:funds for the Army. This amendment, be said, would "slow down materially 
binder and hamper" the attempt to turn over more of the fighting to South 
Vie tnamese troops.•• 

He strongly supported the President's peace initiatives in 1969 and after, 
arguing that the program of phased troops withdrawals and Vietnamization were 
parts of a "carefully drawn plan to end tile war." He notPd after the Ortober 
196!) "moratorium" protest on Vietnam that press reports regarding the size 
of the crowds participating were exaggerated and tha:t a sizable majority of 
Americans supported President Nixon's efforts to achieve ''peace with honor." 00 

Ford supported the sanctuary operations in Cambodia in May-June 1970, 
arguing that the operation would shorten the war and would enable the U.S 
to continue withdrawal of combat forces from Vietnam. After the President'!! 
interim report on the Cambodian operation, Ford said the President bad kept 
his word to the American people a�d deserved the broadest possihle support.01 
He said in September 1970 that the sharp decline In U.S. casualty rates since the 
Cambodian operation had borne out President Nixon's prediction."' 

Representative Ford supported tlie bombing of North Vietnam following the 
invasion of South Vietnam across the D)fZ in April 1!)72.53 In )fa;�" 1!)72 he �rthl 
President Nixon must be supported in the mining and bloclmding of North Viet­
namese ports to shut off the supplies that were feeding- the invasion of South 
Vietnam. He said that the mining was right and proved to the world that Amer-
ica's word was good."' · ' 

In the 197(}-1973 period, Ford voted consistently to oppose any ci1toff date 
limiting the President's authority to conduct military operations in SouthE>ast 
Asia. However, he supported the bill to end bombing operations in Cambodia on 
August 15, 1973. He said in a speech to the House that the President would acrept 
and sign such a bill, and "if military action is required in Southeast Asia after 
August 15, the President will ask Congressional authority and will ahidP by the 
decision that is made by the House and the Senate. " In the same· speech, Ford 
summarized his past approach to cutoff date legislation: 

'"Congressional Record, [dally ell.] v. 112, January 25; 19116: 1086. 
. •• Congres�lonal Record. [dnlly ed. l  .v. 112, Jnuuar� :11. 1966: l!'i!'i6 . 

.. Congressional Record, [ilally ed.l v. 113, August 8. 1967: 218!17. 
•• Congressional Record. [dally ed.] v. 115, May 21. 1!169: 1:12!\!l . 
.. Congressional Record, [dallv ed.l v. 115, October 21. 1969: 30882. 
"'Congressional Record, [dally ed. l v. 116, May 5. 1970: 14192. Congressional ReCQrd; 

[dally Pd.] v. 1<16, May 6, 1970: 14422. Congressional Record, [dally ed.] v. 116, June 4, 
1970 : 11!448. . 

•• Cong-ressional R�cord, [dallv ed. l v. 116. September 28. 1960: 33923. 
oa CongressionAl Record. [dally ed.l v. 118, April 17, 1972: H3054. Congressional Record, 

[dall:v ed.] v. 118. April 27, 1972: H3697. 
.. Congressional Record, [dally ed.l v. 118,lllay 9, 1972: H4263. 
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. . I h ve time after time after time My record is very clear fro!D the �egmnrt:..,1�ted amany efforts by Members on opposed any cutoff dat_e, pertod. I uve 
atedl over a span of years sought to the other side of the atsle who ha�e :�f: that Ywould limit the authority of the get the Congress to approve amen !D . t Asia President to conduct military oier�
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:; seem� to me that we should ... But we have a differen Sl ua on 

� e of the appropriation bill . . · now, at this critical jun
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ep�J��e�';;!b1e people can accept as we face a It is a compromise that n my u 
'very critical problem in the U.S." 55 

U.S. POLICY IN THE ARAB-ISRAELI CONFLICT 

b" rti · support for a United States Congressman Ford has advocated tPa san . tal the military bal-policy toward the Middle. Ji?ast which would 
(
1� ) 

m
���de

n
U.S. assistance for ance in the region by provtdmg arms 

���r 
d
i
��

a�! Jeac�ful solution ··of the Arab­" moderate" Arab governments comm e . ce settlement derived from direct Israeli problem, (3) seek ;n :rabi�:e¥s::!iis and (4) stop the Soviet Union negotiations between the ra s an 
· th' Middle East from undermining U.S. securi� �nt�r��\�:!ts 
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of the united States (and) Stating that It 

·
I
�.:- t 

· 1
�1 

t
_ � a�;cr�ft to Isr"a�l: Congressman Ford bas sup­the free world . . . . o

f 
se 

iJ
e
tai ·ng the arms balance and not allowing it to ported the U.S. pohcy 0 ma n ru 

U s assistance to "moderate " Arab "turn against Israel.".., He h
1�8 su?�0�;��ic�l fo�ces" in the Middle East .. and governments so that they co

t
u . re:1 "demagogues" such as Egypt's Nasser and be has opposed giving assis ance 0 • 

i d PL 480 sales to Egypt ... In favored t�e passage of lf�slat��n 
::;�e� ��gn

ct
i� collaborating with th': Arabs Mr. Ford s expressed op n on, e 

I I while the United States is against an to Impose a peace settlement on . srae' . iated eace eo Congressman Ford \mpo;:ed settlement and seeks a �I ret!� �lCgi��ked tg the • national SeCUrity in­haS stated that ". · · the fate 0, sra�h�� the soviet Union is trying ". ' · to terests of the United States . : . 
tl
and

Middle East that would underntlne vital create a �phere of Influence m te 
A111e rican security intere:tdd/'� tern affairs appears to have emerged recently, Mr. Ford's interest in e as 

·hich he said was ". . . instigated by Com-particularly since. the 1967. �ar,
tl \\advocated a bipartisan approach to foreign munists .... " .. He has eons;�h

en h he was criticized by some of his colleagues ·policy In the Middle East,
ta
a
t. oug

f r using American policy toward the Middle in the House of Represen 1ves o 
03 East for an attack on a prominent Democrat. . 

U.S. POLiCY TOWARD WESTERN EUROPE 

G ld R. Ford bas spoken only briefly and inf�equently on Congressman era · . . th House of Representatives. He has European question
k
s duri�� his 

o�':a��i���
n
chi:fly to defense issues and relations limited his remar s on ese 

1 h has generally taken unvfeldlng ,with the Soviet Union.
h
On ·bd

oth 
t� t:e:o::�:Siti�e attitude toward detente since positions, although he as a op . PN:Sident Nixon's visit to Mosi?wd. hailed the Brezhnev- Nixon meeting in June as . In June.1973 Copgressman or . between Washington and. Moscow and having strengthened pe�cefuJ r�:a!I�nisn the same month he spoke favorably of having been fruitful an pro 
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d
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�n opportunity of reducing U.S. troops In MBFR negotiations as prov mg 

·1 ed 1 1111 Jnlv !l 1970 · 23517, CongrPs•ionnl Reror<l, ""Congressional Record,1Jd'i9h. 2o5:i6_ Congres.-ional Record, [dally ed.] v. 118. An: �:�1�o�di1rv2 ?W74�g�\m7da. 
1
cdo�resdto1n�l �:9orJan[�aJ�� ig713 �-JJ:slu��n;�es!�o7��i H5267 Congressional Recor , a Y e · · • 

. lle<'ord. [dally ed J v. 119. June 29. 1973: H5R63. 
,. CongressloDiil Record, v. 116, June 9. 19J0: 1��0.641116 ""Congressional Record, v. 116, Februaf �l!i 1�970·: 38250. 38260. .. Congressional Record, v. 116. Novem er i9R-. H90 ,. Congressional Record, v. 111.
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.Tnn�af;v ���- Aff�irs Co�mlttee reprinted In the Con<!res-., Speech before the American- •raP n c • tiional Record, v. 117, Aprtlrl30.19

1
71: 112����iic Affairs Committee. reprlntert In the CongrP•· et Speech before the A me can- srae etonal Record. v. 115, April 24. 1969: 10:121. . ., .. Congressional Record, v. 113, M n:v 23.19R7 .- 1Rr.;;s. . .. Congresslona11 RRecordd. [vd. 11117 .eMd n1 \, \1:7�� w��;J�q��'\973, p. H5348. .,. Congresslona ecor a Y · · · · · • • 

Europe without weaking NATO defense ... In 1972 he cosponsored a joint re:;­olution approving the acceptance by the President of the interim agreement on the limitation of strategic offensive weapons ... At the same time he warnecl against allowing any foreign power to achieve overwhelming military superi,H'ity l-is-a-vis the United States and strongly supported the President's Illilitary budget."' 
In 1969 he expressed the view that the United States should seek enforceable agreements with the Soviet Union aimed at avoiding a third world war but de­scribed as "the greatest hypocrisy" closing "our eyes to the wrongs that the So­viet Union has done to millions of human hein:;s deprived of individual freedom and national independence." 08 In the same speech he cited with approval Dean Acheson's view "that the United States should enter into negotiations with the Soviet Union only from the strongest possible position." 09 In 1968 be spoke in favor of the United States strengthening NATO militarily and politically but urged the European allies to contribute their fair share." In the same year he im·eighed again�t "the spirit of fnlse co-exi."tence" and described as a myth the belief that if the United States should furnish trade and aid to help the econ­omies of the captive nations, "the Communist monolith would breakup." 71 In 1964 in summarizing a report entitled American Strategy and Strength prepared by a task force of Republican Congressmen of which he was a member, he warned against "the subtle belief that survival against the Communist threat has cea�cd to be an issue." He qnotPrl from an earlier rPport a �tatement tha t there iR •·nn sound economic alternative for the cold war" which was described as a basic prerequisite for both preparedness and the preservation of economic freedom ann 11trength." He recommended exploring plans for nuclear sharing among the NATO "Big Four", entertaining the possibility of new command structures in the NATO alliance and urged a new entente cordiale with France. He attacked the Democratic Administration for abandoning military superiority vis-a-vis the !':o­viet Union for parity and charged that the Administration bad weakened NATO by negotiating unilaterally with the Soviet Union." In 1963 he opposed Export­Import Rank loan� to communist countries for the purchase of grain." In 1!\60 be (lefended U.S. financial contributions to NATO." In a speech in the Ho11�e in the same year he called for a greater sharing of defense burden hy NATO allies, supported the doctrine of massive retaliation, attacked the strategic con­cept of a "pause," and stressed the gravity of the Sino-Soviet periL Throughout his career in the Honse Congressman Ford has sponsored or sup­ported resolutions protesting the Soviet subjugation of captive nations and regularly made strongly anti-Soviet statements on Ukrainian, Polish, Lithuanian. Romanian, Estonian, and Hungarian national days, and on the anniversaries o!' the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. In 1971 he spoke in favor of giving the Pre�ident the right to determine when aid to Greece Is justified as necessary for onr o"·n s!'lf-interest.'" 

Congre!lsman Ford's voting record has followed the same pattern. He has regularly supported Administration requesis for Department of Defense budgets. Early examples of his views as reflected in his voting record were his vote in 1952 against limiting the amount specified in the military budget to $46 billion and his vote in favor of the financing of a special committee to investiga te the Katyn massacres. 
U.S. BOLE AND POLICY wrrH li.EBP&Cr TO INTERNATIONAL OBGANIZATIONS 

Cong-ressman Gerald Ford has, in general, Rupported the United Nations ar::d argued for continuer! U.S. participation in and cooperation with the United Na­tions. In extending his support, however, he has emphasized what he regarrled as a need for firm control over U.N. finances. While Congressman Ford did, In 1950, vote against H.J. Res. 334. which in­creased the authorization on U.S. contributions to five international organiza-
"'Congressional Record [dally ed.] v. U9, no. 100, June 26. 1978, p. Hli471. '"�ongre••ionnl Recor<l Trlnlly ed.) v. llR no. !15, June 13. 1117:!. p. H51i70. 67 Congressional Recorrt [tllllly ell.] v. 118,no. 100, June 20.1972. p. E633!}..40 . .. Con"'"�sslonal Recorrt [<Ially e<l.] v. 115. port 14. July 14. 1969. p. 1!1350. •• rongr·e•slono! Rerorrt [rtolly e<l. 1 v. 115, part 14, July 14. 1969, p. 19:148 . 7° Congressional Record [dally ed.] v. 111, part 13 . .  Tui:v 27. 1965. p. 1!1477. 71 Congressional Record [dally ed.] v. 110. p&.rt 12, June 29, 1964, p. 15282-6. ""Cou"ress1onal Recorrt [ rlally ed.l v. 109. 11art 19. Dec. 24. 196l!. p. 25229--31. 73 Congressional Record [dall:v ed.] v. 106, pnrt 10. June 16. 1960. p. 12912 . ;• Congressional Record [dally ed.] v. 106. part 1. Jan. 20. 1960. p. 929-9:!2. ·• Congresslonnl Record [dolly ed.] v. 117, pnrt 22, Aug. 3. 1971, p. 29114 . 
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tions and which also r!'l}nired the President to report to the Congress ann:tallv 
on the l'xtent and di!<position of all U.S. financial contributions to the intermi­
tional organizations in which the United States participated, his record siu<:e 
tlH·n support� the statement" made in the first paragraph.70 He voted in 1ll58 in 
fa-ror of a rp�olntlon calliu�r for thP d••velopment of U.X. peace forces.77 

Three years earlier. he hnd �pol;cn ont a!!ainst the transfer of the U.N. Nar­
cotics Divi�'<ion from New York to Geneva. In his r!'marks on the House floor in 
.Ta nuary 195a he observed, 

In fii!'Llting this international evil the U.N. needs the complete cooperation and 
assistance of the United States and the United Stares needs the same from the 
Unitl'd Nations. This mutual cooperation and assistance will not be increased b-r 
mo-rin�r the U.N. Narcotic!< Division to Geneva.78 

-

When he spoke out on this isst:e in March J!li"i:i he -rniced concern over the cost 
inYolved in buildin� and !'(}nipping- a new Narcotics Laboratory in Geneva. when 
at that time the Narcotics Division in New York was able to use the U.S. Treasun 
Department's laboratory in 1\'"ew York "at no additional expense to the United 
States or the United Nations." He indicatPd he would recommend thnt "the 
House Com� itt� on Appropriations reduce the appropriation, namely the United 

States contnhuhon. for the g-enf'ral operation of th!' U.N. by �30.000 if theNar­
cotics Laboratory is transferred to Geneva. • • • To deduct $30,000 will not 
destroy the effectiveness of the United Nations, but it will indicate to the Sec­
retary G!'neral thnt the CongTess is oppos!'d to this uneconomical, unwise, and 
unnPcessary transfer of the Narcotics Laboratory." 711 

Representative Ford also supported the authorization of funds for e1rpnnsion 
of the U:N. Headquarters in 1970. He voted against recommital of the resolution 
to comnutti'P and 111 favor of passage of the resolution.80 

, 
I.n SUPJlll�t of his vot� he s�i1l.: .;ns dis!ll'Jin!nted ns I �ometimc am with the 

T,mted Nattons, and I tlunk th1s IS a reactton many of us have from time to tim•· 
I do lwlieve it is import,1 nt to keep the United Nations alive so that it en� 
hopefully do a better joh in the future. 

· 

� • • ?'he United Nations i10 a hope for pen ce nnd we should not back out at 
th1s cruc�:1l hour when the U.N. cnn perform a useful function. To defeat thP Mile 
on the bill, undoubtedly, the U.N. will be frng-mPnted and New York and the 
ljnitPt� Staff's willlo�P thP bt>nefits of this organization." 81 

Dunn;.: the South Asinn conflict in l!lil f'ong-re�sman Fori! urged the Unit�'(] 
StatPs to "takf' lhf' kncl in shifting- the Jndin-Pnkistnn cPa�e-fire resolution nwn-r 
from the St�urity Council and placing it before the General Assembly Oni"v 
there can the peace-loving nations of the world work their will." 

· · · 

.
He noted, in . co!lcludin�. his !iew that "any nation that refuses to coopernte 

w1th the U.N. m lts peace-keepmg efforts should not expect a receptive atmos­
plwrP in thP Gong-rcss or hy t.he Atll.t'rican people.""" 

. 
;llr. Ford'� statement on not appropriatin� funds for the Narcotics Division 

lllnstrntt�s Ius concern with fiRcal re�pon�ihi1Jt.v ns enrly ns 1!lii5. In the J!l6o·� 
thf' f'nngress Jlasfied legl�l.n.t.ion which anthorh:ed and appropriated funds for the 
T�·�· homllonn to the. Umt�d Nations (i� 1962) and passed a resolution (in 1004) 
"h tf'h ur�f'd the Umted States to con l .mue effort� t"o SPcnre pn:vmentR h-r u !'> 
llll'lllben: of aRRessmentfl in arrears. Representative Fonl spoke and voted "i� 
�ll"•"•rt of eaeb of the�e mensnres.83 In 1964!u>said: 

"T would like to state categorically that I tully support what I believe to he 
the intent of this coocurrent resolution, but in my Rupport of it I want it clearl-r 
understood that the President and our repre8entatives at the United Nation"s 
�'<hnll he very hard and tou�h. There is no room for compromise. Our U.N. dele­
gnt� should demand thnt tho!le other nations make their payments as they are 
reqm:ed to do undpr the charter nnd the World Court decision. This is not a 
neg-otJnhle issue in the U.N. Payment is to be made, or else."11 

"• C:ongres<lonnl RPcorll , v. !lll . .Tnne 22. 19:.0: 90!12-!JO!I:l 
77 Congresslonnl Recoril. '"· 104. An�:ust 21. 1!l�f': ti197:l-1

.
Ril74 

78 Cnn�:resslnnal Recorll. v. 101, Jannnr.v 11. 1!151;: 21!2-253. 
· 

711 Con.�resslnnnl Recor<l, v. 101. March 29, 1!15n: :1927. 
""Congres•lnnnl Re�or<l. v. 116. December 21. 1!170: 4:1131. 
Ill <'nn�rP,slnnnl RPcnrrl. '"· 111l. nec�mber 21. 1!l70: 4:1111. ': f'np'"""'

.
onn' Rerorll. v. 117. October 21l. 1971•: 44894. 

C'on�ressmn•l R�cnr!l, v. 108, September 14, 1962: 19481>-19486• Congrenlonal �t'd v. 110. An,_,.,,, 17. 1!1<:4: 1!1!1�6-19887. Statement In 1962: Congressional Record v 11)8' 
Septemher 14. 1!lllZ: 1!l4R7-1!14R�. 

' • ' 
.. Cnn�:reRsif)nnl Record. v. 110. August 17. 1964: 19884. 
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During the 1972 discussions in the House on reducing contributions to the 
United Nations and its agencies to 25 percent of the total budget of each agency, 

.Representath·e Ford voted and argued in support of the Derwinski amend­
ment which would have restored the cuts made by the House Appropriations 

·Committee. 
Ford acknowledged that much of the progress made by the United States in 

getting its assessments reduced throughout the years was due to the "pres�nre 
from that Congress . .. that we have been contributing too much." He noted 
.that, "the mere fact that the Committee on Appropriations recommended this 
cut ought to be a signal to our people up at the United Nations and to the other 
nation members that we anticipate at the next negotiation, which takes place in 
1973, that our contribution bad !Jetter be down to 25 percent or less." "' 

However, Congressman Ford pointed out thnt if the United States should 
.default on its obligations, U.S. credibility in getting other nations to pay up 
would he erodt>ct very seriously. (The Derwinski amendment was rejected, 156 

.ayes, 202 noes, 72 not voting. )"' 

TilE MuLTILATERAL FINANC'IAL I:'>:STITUTIONS AND PUBLIC LAW 480 

Representative I<'ord's position on both the multilateral financial institutions 
and P.L. 480 is basically the same: he has consistently given strong support to the 
basic goals of the programs and to assure their continuation, but at various times 
has opposed specific aspects or amounts proposed. 

From the beginning of P.L. 480 in 1954. he has supported the program and, 
except for 1962,8' bas voted for final passage of the successive bills. However, he 
was in favor of prohiiJiting P.L. 480 sales to any country trading with North 
Vietnam,88 and against P.L. 480 sales to Eg-ypt."• During the major overhaul of 
P.L. 480 in 1966, bP opposed granting 40-year dollar credits on sales hecau�e he 
felt that the loans would most likel�· not IJe repaid such n long time after tht> 
food was consumed. In addition, he indicated his feeling that any country poor 
enough to qualify for the 40-year credits should be considered under the pro­
vi�ion� of the bill �rnnts in place of f'ales."' That .venr he -roted to re('om­
mit the P.L. 480 authorization and, when that failed. voted In favor of final pas­
sage of the bill."" This pattern--opposition to specific provisions, perhaps sup­
port for recommitment, then a favorable vote on final passage-has IJeen com­
mon in Congressman I<'ord's votes on P.L. 480. 

Congressman Ford's support for the multilateral financial institutions has 
been fairly consistent over time. He voted for the creation of the Development 
Loan Fund in 1957,"1 and for the increased U.S. subscription to the World Bank 
and the IMF in 1959."' He supported the creation of the Inter-American Develop,­
ruent Bank in 1959,"' and the International Development Association in 1960 ... 
In 1966, he favored U.S. membership In the Asian Development Bank, .. and in 
early 1972 spoke out clearly in favor of the third replenishment of the IDA 
and in favor of a U.S. contribution to the Special Fund of the Asian Development 
Bank."" 

· 

In 1964. he supported the increase in the T!.f'l. �nbscriptlon to the IDA,"' but 
opposed the Increase in the U.S. quota to thP Tl\IF In 1965 on the �rrounds of 
his concern over President Johnson's management of the economy ... His 1967 
vote� to reduce the U.S. share of the Increase in the Fund for Special Operations 
of the Inter-American Development Bank, and to recommit the bill were east be­
cause of his reluctance to "rnbber stamp ... d ecisions made by President Johnson at 
Punta Del Este.09 

· · · 

""Congressionnl Rerorll r llRily Pll.] v. 118. May 1R, 1!172: H4690. 
'"'Congressional Record [dally ed. ] v. llA, May 18. 1972: H4695. 
87 Congressional Record. v. 108. July 19, 1962: 14198, and September 20, 1962: 20129. 
88 Congressional RPcord. v. 112. August 30 , 1966: 21288. 
811• Congressional Recor<l. v. 111, Januar;v 20. 1965: 1190. 
'"'Congressional Record, v. 112, June 9, 1966; 12861. 
90 Congressional Record . v. 112. June 9. 1966 ; 12893, 12894. 
ot Congressional Recor<l. v. 103. July 19, 1957: 12226. 
""Congressional Recor<l. v. lOa. March 25. 1959: 5259. 
""Congressional Rccorll, v. 10i'l. July 27. 1959: 14369. 
"'CongrPsslonal Recor<l. v . . 106. June 26, 1960: 14967. 
00 1966 Congressional Quarterly Almannc,p. R54. 
00 Congressional Record. v. 118, Februar.v 1, 1972: H48!'1 . 
"'Congressional Reror<l. v. 110. May 1:1. 19tH: 10722. 
98 Congressional Record. v. 111. April 27. 1!16�: 8575. 
911 Congressional Record, v. 113, July 26, 1967 : 20231. 

• 
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THE U.S. BILATERAL AID PROGRAM 

Speaking in .1961 Congressman Ford stated, with reference to the foreign aid program: ''Also the record should show that I have consistently supported the program both for the authorization and the appropriation." 1 He particularly supported the military assistance program and the defense support program, sev­eral times offering amendments to restore cuts or increase ex]1enrlltures in those areas, He also lmcked the Development Loan Fund. Howen·•, be opposed long­term Treasury financing of aid as ';backdoor financing," and during the early and lllid 1960's a pattern appeared in his voting record whereby he voted for motions whose effect was to reduce the amount of assistance, and then voted for the final authorization or appropriation bills. This dual pattern·is no longer apparent. The substance of Congressman Ford's position is that he supported U.S. foreign assistance, but his support was more voeal with respect to military assistance and defense support than with respect to economic aid. However, the· purpose of the Development Loan Fund was economic, and Ford was a steady supporter of its full funding in its early years. When, in 1961, he opposed long-term develop­ment lending, he made the point that such a program would weaken Congres­sional control m·er the foreign aid program. He also argued that long-term plan­ning was possilJle without Treasury financing, citing the phenomenal improve­ment .of Formosa under traditional methods of Congressional review, and de­fended the record of Congress in funding administration foreign aid requests.• As indicated above, Congressman Ford's position changed during the years a Democratic administration was in power, but only to the extent that he would vote for amendments or recommittal motions which aimed at reducing the· amounts to be authorized or appropriated for foreign aid. Thus on August 28, 1963, he voted to recommit the Foreign Assistance Act in order to reduce the for­eign aid authorization by $585,000,000, and on the same day voted for the final passage of the authorization.• On May 25, 1965 be voted to recommit the Foreign Assistance Act to reduce funds for development loans, and then vote for passage of the authorization bill, again on the same day.' He consistently voted for the final authorization and appropriations bills. This pattern emerged before l\Ir. Ford became Minority Leader. With a Republican administration in power, he has con­sistently supported the administration's position. Thus, for example, he was paired for the foreign aid authorizlltion adopted on January 25, 1972.0 The �ngressman's record may be said to have featured a strong anti-Commu­nist position. His strong backing for militllry aid and defense support reflected this point of view. In 1960, for example, he sponsored amendments to both the authorization and appropriation bills which would have substantially increased the defense support program.• In other words, his emphasis In supporting foreign aid is on building up the military strength of the non-Communist nations. T.lle record shows somewhat more space devoted to expounding this philosophy than to advocating the economic benefits of aid, either to the developing countries or the United States� 
U.S • . FOREIGN POLICY (SELECTED ISSUES) 

In the area of general foreign policy. it ie difficult to characterize or find a pattern in Congresaman Gerald Ford's remarks on .any one subject. Therefore 
an attempt is made in this brief report to give an overall picture of the Uorigress: 
man's views by looking at his statements on several subjects. One Issue which Congressman Ford addressed again and again throughout the fifties and sixties was Congre!!8' role in foreign policy making. In 1950, for example, he sponsored legislation which would prohibit the unreasonable sup­pression of Information from the Congress by the President,' and in 1951 he sponsored legislat�on which wou_Iud set up ll select committee on foreign policy�• In a floor speech m 1966 on legislation allowing the President to make Export­lm�rt Bank loans to certllin Communist countries, be stated : ".!\fr. Speaker, there Is nothing in the Constitution which precludes the Congress from having an impact on or playing a role in the determination of foreign policy. As a matter of fact; since dollars have become so involved in the execution of our foreign 

1 Congressional Record, v. 107. August 111, 19111: 15813. • Congressional Record. v. 107, Au�nRt 11>. 1961 : 15813. 1 Congr�sslonai.Record. v. 109. December 24. 1963: 25589. 'Congressional QuartPrly Almanac. v . . 21. 100:1 : 962. 
• Coogresslonal Quarterly Alma nRc, v. 28. 1972 : 2-H. ·• Congress�onal Record, v. 1.06. June 17, 1960: 13117; August 31. 1960: 18693. 1Congress1onal R�cord [daily ed.]. v. 97, October 2. 1!1!\1: 12500. "'Congressional Record [dally ed.], v. 96, Augu•t 20. l!l�,q: 13:171. 
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policy through foreign aid legislation, the Congress has a specific responsibility 
to help guide and direct foreign policy. Over the years, the Congress, whet�er 
there was a Democratic or a Republican President, has helped to shape foretgn 
policy by the use of the various foreign aid programs." •. . . . 

Earlier, in 1963, Mr. Ford made a speech on Exe?�t1ve .Pnvil.ege. At that hme 
he said concerning the. role of the Congress �at The u�vest�gatory !!ower of 
Congress is well founded in law and so baSIC to its legislative func�10n tha� 
without treedom to investigate thoroughly Congress can have no. effective check 
on the executive branch. It should be superfluous to. say that w1thout �deq.uate 
information no investigation can succeed." 1° Further. In the speech he s�1d e1ther 
"It is one of the great legislative challenges of our time and we

, 
must e1ther fac� 

it or accept the certainty of continued assaults upon Congress right to know. 
In June 1959 during the debate on the foreign aid bill, Congressman Ford 

spoke 1n fav
.
or 

'
of Umiting the executive's discretion in the use of foreign aid 

funds with the reasoning that the Congress must retain fiscal. control over the 
foreign aid program. He stated that "the Congress shoul� retam cer!Rin C?ntrol 
over how these programs should be adminif:tered; and •f this pronsion 1s left 
in the bill we will lose fiscal control for the Congress. I think that is bad for the 
country." n . � . • 

Nevertheless a statement made by Conf!."res�man Ford m 19•0 may md1cate 
a change in hi� feeling on this subject. During a speech in the House on Febru-
ary 24.1970, Mr. Ford made the following ;:tatement. . . . · "It bas been a basic tenet of our government that while we may be dn 1ded at 
home on foreign policy matters we are nevertheless willing to permit our Govern­
ment to deal in an orderly and diplomatic manner with other gov.erume!lts."" 

In discuE<sing actual foreign policy matters Congressm�n Ford .m a ;"ovem­
ber 19 ]970 statement said that the "greatest single Amer1can national mtere�t 
is the

' 
avoidance of a Third World War-a war which could destroy all man­

kind.""' He elaborated on this further by statinl! the need to deter th� "predatnry 
instincts and appetites of aggressor,..•· by ll world syRtem of collective secur!tY 
arrangements. Furthermore, he stated: "In all of the�<e free world coller�1ve 
security arran��:!'mt:>nts, there is o!le constant ingredient: The pow:er of the Umted 
States of Am!'rica and the credibility of this power-the recognition by the wo!ld 
at large of the fact that the United States will use its power to deter agg!�swn 
and support its friends and allies if tbe;v coll';e under attac!". Th� credlh1hty of 
the American deterrent Is vital to the prevention of aggresswn--e1ther hy cal�.��� lation or by miscalculation-aggression which could lead to a third world war .. 

Among the frif'nds and allies which shonlrl thus be supported in order to rn'lm­
taln u.s. credibility, Congressman Ford consi�<tently mentions the state of Israel: 
"the United States Government must continue to give Israel the backln� neces­
sary to maintain the credibility of our friendship. This is in our own self-mterPst. 
We will not dip the Stars and Stripes in retreat and defeat in the 
Mediterranean.",. .. . In a speech on April 24. 1!l69. Congressman Ford stated: I firmly bel�eve 
that the fate of Israel is linked to the national securit;v ipterests of the Umt�>rl 
States: I therefore cannot conceh·e of a situation in which the U.S. Administra-
tion �·ill sell Isrnel down the Nile." 11 . The same �ntiment was a�min retterRted In a spee!'h in Al)ril, 1971, wh!'n he 
saiCt: "It is vital that we retain our unity in snpportlng the Israeli coam•e. The 
Soviet Union. collaborating with tbe Arabs. if! trying to impose a unilat!'ral pence 
that would compromise Israel's ,future. The Arabs would achieve through diplom­
acy what they failed to win on the field of battle. The Russians would serve 
their own aggres!!lve ends."" 

In addition to giving verh11l "'IJlf'Ort to I!!rael, Con�""e""man Foro has �npportPd 
giving Israel U.S. arms: "I am very gratified to be part of an Adminil!tratlon 
that re�ponded to the realities in the Middle East by providing Israel with some 
of the finest U.S. weapons." 11 

• Congre•,;l�nnl Record [dally ell.]. v. 112. October 21. 1!16fl: 28601. 
1.o Cori!n"eeslonal Record [dally ed.l. T. 109, Apr114. 1963: 5819. 
n Conl!'reRslonal Record [dally ed.l. v. 105 • •  Tune 18. 1!159: 11304. 
"'Con�rre••lonal Record [dRily ed.j · v. 116. February 24. 1!170: 4616. 
,. Conl!'l"es•lonRl Record [dally ed. , v. 116, November 19. 1!170: l!R240. 
"Cnn�:resslonal Record [dally ed.l. v. 1111. November 1!1. 1970: ll8240. 
1• Conl!resRional Recorll fda!ly ed.J. v. 117. April���. 1971 :'12!154.. 
,. CnngoreRslonal Record [dally ed.], v. 115, April 24, 1!lf111·:10ll21. 11 Conl!'l"esslonal Record [dally ed.], v. 117, April so. 1ft71: 129!'Ul. 
,. Congressional Record [dally ed.]. v. 117, April 30. 1971; ·12953. 
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Congrl'��man Ford al:=<o e:-.: prP�sed support for the establishment of "defensible 
frontit�r�" for Israel: "Israel, the> victim of ag�res,;ion, is entitled to reasonable 
daim� for new ami secure uounduries. Israel has every right to seek a rlefensihle 
froutier wllic-h may not correspond identically with the frontiers of 19G7 when 
t lw fore"" of aggression imJJO�e<l an unwanted war upon Israel."'" 

In dis�us�ing United State:=< foreign policy in its relations with states in the 
WPstern Hemisphere, Cong-res�mnn Ford in 1965-speaking in .support of H. Re�. 
ut:o ( Resolution on Communist Suhn•rsion in the Western Hemisphere )-stated: 
•·J �pecificRlly endorse the resolution because of two features: First, the fact that 
it rPuffirms ac:ainst the llonroe Doctrine after some lapse and doubt about its appli­
•·:;tinn in the'iast sevE>ral yE':Hs: and secoml, it does call for collective action by the 
Org-anization of Ameri!'an StateR. Such joint action is most important.""' 

He statPd further that he would support and in fact bad supportPd (specifically 
in the case of the Dominican Republic) action taken by the Chief Executive 
nJ,:;tinst Communif't subversion in the hemispherP. He concluded this statement, 
h•w<•n•r. with the ref'enation that: "I want to make it crystal clear that by our 
Yot!n� fl'r the rf'f'Olutien it rlof'� not mf'an that. we, in advance. Pnrlorse any 
�Jl(•eitic mPhod of mef'ting thP challenge of Communist subversion in the Western 
lf•·misphere." 21 

Cnngre�sman Ford's 1910 statemPnts concerning the events around the death of 

D:m A. )Jitrione. chief safety advi�or for AID in Uruguay indicate some elements 
of his vir>w of the TJ.S. nirl ro!P: "Indeed he was trying to help the police assume 
thPir nroppr role in Umgnayll n so!'iety." 22 • • 

In remnrking on what t:nitP!l StatPf' policy should he in view of the tra�nc 
"''l•nt. Congressman Ford sta tPd: "It i� suggested by some that this tragerly raises 
IJliPf'tious aH to whPthPr th<' United States should be engaged i� this

. 
activity; I 

�nhmit thn t it prov<'s how illlportnnt it is for us to persevere m this essential 
tnc-k." � 

:\lor<'over, Con�:ressrn:m Ford dPniPd thP existence of the "political n:l!Oo��rs" 
"ll ose ri'IPn!Oe was sought: "The frPIJUPnt reference we have heard to political 
,.,.;�·HH'r�· Is totnlly mif'!PRrling. The MLN demanded release of all 'political 
pri:mn .. rs' hE'lfl hy thp (;ovPrnment ns ransom. It should be noted 

_
that !:�ese 

'""'i'lf' :orf' not hPinc: helrl nor wpre they convietPrl hPCause of their political 
lu·t;,.fs. 'l'hf'v are crimin als arrPf'tPd for murder, bank robbery, extortion, and 
t!o•· likP. c, ;nstant rPfPrPnCP to them othPrwisl' hy us all c:lves an enoneous 
illiJ>I'I·��iun :lS t·n why thP�' :11'(' heing helrl by the Uruguayan a.-.vernment."" 

TT.S. NATTO:'i'AT. llF.FENRF. POLICY: GENERAL 

T:t•pr .. �t·utath·" Qprnlfl R. Ford. Jr .. was appointf'rl to the House Appropriations 

r,.:,l!nittf'l' In 1!1!11. two vPnrs nfter he Pntered Congref:s. In ]!l53 he hecame a 
'""l'Jh<•r nf thP Dr>pllrtmP

'
nt of Defen�P Snhcommittee where he f'erv!"rl from the 

."::r•l tltronc:h thP �Rth CongrPI'i". During the adminii"tration of Dwight D� Eisen­

lonw .. r. Ford hPPame known ns a RPpultlican spokesman on defense and mutual 

�P•·urity policies. In aildltion to snpportlng close adherence to overseas commit­

'"'"JI�. "" hns ponslstentl> arlvocntPd ndeonutP active duty and re�erve force 

lPv<'l�. hnlanPr>d and powi>rfnl weapons systems. and attractive and equitable 
Pon!'lltions of ml11tar> serri<'r>. In tPnnR of CUl'l'E'nt poliry. he endorRPS the "trillrl" 
ronrppt of strategic ·dpterrence. hR<'kR the all-volunteer force. nnrl supports the 

"tl'tal forrP. concept." He has reservation�<, however. concerning the depth and 
•ln�"b;Jit; of dPtente, the promptness with which rel"erve forces <'an he mode 

,.,.,.,r.nt-r�ndy followin� <'All to duty. nnd the country's capability to sustain the 
ri�i't!!' Po't" of militnry pay ond Incentives. 

ARMS CONTROL A Nil DISARMAMENT POLICY 

Tllr.-.n'!hont the HlfiO;: C'ongrC"!Imlm GPntld Ford waR a m!'iTiher of the lnrl!:e 
hipart'�nn HonRe majorih' snpporting anthorizationR and npproprintionR for the 
F�. A rlllR C'<llltrot nnd Dlsannament A!!ency, and supporting U.S. particip<ttion 
in :urns limitations negotiations. In l!l72. Ford endorsed the Interim SALT 
:>::r<'PillPnt with the SoYiet l:'nion, urging Hou!<e npproval of the agreement. 

"f'on!!'r•,..,lonal R!'<'or<l J!lnll:v ed.l. v.117. An•ll �11.1!\71: 1?!1M. 
:111 f'onsn-esslonnl Reeor<l [<lAII:V ed.), v. 111. September 20. 11111<1: 24:l!'i2. 
., f'nne.r•••ton11l Recnri! f<lall:v ed.]. v. 111. �ntemher 20. 1 !Ill�: 24:lti2. 
"'f'nn!!resslonal Rerord [diiii:V eil.l. v. 1111. An�rn•t 11. 11170: 2�141. 
"'Cnncresstonat Recoril f<lall:v ed.l. v. 1111, Ani!'URt 11. 1!170: 2QJ41. 
"'('nngresslonal Record [dally ed.]. v. 116, August 11, 1970: 28141. 

Ford dld not record a yote on 1001 le-gislatinn initially authorizinJ,: the ArmR 
Control· ngency. In 1903."' 1H6:i.'" 1966,27 and 1970.28 howe\'er. he voted in favor of 
extf'ndh,Ig the Agency's authorizntion. (ln 1965 he vot!'d with the House majority 
to limit the nuthorization to 3 years instead of the C'ommlttee-recommended 4 
�-earn: in 1968 be again voted with the majority to limit the Agency's authorlza· 
tion to 2 years, although the reported hill had rPCommended s<ye!lrS.) While 
supporting .the Anns Control and Disarmament Agen<'y :md the · itchievements 
of the SALT negotiations. Ford has never argued for cnt!'! in U.S. defpn�e spenrl­
ing. In a 1972 J<peE'Ch supporting the SALT a!!J'CPmE>nt. he maintRinE'rl that "we �n 
baYe peace in the age of nuclear weaponry and so-called wars of liberation on!) 
if "·e remain J<trong." He dPf'Crihed t.he ptfect of the ag"r{'(>ment a� "�lowing the 
Rn��lans' headlong rush into nu<"lear superiority": while the agreement would 
limit the quantity of U.S. weapons. "we mn still maintRin the (]uaHty of our 
ntl('lear weapons." 20 In urging support for a Honse resolution approving the 
SALT ngreement, Ford noted that the agreement should not he considered a uni­
lllterlll Executive action. hecani"e throughout the neg-otilltion procesR the Presi­
dent mu&t bear in mind the attitudes and oplniqns of Congre�� ... 

ATOMIC ENERGY 

The nominee apppars to ltnvP few remarks on th<> rpPord associntPd with atom!<' 
energy. ThrE'e instanN'S of !li!wnsf'ion in an atomic f'nPrgy l'ontext hnvE' heen found 
in the Congres!':ional Re<'ord Index--,in 1!'1"7. 1!'167. nnrl 1!'172.31 In l!l'l�. a one-pa��:e 
discns.�ion of H.R. t2"75--erPation of a l'ivillnn snace ng-enPy-\\'AR presented 
by the nominee, which indudel'l favornhiP mPntion nf thP Atomic Energy Com­
mif'sion as an example of thP kinrl of agency whl<'h onght to he P�tnhlished.81 The 
nominee np)l('ars to have Yoted with the preYnlling side In the prin<'illlll enact­
ment!': relating to atomic pnprg�' 88 which are taken to be the Atomic F:nergy Al't 
of 1�. and the f'Xtenslon in 1005 of thP (PriPP..Anl'lerson) nmPnrlmi>nts which 
provide for Federnl lndpmnifll'ation of AEC liCPn!':l'f'!O nnd contra<"tom in thP 
E'VE'nt of liability In e:rCE'SS of that av·alllihle from · prlvatP insurers. Both of 
thei"e enactments may jlP rf'I!'Arderl as for the purnosp of ofl('nin�r nn thl' develoJ'l­
ment of atomic PnPrgy to the Jlrivnte sePtor : unr!Pr the Atomie Ener�:y Act of 
1941\. a tomic energy had heen the domain of governml'nt. 

[l"OTE. Ree also profiles on Arms Control nnd Dlsarmampnt Policy lp. 89) an� 
RtratPJ!'ic Polley and Weapon Program (p. 98)] 

IXTER:'i'AL SECURITY 

From his first <h�·s In the C'ongre!':!'l. !lfr. Ford hill': !'pokpn of the inflnE>nCE' of 
Communists In the United StatE's. On August 8. Hl!"tO. he decrierl Owpn Lntti-

"'ConJn>�••lonal Record,'· 10!l,part 17. 'i'nY. 20. 1!11\:l: 22:".�8. 
., C:nn!!'r•••lonal Recoril. v. 111. part �. Fe h. 17. HHm: 2!H Q. 
"'CnneT�••Ional Record. v. 114. nart :1. l\fnr. fl. liiRs;: :1427. 
18 ConJn>e••lonal Record. v. 116. part 10. April 2R 1970' 1�2H-1:1245. 
•con�rreoslonal Record, v. 118 [dally ed.] . •  Tune 20. 1972: E6:!3!1. Sreech before VFW 

convention, Grnad Rapid•. 1\flch. 
so CODJ!T�•olonal Recoril. v. llR rdiiii:V Pd.!. An!!'. 18. 1972: R7115�. . 
81 Ford, fler11ld R. Authorizing appropriations for the Atomic Ener�<:v Commission (debate 

In the Honse) Congressional Record '· tO�. An!!'. S, 1957: Pp. 14116. 14125. 1:!!'123. . 
Ford. flerald R. Action taken b:v .Joint Committee on Atomic Enerll;\' to cnrre�t fnrmat of 

bill (floor discussion In Honoe). CongTesolonal Record. v. 1t:l . •  lune 2!1, 1967 : Mr. Ford'• 
remark thanking tbe committee for correcting the format of 11 bill I• on p. 178!\4. 

Ford. Ger11ld R. Addition to le!rlslntlve progTam (floor dl•cus•lon In· the Rnnoe). Con­
greoslonal Record (dall:v edition\, llfn:v 1. 1972. Mr. Ford elicited comment from Jlfr. Bo!!'!!'R 
ns to the rellltlonshlp of the bill helD!!' scheduled to n hill paosed the prevlolrs week. The 
bill heln!!' scheduled was H.R. 14655. authorlz11Uon for the Atomic Ener!!'v Commission t<f 
Issue temporary operating llc.enseo for nnclenr nower reartors. Pn. RR,7!i O-R�7!ll. 80 Ford, C:erold R. National Aeronnntlcs Ani! Onter 8p•r• Al't nf 111f>Q ldehnh• and YOt• In the Housel. Congressional Recor<J. v. 104. Jnne 2. 19!'iS. r. !l!l:l!l. l\fr. Ford spoke In 

favor of tbe bill under consideration, commented on AEC pro!!'rams In space nuclear pronul· 
slon nnrl stated: "Civilian control . .. ls·11 must. ... It will not jeopardize our mllltarv ell'ort. We have after 1111 the exa·mple of the. Atomic EnPrJ!y Commission. The AEC hils per· 
fected the A-bomb andH-homh capAhlllty for the military, while At the ARme throe hulli!lnJ! :

n
":�ol�.new world through Its a�vrmres In the 6�1!1 of p�nreful nnrleor and thermonurle11r 

13Word. Gerald R. Voting and attendance record. Congressional Record v 101 May 10 
11155. P. 6007 and V. 111. Oct. 22. 1!165. P. 28716. The record show• th11t Mr. Ford voted 
Rl!alnst recommittal and for passage of H.R. 9757, tbe Atomic Energv Act of 19� (passed 231 to 154). On Sept. 16, 1965, the nominee WIIS absent: o footnote Indicates that. If p resent, he would have voted yes to S. 2042: extending authority of the Atomic Energ;r C�>mmlsslon to Indemnify licensees and contractors tor public linblllty The bill paese" (337 to 30). 
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more--whom he described as a "fellow traveller"-for his urging of a UN seat for 
Red China and on August 29, 1950, he praised Richard Nixon in his fight against 
the "insidious Communist forces that would destroy our Nation." 96 Cong. Rec. 

. 11996, 13737. In 1965, .Mr. Ford qualified his support of a resolution which would' 

.have given the President support in any action he may take "to prevent in a 
timely: manner Communist subversion in the hemisphere" by stating that "those 
of us on the minority side of the alsle must reserve independent judgriJ.ent as to· 
the precise wily in which the challenge to subversion is undertaken by our Gov­
ernment in Latin America." 111 Cong. Rec. 24352 (9/20/65). Alleged communist 
influence in anti-war demonstrations led by Mr. Ford in 1967 to demand a report by 
the President on the extent of Communist influence in the October 21, 1967' 

demonstration at the Pentagon. 113 Cong. Rec. 33706 (11/22/67). 
· 

During the 1967 riots, Mr. Ford decried the exploitation of the disturbance· 
. for partisan purposes and criticized President Johnson's alleged delay in allow­

ing use of Federal troops in Detroit and his explanation ·of the riots as being· 
due to Congressional rejection of Democratic legislation such as the rat eradica­
tion bill. 113 Cong. Rec. 19949 (7/25/67). He also supported granting subpoena 
power to the National Advisory Comml.,ssion on Civil Disorders. 113 Cong. Rec .. 
20605 (9/31/67). 

. 

Anti-war and student demonstrators came in for criticism by Mr. Ford in the· 
late sixties and seventies. On March. 25, 1969 he supported withhol<Ung of finan­
cial· aid. to disruptive college students. 115 Cong. Rec. 7384. On November 24, 

1969, be outlined in the Record the cost of the "destruction and violence engaged' 
. in by the relatively small radical elements among the [Nov. 15] demori,strators." 

115 Cong. Rec. 35540. On November 19, 1969 he contrasted the "astronauts and the· 
spirit of American courage exemplified by them and the radicals who pulled down 
the American fiag at the Justice Department last Saturday and raised the VIet­
cong fiag In its place," 115 Cong. Rec. 34972-S. He decried the tactics of Mayday 
demonstrators in 1971 : 

. To try to block traffic and keep others from getting to their jobs is an· 
action which cannot be tolerated. Such tactics are counterproductive. 

I congratulate the authorities for handling the situation as skillfully as' 
they have. Law-abiding citizens owe them a debt of gratitude, 117 Cong. Rec. 
13104 5/3/71). . . 

· On May 1, 1971; •Mr. Ford singled out college protests as being the "most lack-
• lng In logic." 92d Cong., 2d Sess., H3813. 

·· Mr.- Ford has supported the repeal of the Emergency Detention Act (117 Cong. 
Rec. 31766 (9/14/71)) and making it a Federal crime to illegally posse.ss, use· 
or transport explosives (116 Cong. Rec. 9377. (3/25/70) ). On January 23, 1973, Mr. 
Ford . reiterated his support of the work of the Honse Committee on Internal 
Security and opposition to a ·resolution to abolish it. 119 .Cong. Rec. H390 · 

(1/23/73) and on May 23, 1973 he stated his support of President Nixon's state­
ment on Watergate and national .security. 119 Cong. Rec. H3970. 

ThrQnghont his twenty-five years in the U.S. Congress, Mr. Ford has voted in 
favor of such major national security legislation as the Internal Security Act· 
of 1950, the Communist Control Act of 1954, and the Espionage and Sabotage·· 
Act of 1954. More recently, Mr. Ford voted in.1971 to repeal the Emergency De­

tention Act of 1950 (Title II of the Internal Security Act of 1950). 

Yn.ITABY YANPOWEB AND RESERVE AFFAIRS 

AB an advocate of a strong military defense, Representative Ford has generally 
!fupjlorted administration requests for active duty and reserve personnel strengths. 
On June 27, 1961, he not only supported the Kennedy administration's recom­
mendations for 25,000-more active duty personnf'l than proposf'd by the outgoing· 

· Eisenhower administration in January, but also called for retention of 70,000 · 
reserve billets which had been. scheduled for elimination by both administra­
tions. On. this same occasion, however, Ford remarked that he had "grave· 
doubts" that a new program announced by President Kennedy would make it 
possible tor sizeable reserve forces to be deployed overseas within two to four · 
weeks after activation for federal duty. He regnrded four to ftl"e months aR 
a more realistic goal for cutting National Guard and Reserve divisions Into 
combat in the event of war. . 

While somewhat skeptical of -the prompt deployabllity of major reserVe units, 
· which Is a key assumption in today's "total force concept," Ford has emerged as. 

"'Congressional Record, v. 107. Jnne 27. 1961: 11442. 
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"a firm, strong supporter of the volunteer military force," another major tenet 
�f the Ni�on administration's thinking on defense policy.35 He is aware that 
mcreased personnel costs associated with the volunteer force are responsible 
for a large share of growing defense costs but bas stated that he happens "to 
prefer getti.ng the people for our Defense Department by a volunteer method." 81 
A� precautiOnary measures preparatory to the launching of the all volunteer 
force, For.d urged a two-year rather than a single-year exteDBion of the draft, 
und suffi�Ient �unding to enable the �elective Service to continue registration 
(but not mductwn) of young men. Earlier, he had resisted attempts to remove the 

draft exemptions of undergraduate college students and of divinity students. 
Ford has supported pay increases for active duty military personnel but he 

has shown C?n�rn that raises 'and incentives designed to attract and retain 
men. and jumor officers might be applied too liberally�to the higher grades. He 
once worked to reduce hazardous . duty payments (principally fiigbt pay) 
to general office�s whose primary duty did not involve aerial fiigbt or comparable 
�isk. Ford ha_s mtroduced measures to increase the family allowances and to 
m�prove the housing of military personnel. He also successfully urged that 
mii!tary personnel be permitted to retire at the highest grade ever held while on 
active duty in any one of the services. He voted for recomputation of retired pay in 
l!l60 but voted against it iii 1963, pointing out that in the intetim he bas become 
U�\'are of the enormous cost implicationR of the provision. He admitted that 
disallowance of recomputation might entail a: breach of contract on the part of 
the go>�rnment but pointed out that in that event opportunities should be explored 
for review and renegotiation of the issue."" 

Attempts to secure disability benefits and retirement .  credit for reservists 
marke� Ford's early years in the Congress. He was particularly concerned that 
reserVIsts on active duty receive tre;ttment equal to that accorded personnel of 
the regular services. Although resh;tant t? cuts in reserve strength, he has not 
ten<l;ed to regard the reserves as a substitute for an adequate force in being . 
��mg the «?uban missile crisis in 1962, be proposed that reserve call-ups be 
hm1��d t? Air Force and Navy elements, and in 1965 he opposed Presidential 
i:nob1hzatron of the reserYes without congressional endorsement. 

MILITARY COMMITMENT AND OPEIU.TIONS ABBO.&D 

From the outset of his career as a Congressman, Representative Gerald.Ford 
has been a forceful and consistent advocate of a strong U.S. national defense. 
He has supported an active role for the United States abroad, involving close 
working ties with this country's allies and a willingness to confront serious 
challenges to the nation's security whenever and wherever such threats might 
a�ar. In this regard, he has on. a number of occasions criticized the adminill­
trations of Democratic Presidents Truman, Kennedy, and Johnson for. not re­
spondln� ftrm!:v enough in the face of provocations and hostile acts. In 1951. 
durin� the he1ght of the Korean War, he called for the bombing of Com!llnnist 
Chi�a s supply bases and a blockade of the coast.'" He critiCized the withdrawal 

_of vJtRl �pport by the administration of John F. Kennedy in· the abortive 1961. 
Bay of Pigs Invasion of Cnba.10 Four years later In 1965, Representative Ford 
�uged the admlnls'l:ration of Lynd'ln Johnson to crack down on Cuba becanse of 
It�< Rnspected involvement in the Dominican Republic revolt.'" Be also criticized 
the Johnson Administration in 1967 and 1968 for not prosecuting the war in 
Jnrtochina witbRufficient vigor." 

The inauguration of President Nixon in January 1968 marked the beginning 
of nn historic transformation in U.S. foreign policy toward longstanding rivals­
the People's Republic of China and the Soviet Union. This change also involved 
a rearrangement of the country's approach to military commitments and activities 
al•road. A key feature of the so-called Nixon DOctrine has been the Withdrawal 
of n.s. com'hat force� overseas and l!'rf'ater siM-rellance by American allies on 
their own armed forces in the time of Crisis. An important corollary of the Nixon 
D�trlne . and has been U.S. willlngness to provide generous military snpport 
to 1ts alhes in the form of material. assistance and advice. Representative J'ord 

.. t::on�resslonal Record [!lally e!l.l. v. 119, June 22. 1973: H!'i232. 
""ConJn"PBsional Record [!lally ed.l. v. 119. Jan. 31. 1973: H1189. 
"'"Congressional Rf!l'ord, v. 109. May 8, 1963: �073-8074. 
'"Cnngressional Record. v. 97. Jan. 19. 1959: 4!\4 
""Congressional Record. v. 110. Jnne 29, 1964: 15284 
•• New York Times. May 4, 1965 : 21. 

· 

.., Congressional Quarterly Almanac. v. XXIII, 1967: 9.39. 
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bn!< supported the Nixon Doctrine and its provisions, an observation which is 
consistent with his reputation of party adherence on most major policy issues. 

In introilncinJZ Presidt>nt Nixon's l<'ebrunry Hl70 report. to ConJZTess on U.S. 
foreign policy, Representative Ford endorsed those provisions relating to the 
country's military commitments and activities abroad. He stressed that the un­
derlying theme of the Nixon Doctrine was "a willingness to help those who are 
willing to help themselves." " However, the Congrt>ssmnn's statements on the 
Nixon Doctrine have not precisely mirrored those of the current ·Administration. 
It Is possible to detect in his views a difference in degn'e if not. in direction. He ap­
pears, for example, to exhibit greater wariness towards the People's Republic 
of China and the Soviet Union and their international intentions. He nlso appears 
to pla<'e a somewhat grE>ater stress on the need for firm and unwavering U.S. 
support of its allies around the world. Over the years, Representative Ford has 
regularly supported the Mutual ·security Act appropriations and similar legis­
lation providing military grant aid and credit sales to deserving allies. During the 
administration of Dwight Eisenhower be even sought to increase these programs 
to a level higher than that recommended by the Republican leadership."' 

STRATEGIC POLICY AND WEAPON PROGRAMS 

The legislative activities and public statements of Representative Ford during 
his 25 years in Congress have evld!'nced conRistent support for a strong U.S. 
military posture predicated on the strategic doctrine of nuclear deterrence vis­
a-vis the Soviet Union and China and involving reliance on the "trind" concept 
of land·hRsed Intercontinental ballistic missiles, sea-launched missiles, and stra· 
tegic bombers. At the same time, he has advocated the maintenance of strong and 
bnlanced conventional forces nnd nlr defense cnpa.bllltieR. 

For example, during the 1959 debate on Defense appropriations Representative 
Ford nrgued in favor of a mixture of air defense weapons Including various Army 
and Air ForcE> missiles systems then in operation or under development as well 
��� fighter-interceptors· and manned aircraft programs. Declaring that "this air 
defen�>e projn"am Is bigger than any service, bigger than any contractor," Forrl 
oh�erverl that it involved "the national security of our homeland," and he rle· 
plorl'd interservlce rivalry in matters of such national importance. During this 
delmte Ford also expresAed hiH support for aircraft carriers which he deemed 
I'R�>entinl for "small wars such as the Lebanese crisis" of 1958." Since that time, 
Ford haR adhered to the main thrust of theRe positions and has generally sup­
port!'d the development and deployment of most of the major weapon systems 
propoAed by the Defense Department. When the FY 1974 military procurement 
bill waR before the House In July 1973, Ford was ri'Corded aR voting again!<t 
efforts to halt or limit development of snch programs os the CVAN-70 nuclear nlr­
"rnft carriPr nnd the R-1 strntelrtc bomb!'r.•• 

An active supporter of the anti-lmllistic missile ( ABl\1) defense prnj!;ram ... Rett· 
resentatlve Ford argued in 1969 that the ABM program would not hinder 1li�<· 

nrrnnmcnt talks with the Soviet Union and, in fact, might malte a positive con­
tribution to theRe negotiations. He observed that Rhortly after President Johnson 
announced deployment of the Sentinel ABM the Soviets had asked for strategic 
arms limitation talks (SALT) with the United States. "If the United States enters 
into negot.intlons naked," Ford stated during the 1!l69 ABM de.bate, "we will 
come out of these negotiations naked." He compared the ABM decision with Prl's­

ident Truman's decision to proceed with development of the H-bomb despite ob·. 
jections from some m!'mber-R of the srtentific community." The view expressed by 
Ford in 1969 to the effect that continued development of weapon systems furthers 
negotiations with the Soviets in the area of arms control has characterized his 
position on current weapon programs and the ongoing SALT activities. 

During his early years in the Congr!'S!'I, Representative Ford expressed somf'· 
concern over the high cost of defense programs, although In later years he has 
not heen outspoken on this poiflt and has generally opposed efforts to reduce 
military spending. In 1951, Ford addresaed the House on the problem of cost 
cs<'nlation in weaponry and stilted that ""tbe high cost of our military defense 

.., CongrP.Bslonal Record (dally �d.], v. 116. Feb. 18. 1970: B925. 
.., Con�<r•s•ionnl Quarterly A lmannc. v. xlv, 1958: 189. 
"ConJ:TI!I'slonal Record. v. 106. June 2, 1959: 9599-9600. 
.. Con�<resslonnl Record [dally ed.]. v. 119, July 31.1973: B6932. H6950. . 
•• �ew York Time•. Apr . .30, Hl69: 0. Congre•sionnl Qnnrterly Almannc. v. XXII!. Hl67 :· 

31:1. 
"Congressional Record. v. 115. ()et. 2, 1969: 28137-28138. 
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programs should make ·us realize that lnfiation as well as Communist aggression 
is damaging our national security." .. However, in 1952 Ford was one of 11 Re" 
publican members who voted with 120 Democrats in an unsuccesstul etrort to 
defeat an amendment to the FY 1953 defense appropriations blll liJnlting mllitary 
spending to $46 billion." More recently;Ford has repeatedly opposed similar lim· 
itlng amendments, such as the one otrered by Representative Aspin in 1971 and 
another passed by the House in 1973. As on earlier occasions, Ford voted in 1973 
.against the Aspin amendment which would have placed a ceiling on over-all de­
.fense spending.60 

WAB POWERS 

Congressman Gerald Ford has consistently. maintained the position. that the 
·Congress should take a greater role in decisions concerning U.S. involvement 
·in undeclared wars. However, Ford has opposed current proposals which would 
terminate a Presidentially initiated involvement of U.S. forces if Congress takes 
'110 action to approve the Involvement. · 

In 1970,"' 1971."' and 1972 .. Fori! voted with a nearly unanimous House in sup­
'POrt of legislation which would have required the President to consult with the 
"Congress whenever he introduced U.S. troops abroad. In a 1970 House floor 
-statement Ford noted that the proposed resolution would, in etrect, change nothing 
lllnder the Constitution. At that time be also stated that "without hesitation or 
-qualification I know of no Presidents [during his tenure in Congress] who have 
been false or deceptive in the information that has come from the White 
Hou�e.""' In addition, in a 1971 address before an American Legiop convention 
in Pittsburgh, Ford called for legislation stating that any military action begun 
by a President must be approved, altered, or terminated by Congress within 30 
days of its initiation.'"' He did not formally submit such a legislative proposal. to 
which the Administration reportedly was opposed at that time. In ilie 93rd Con· 
gresR. Ford argued 1111d voted against the war powers bill'" reported by the House 
Foreign Atralrs CommitteE>, maintaining that If .. the Congress does not want a 
military confilct continued It "ought to have the guts and will" to vote against the 
action. rather than expres�<lng disapproval by doing nothing. He supported nn 
amE>ndment comparable to t.he legislation he called for in 1971 which would have 
required Congressional action either to approve and authorize continuation of 
U.S. military Involvement ·or to disapprove and require discontinuation of the 
action. 51 When the amendment failed, he voted against final passage of. the war 
powers bill and against approval of the conference report. During debate on 
initial House passaiZf' of the 1M3 war powers act. Ford read a telegram from 
President Nixon which indicated the President's intention to veto the bill as 
reported, while expressing Presidential int!'rest In "appropriate legislation" to 
provide for nn effective contribution by the Congress."" 

GENERAL GOVERNMENT . 

AID TO PRIYATE SCHOOLS (PAROCHIAIDl 

Although a one-time detractor of many F!'deral. aid-t()-education programs, 
Gerald Ford has recently been a staunch supporter of Federal aid, particularly 
by tax credits, to pnrochial education. 

Geralrl Ford did·not support the Fed!'ral Government's earliel' programs of aid 
to elementary and secondary education. HE> voted against the Elementary and· 
Seconrlary Education Act of 196!'i. which included aid to parochial schools, Con�. 
Rec. 6152, 89th Congress, 1st Session 1965. He voted against the 1966 amend- . 
ments, Cong. Rec. 2558R. 89th Con�rress, 2d Session, 1966, and the 1967 amend, 
ments to that act, Cong. Rec. 13899, OOth. Congress, 1st Session, 1967. 

· 

'"Conl!resslonal Rernrd. v. !17. Mar. 13. 1!1�1: 232�. 
•• Co""ressi�nol Qu"•terl.v Weeki:< �•port. Oct. 17. 1!17�: �r . 
"'f'nn-,re•s1nnol Reenrd [llnll.v ell.l. v. 11!1. July 3'. 1973: H691l1. 
n Con(!resslonnl Record, v. 116. part 28. Nov. 16, 11170: 37407-:17408. 
6' Congressional Record [dally ed.], v. 117. Aug. 2.1971; B7620. (Passed by·volce vote 

unfler suspenolnn of tbe rules.) . 
· 

&a Congressional Record [dally ed.]. v. 118, Aug. 14. 1972: B7576 . 
"' Con(!resslonal R•eord. v. 116. part 28. Nov. 16. l!l70: 37403. 

w:.�asblngton Post. July 17, 1971, p. ·A4. Representative Ford Urges Bars to Undeclared 

_
19

�3�ouftJ6s;_tonal Record [dally ed.]. v. 119. July 18, 1973: B6284-B6285, alid Oet. 12, 

" Congressional Record [dally ed.], v. 119, July 18, 1978 : B6256. 
""Congressional Record [daUy ed.], v. 119, July 18, 1973: B62141. 



.. 
In 1969, however, Mr. Ford. supported amendments to the Elementary and 

Secondary Education Act of 1965. Cong. Rec. 10099, 91st Congress, ·1st Session, 
1969. Since that time he has supported such aid to parochial schools. 

In 1973 Gerald Ford introduced three bllls relative to aid for parochial schools. 
Uls bllls, H.R. 1176, H. R. 2989 und H.R. 130'>...0 all provided for tax credits to be 
granted for tuition paid to private nonprofit schools including parochial schools. 
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Although not a vocal supporter of .civil rights, particularly in his early years, 
Mr. Ford is recoroed as voting yea on pa8sage of the Score of major and minor· 
civil rights bills enacted during this period. Not infrei)uently in the early legis­
lative stages, he has registered support for Republican sl>onsored alternative pro­
posals. This is particularly true since election· by his Republican colleagues as 
Minority Leader in the mid-1960's. Although his elevation to the Republican 
Leadersbil> position generallv marks the end of his floor silence on civil rights 
·eoncems, it also coincides with a number of procedural votes, viz., votes to recom­
·mlt, seemlllgly at odds with his ultimate vote to pass the legislation in question. 
Notwithstanding statements explaining these apparent equivocations in proce­
-dural terms, these actions are resented by clvll rights groups. The Wasl\.ingttm 
Post, Thursday, October 18, 1978, at A2. In particular, his position on Fair Hous· 
ing in 1966, and hls backing for the Administration altemative proposals on 
voting rights in 1970 and equal employment opportunity in 1972, are denounced 
·as attempts to "gut ... the final product." Ibid. Neither his apparent switch 
'()n Fair HOUBing nor his ronsistent y�a vote on passage seems to have ef'l'ectively 
altered this image. . . 

· 

In the Immediate post war years, the civil rights dnve focused on ·legislation 
to outlaw the poll tax and to guarantee equal employment opportunity (then 
called fair employment practices). On at least three occasions in the 1940's ·the 
House passed poll tax legislation which went on to die in the Renate. The last 
of these came in 1949, Mr. Ford's first year in the Congress. Of the four roll call 
votes on the measure, Mr. Ford is recorded. a� voting yea on the n1le, on Nln­
Rideratlon and on passage and. nay on the motion to recommit. 95 Con g. Rec. 
10097, 10098. 10247, and 10248 (1949). . 

· · 
Two lesser civll rights related measure!'! were subject to House roll call votes 

tn 1949. On one of these-an unsuccessful effort to recommit the Mllltary Hou�­
lng Act of 1!W9 to ronterence beclluse It did not contain R non-discrimination 
clau��e-Mr. Foro is recorded as not voting. 95 Cong. Rec. 10294 11949). The sec­
ond proposal, a bill to establish a woman's CoaRt Guard reserve waR recommitted 
after the Honse adopted an amendment barling segregation or dlscnminatlon 
because of race, creed, or rotor. Mr. Foro voted yea on the amendment. ll5 Cong. 
Rec. 8806 (1949). There was no record roll call vote on the motion to recommit. 

In 1950, civil rights supporters were successful in hringlng an equal employ­
ment opportunity (FEPC) bill to the House ftoor for the ftrst time. The reported 
bill provided tor a compulsory FEP commission having broad powen; and recourse 
to the rourts tor enforcement. However. on the floor Penn!'lylvania Repuhll('fln 
Samuel K. McConnell .Tr. otrered an amendment substituting- a voluntarv FEPC 
without any enforcement powers. The substitute wa!'l adopted. Mr." Ford voted 
yea to substitute the voluntnry hill, nay on the motion to recommit it, and yea 
on passage. 96 <'An g. Rec. 22!'\3, 2300. 2301 ( 1950). 

In another development. Mr. Ford voted with an overwhelming maiorltv of 
Hour;e Membe� against recommitting the Railway Labor Act Amendments of 

1950 with instructions to insert an anti-discrimination amendment. 96 Cong. 
Rec. 17061 (1951). The motion had been offered by _Mr. Smith of Virginia, an 
acknowledged opponent of the legislation. 

· 

On .Tune 6. 19!'il. Mr. Ford joined 222 Members in killing li. e., Rtrlklne: out the 

enacting claUI'e of) a bill for Mn!>trnM:ion of ll veten�ns'. hospital for Negrnes in 
Virginia. 97 Cong. Rec. 6201 (1951). The measure had been denounced as "class 
legislation" hy Representative!! Dawson and Powell. 

In the interval between 1950 and 195�1n the latter .vear the HouRe began 
laying the foundations of the 1!l57 Civil Ri!!'htR Act-1\lemhers acterl on ('OuntleRR 
civil rights matters, pMncipally Powell 1\mendments which would have banned 
discrimination in a variety of contexts including public housing, publlc schools 
and the National Guard. A great mnny of the!<e proposals were disposed of either 
procedurally or by standing or teller votes. Because of this and the absence of 

'"Tbls report rl�nls with legl•latl.-e ilp,-plonment� in the post Worlrl War II �-""" to 
lmproYe the'pollt!Nll. �ronromlc. and social 'totus <>f 'he Natlon'e black population. Treated 
elaewhere are the related subjects of school d�segregatlon and busing. 
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relevant floor remarks by Mr. Ford, it is virtually impossible to discern his posi­
tion relative thereto. 

On July 23, 1956, the House passed a bill embodying virtually all of the Eisen­
hower Administration's civil rigi.Jts recommendations. In conformity with the 
P�es!dent's 1

.
9�6 S?tte of �he U�ion Message, the biil"created a bipartisan Coru­

I':u�swn on Ci':il Rights to mvestlgnte cllarges th_at "iii some localities . • .  Negro 
.Citizens are bemg deprived of their right to vote and are likewise being suhjected 
�o un_warranted _economic pressure." Additionally, the bill provided some new vot­
mg nghts and Civil rights safeguards and authorized an Assistant Attorney Gen­
eral to head up .a Civil Rights Division in the Department of Justice. Mr. �'ord is 
recorded as votmg nay on a motion to recommit and yea on passage.· 102 Cong. 

Rec. 13998, 13999 ( 1956). 
· 

In 1957, the House considered and pi!Bsed a bill much along the lines of its 1956 
passed measure. The latter had come too late in the session for Senate ·action. In 
all, five roll call votes were taken by the House in connection -with the bill : three 
of these came during consideration of the rule on the bill and on the bill proper· 
two were prompted by virtue of later Senate amendments to the House-pas&ed bill: 
�r. Ford v:oted with the majority in each instance: yea on the resolution to con· 
Slder the bill.; nay on the recommittal motion ; yea on passage: yea on tbe resolu· 
tion to consider the Senate amended version; and, yea to accept the Senate 
amendments. 103 Cong. Rec. 8416,9017,9518, 16112,16112 (1957).· 

. Althoug!t th� focu_s ?f �ctivity in 1957 _was on the groundbreaking general civil 
r�ghts legtslabon, CiVil nghts proponents continued their efforts to attach anti· 
segregation riders to other measures. For example, during House consideration of 
the. Labor-HEW _appropriatio�s bills, a pair of amendments were offered to pro­
hibit, use o_f _hospital constructwn funds for hospitals that segregate patients. Mr. 
F

_
ord s POSition ?n these proposed amendments is not docume:ated in the Cnngre�­

swnaZ Recor� smce one was ruled out of order and the -other was defeated by a 
70-123 standing vote. Congress and the Nation, BUpra, at page 1624. 

A year later the Congress placed the Civil Rights Commission on a more solid 
financial footing. A committee amendment to the .General Government appropria­
tion bill for tlscal

_
1959 authorized $750,000 as the Commtssioo's first regular a, .. 

propriation. Prev10usly the Commission had been operating on an allocation of 
$200,000 from the President's Emergency Fund. Mr. Ford voted yea on the amend· 
ment. 104 Cong. Rec. 5987 (1958). 

The House_ took action on at least three civil rights-related measures in 1959. 
However, none of these appear to have been subjects to a roll call v6te. 

As In 1957, the bill enacted in 1960 was based on Administration proposals As 
modified in both the House and the Senate, the Jegielation authorized jlldtle� to 
nppoin_t referees to help Negroes register and vote. It also provided criminal 
penalties for bombing and bQmb threats and mob action designed to obstruct 
court orders. Mr. Ford Is recorded .as not voting on the resolution to consider the 
bill, nay on the motion to recommit, and yea on piiBBage. 106 Cong. Ree. 5198, 6611, 
6512 (1960). He subsequently voted to accept the bill as amended by the Senate. 
106 Cong. Rec. 8507 (1960). 

0� August 27, 1962 the House approved a propoeed.,coostitutional amendment 
barnn� -pa:v;ment of a poll tax as a qualitlcat.ion far voting in fedeml elections 
and pnmaries. Mr. Ford voted yea on the resolution which became the 24tb 
Amendment when finally ratified by the required 38 states in 1964 108 Cong Rec 
17670 (1962). 

. . . . 
Following a wave of protests which· produced a "domestic crisis" in 19fl3 

:President �nnedy submitted new far reaching legislation. Congress spent � 
greater port.1on of �he year on he!llings and other preliminary action which paved 
the way for POB8ible passage m 1004 of the Administration propoeal which 
covered voting rights. school desegregation, fair employment under federal 
�nt.�c�s, access to pu�lic a�mmodations, and the use of federal funds without 
discnmmation. Republicans m the House offered their own omnibus civil rights 
proposal, S?me of whose provisions-for example, so-called Title III which pro­
f'O��d to �nve the Justice Department wide powers to combat civil rights depri­
vation�went beyond the Administration's request. The bill elicited Mr. Ford'� 
support. m what appears to be a '!long his first floor remarks on the general subject. 
He expressed regret that CoiD.Dlltb:>e work had made it impossible "to participate 
in !his �oo;, diSCUI!sio!l on tl�, Ho_nse Republican proposnlR for hetter civil ri!!'htS 
leg!slation. He :ontmued:. If it were not for this demanding responsibility 
involving our national secunty I would have actively participated iii this debate. 



1 vcn'lt :t 1'140'fl rl� known. hnwPVPr. thnt. 1 flo fnvor nction takt>n hy RPp�hlil'fln 
111pmh40'rs of tllf: HonsP ('ommittee on tlw .Tudicinry. I fully endorse thetr con­
sJrHt·tivP efforts to of(Pr :<<lUIItl proposals in this a)"{'ll." 109 Con!!.' .

. 
�e<' • •  1573 

11003). The Repuhlican hill additionnlly_ called for·:: permanent C1vll R1ghts 
f'.•mmi�:.,:ion. eqnal �·mplo.>mPnt q>portnmty, school a1d to th(' states, nnd pre­
�nmi ng !itl'rRC·y for voting purposes for nil persons who completed at least. the 
>'ixth lr!'atle of eduC'ntion. 

· 
· . . 

To�ard the end of 100::!. the House approved a Senate onl'-yenr ntler to a 
minor Honse-pnsS(>d hill extending the Commission on Civil Rights. l\�r. l<'ord 
>Ot.Pd Y40>a to aC'cept the SPnn te n mended bill. lOQ Con g. Rec. 18863 ( lllf·3). 

In early 1004, following more than a We40'k of dehate, the House passed a hrond 
g-anged civil rights hill. Mr. Ford voted yea on pnssnge. 110 C�ng. Rec. 2804 

11004). Some of the House-paSS('{] provisions. particularly the pubhc �ccommoda­
tions und fair employment sections, were viewed by Sf'n!ltors a� gmng too far. 
AI'Cordingly. the �nnte leadership in C'Onsultation with f:be Jushce Department 
c·nme up with a suhstitltte which pln<'ed greater emphns1s on attempts t� work 
ont the problems by lo<'.alugencies before the Justiee DPP::trtment t.ook n_ction. To 
nvoid anv further complications. the House accepted the Senllte substitute and 
St>nt it to the President. Ci>il Ri!!.'hts Act of 1964. Public Law �2. 78 Stat. 
241 (1004). l\lr. Ford \"Oted yro on th•� reEolutlon to concur in the Senate nmend-
lllPnts. 110 Con�. Re<'. 1il89'i (1964). . 

Congre!<s in i965 responned to a serieR of Negro demonstrations ngaim:t vohng 
11iso:·riminutlon in the Routh hy passing t.hP lnndmark Voting Rights Act of 1965, 

Puhlic Law 89--110. 7!l Stnt. 43i (19fi5). The Al't. based on a proposal suhmitted 
to congres!l by P)"{'sidf'nt .Johm<on on l\fnrch. 17 n.nd sifBed !nto Ia'! August 6 

rPp)"{'!Wnted R <'omplett> hrenk with recent votmg �1ghts ,aws m thnt 1t provided 
r .. r direct federnl a<'tion to enable Negroes to reg�ster and vote, rather than the 

•. a,.,..hv-C'n�e appronch. . 
The

.
lf'gislation Rn�ndetl the uAe of literR<'Y te�;ts or similar v�ter qnnhflc�tion 

,J .. vic-es and nnthoriTRcl the np!>OintmPnt of ff'd40'rnl voting exammers to regtster 
'\•·�'l"'<'A in Frtutp� and <'OUnties in which voter R<'tivity

_ 
had !allen hel.ow certain 

""'''·ified lev!' Is. ThP IP!!isla tion brought the federal reg�.st�tw_n mnchmery a�tto­
mnli<'RIIv to hf'ar on Rix Southern stntes. Alaska, 28 counties m North Carohna, 
thr..e c·ounties In Arizona und one county in Idaho. . 

111 th < • IIonsP. dt•h:lt<' t·••nt<>rPtl 011 nn ntt0mpt hy R�>puhli<'nns to suh�t1tnte �h!'ir 
uwn hill fllr thP A<lminil'trntlon m!'a�nre. }'or a whilf'. the RepuhllC'an suhstitnte 
'"'I'PIIred to hnve n ;:-ood dmrwe of 1!-doptlon, hu� i� l()f>t �me .support when .�e�re­
><�•ntntlve Tnl'k and others ff'll lwhmd the A<lm1m stratwn bJll as the l�s oh]ec­
rionnble" of the two hill!<. The House then rejected the Republlmn Auhshtnte and 
approvt•d t.hP A<lministrntlon hltl. Al thnu;rh r!'jet.•tion of the substitute came o� a 
lf;fl-21!i tPIIPr vot<•. 1\fr. Forti'!< pof'itinn is <·IPnr Aince l1P and Rt'pre!<entlttlve 

�IC'Cnlloch w!'re Its r.hl<:>f sponsors. DeRCrihlnJ!,' th<:> hill 1\!'1 "l'omprehensive: expe­

<liliHn!'l 1\nd fuir." he snhmittPd a IPngthy statl'ment describing its pnncipal 
t••rr11s nntl r.ornrmring it with the Administration m<:>aRure. 111 ConJ!,'. Rec. 6S!)l­

ns!l2
. 

f19fl5i. �«>P n!Ro 111 Con.c-. RPI'. 1570!l--l!'i710. 111213-16214. 1621R. Hl2�0 

, l!lfl!i). Durin;! thl' <lPhnt!' Mr. Ford Yoterl in support of Repl'Pf<entative Crl\'!l�r s 
:•m•·rulml'nt mnkin� It n rrime to en�nc:e in certain vote frauds such nR 1!1Vllll; 

fal�r· in formn tion to fed40'rnl reJrlstrars. 111 Cong. Rec. 16280 (19M). In nll, Mr. 
Fori! vot.Ptl �·en on the rpsolntion to !'onsider the hlil, yea on th e CrnmPr :11_"P1HI­
,,.11t, nRv on Rog.�s· nmPnflrnPnt lr<' li�ttn� prof'ednrps). nar. on the G1lber;t 
, mPnclme'nt 1 rl' 6th grndP literncy prN,umption). yen on the mot10n to recomm1t 
nnrl report hHdl the Jrortl-:\fr.Cnlloch hill. nntl yea on pas!<llge. 111 �ong. Rec. 
1:0!:4::!, 1fl2Rl. lfl2R2. 162R:.?. HI2R!i. HI2S!'i 11005). l!nrin!!.' r.onl"ideratHlll of the 
:-: .. nntf'-JonssNl fmhstltute. l\lr. Ford eX)IreBSetl the hehef that the House. f"onferees 
l!ntl C"ivPn np too much J!,'l'Onnd nnd acceptPd "a wpnl1<:>r hill thnn thnt wh1ch passed 
tlu' Houl"e on .July!)." 111 Cong. Rec .. l!U!l7-1M98 (1965). ACI'ordingly he voted 
tn r"l'ommit. the conferenC'e report. 111 Con g. Rec. 19200 (19{l.'\). When the recom­
mittal motinn wns defPnted. 1\lr. Ford voted to accept the conference report. 111 

Con!!. RPC'.l!l701 11965). · 
AJ�o in 19f•'i. the Hon�e took np a hill to strengthen nnfl hroader the NplRI 

or•portnnity provi�ions f'f the 1004 Civil �ight.s A;�t. The bill, supported by c�vll 
ri�rhts gronpR "but not the Administration m 1005. waR schedulell for floor act1on 

in· October. However, action was put off until the second session. The House took 
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one roll call vote on the issue before postponing action. On September 13, by a 
259--121 roll call, the House adopted an open rule for floor action. Mr. Ford 
joined the majority. 111 Cong. Rec. 23607 (1965). In 1966, he joined the majority 
in vot111g yea on passage: 112 Cong. Rec. 9153 (1006). The �enate did not take 
any action on the bill. 

Far and uway the must significant actions in 1966 come in connection with,. 
House pnssag<:> of the Administration eivil rights bill. The bill's most notable­
feature-the open housing provision-provoked a storm of controversy. Other 
important provisions included safeguards against discrimination in the selec­
tion of federal and state jurors, authority for the Attorney General to initiate· 
desegregation suits and protected civil rights workers. The House added a num-. 
ber of other provisions including a prohibition against interstate. commerce· 
travel for the purpose of inciting to riot. The bill was passed by the House on, 
August 9 on a 259--157 roll .call vote. The Republican leadership noted for recom­
mital of the hill and also for passage, with the exception of Rep�:eseutative Poff, 
secretary of the House Republican Conference, who voted for recommittal and. 
against passage. Mr. Ford urged support for the motion to recommit explaining 
that the debate had re'l'ealed a "great uncertainty us to the construction of the­

various provisions in Title IV. There have been many. mimy interpretations of the 
several provisions. There are many ambiguities involved in this very contro­
versial area. We know there is some douht-I say some doubt-in the minds of 
good lnwyers as to the constitutionality of this titl40' .... When we add up aU 
of the problems, it seems to me that we would be far wiser to send this title back. 
to the Committee on the Judiciary for further consideration. I so urge such: 
action." 112 Cong. Rec. 18397 (1966). See earlier statement regarding "misuse,. 
or irregular use of the 21-day rule ." 112 Cong. Rec. 16837 (1966). 1\Ir. Ford's 
votes included nay on the resolution to consider the bill; nay on the Mathias· 
amendment (rereal estate brokers to follow discriminatory instructions of their 
princi11RI); yea on the Cramer amendment (anti-riot provisions); yea on Whit­
ener amendment (re complaint having to be in writing); yea on the recommittal 
motion; and yea on passage. 112 Cong. Rec. 10839, 1873i. 1873i, 19738, 18739: 
l!'i39 (1966). . 

Con�:reRs >oted in 1967 to extend th40' life of the Ci>il Rights Commission for 
an Additional five years. Mr. Ford voted yea on passage. 113 Cong. Rec. 18280' 
(196i). 

The House on Aug1lst 16. 196i by a 3:!i-!l3 roll call vote passed a bill to pro, 
teet perRons exercising or urging others t.o exercise certain federally proteCted 
rights. The legislation was intended to curb violence directed at Negroes and 
civil rights workers in the Sonth. lllr. Ford voted yea on the resolution to 
consider the bill and on its adoption. A year later, this bill formed the basis of 
whnt became the Civil Rights Act of 1968, Public Law 90-284, 82 Stat. 73 (1968). 
To the civil rights criminal safeguards, passed by the House, the Senate added 
a fair housing title, antiriot pro,·isions. nnd a hPvy of Indian rights safeguards. 
In the House, a controversy broke ont on whether the House should send the 
hill to conference or should accept the Senate version without change. Demo­
cratic leaders decided on the latter course and proposed a resolution to accept 
the S40>nate amendments. "Republicans were di>ided on the procedure for han­
dling the bill. Minority Leader Gerald R. Ford (R. Mich.) argued that it sbould 
be SPnt to conference because the House had no opport.unity to consider most of 
its provisions. (Open housing had pnssed the Hou!.'e in the previous Congress. 
not the 1967-68 90th Congr!'ss\. Mr. Ford, who had opposed open housing legisla­
tion in 1966, publicly expressed support for the principle of open housing for 
the first time 1\larch 14 but indicated that he would like a broader exemption 
for �<ingle-famil:r houses. He rejected the pleas of two Republican presidential 
candidates, Richard M. Nixon and Gov. Nelson A. Rockefeller (N.Y.), to ac­
cept the Henate version." Congress an.d the Nati-on 1965--1968. at page S82. 

After some delay. the RuiPR Committee turned hack a motion to send a bill 
to conference and approvPd th<:> resolution !'ending it to the floor. During consid· 
!'ration of the bill, Mr. Ford urged that it hi' sent to conference following "the 
timP-testetl principles of parliamentary procedure." adding, however, that he 
only spoke for himself. 114 Cong. Rec. 9609-9613 (1968). The House accepted the 
Senate amendments by a 250-172 roll call vote. Mr. Ford voted nay on the motion 
on the previous question and yen on the r40'solntion to ngree to the Senate aml'IHl· 
ments. 114 ConJ!,'. Rec. 9620. 0020 (196�\ . 

Tn 1969. the Honse consldere<l a hill PXtPntling the Yotlng Rights Act. of 196:l 
for n n  additional five years. The extPnsion hnd hePn recommended by the Civil 

.. 



,. 
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Rights Commission and endorsed by President Johnson In his final State of th& 
Union Message. Both the Commission and the President felt that this step was 
nece8sary in order to solidify the gains already made and insure.permanent re" 
moval of obstacles to voting rights. See 115 Cong. Rec. H275 (daily ed. January 
14, 1959). Under the terms of the Act, states and counties automatically covered 
would. he free after August 6, 1970, to petition a three-judge district court i!\ 
the District of Columbia for an order permitting thew to rein�tate their own. 

requirements including heretofore suspended literacy tests.· Since all such· t�Jsts� 
had been suspended during· the preceding five years, the court order seewed: 
assured. 

During Honse consideration of the simple 5-year extension reported by the. 
Judiciary Committee, Mr. Ford offered an amendment in .the nature of a RHIJ-. 
stltute on behalf of the Administration. 115 Cong. Rec. 38511-38512 (196fl). The. 
substitute called for a nationwide ban on literacy tests rather than the selective. 
and largely regional ban Imposed by the 1965 Act. Much more controversial, 
however, was a provision calling for elimination of the requirement that states. 
covered by the law had to clear new or changed voting laws or procedU:res with 
the Attorney General. Instead the Administration proposal would have requled, 
the Justice Department to file a suit to abate the discriminatory law. Other· rec­
ommended changes contained in the Ford-backed proposal included authority for·-

. . the Attorney General to assign voting examiners and obseners and creation of a 
Presidential commission to study voting discrimination and corrupt voting prac-.. 
tices. On December 11, 1969, the House voted 208--203 to accept the substitute for­
the reported bill. The vote to pass the bill thus amended was 284-,.1'19. Mr. Ford,; 
voted yea on both roll calls. 115 Cong. Ree. 38535, 38.''i36 (1969). The hill returned 
to the House by the Senate bore little resemblance to the Honse.passed version .. 
In addition to the 5-year extension of the 1965 Act, the Senate had added provi­
slons.lowering the voting age to 18, establishing a 39-day duratlonal re�idence re-. 
quirement for voting for President and Vice President, suspending literacy tests 
in all states until August 6, 1975, and establishing an alternative triggering for-. 
mula based on the 1968 presidential election. During debate on accepting the­
Senate version of the bill and sending it to the President or rejecting it, thereby· 

·sending. it to conference, Mr. Ford questioned the constitutionalit�- of the vc.ting· 
age provision. Asserting personal support for the 18 year old vote. he cited various .. 
legal. schools who felt that it could only be accomplished by com;titutional amPnd­
ment. 115 Cong. Rec. 20196--20197 (1965). The vote to recommit the Senate bill, 
was defeated by a vote of 224-183. The hill was passed hy a vote of 272-132.� 
Mr. Ford voted yea and yea respectfully. 115 Cong, .Rec. 38535. 38!136 (1969). 

· Tbe Voting Rights Acts Amendments of 1970, Public Law 91-2811, 84 Stat. 314· 
(1970). 

In 1970 Mr. Ford voted yea on a bill authorizing annual appropriations of· 
$3,400.000 for the Commission on Civil Rights through January 31, 1973. 116 Cong •. 

Rec. 37360 (1970). The action came under suspension of the rules. 
Because of the Supreme Court's ruling restricting the 18 year old votes feature .. 

of the 1970 Act to federal elections, the Congress passed a resolution proposing a 
. constitutional amendment universally lowering the voting age to 18. Mr. Ford· 

voted yea on the resolution which became the 26th Amendment when. finally rati· 
lied hy the required 38 states in July, 1971. 117 C'ong. Rec. 7569 (1971). 

In 1971-1972 the House renewed efforts it bE>gan in 1965, supra, to strengthen. 
and broaden coverage of the equal employment opportunity provisions of the 1964 
Olvil Rights Act. In many respects, the course of this legislation followed·the pat-. 

·tern of the·1970 Voting Rights Act AmendmE>nts, that is, civil rights supporters. 
where frustrated in the House by adoption of an allegedly weaker Administration· 
bill, but were somewhat mollified by Senate passage of a "stronger" bill which-

- ultimately prevailed. . . 
The Committee's recommended measure, generally supported by civil right& 

groups. would have given the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. 
(EEOC) the power to Issue cease-nnd-desist powers. Instead, the House approved· 

the Erlenborn Administration-bncked substitute which granted the EEOC the 
)lOwer to bring suits In the federal courts to enforce federal Jaws against· job dis-. 
crimination. The bills differed in n numbPr of other respects, bat it was this dif­
ference in enforcement that constituted the prime source of contention. Mr. Ford· 
supported the Erlenborn proposal on grounds that the courts- were tbe proper 
forum for the eettlement of human rights. 117 Cong. Rec. 32691" (1971·)- Accord-. 
ingly., Mr. Ford voted yea ou the substitution of the Erlenborn bill, nay on the re-. 
comnlltal motion, and yea on passage. 117 Cong. Rec. 82111, 3i!l-11; 3211� (197lk 
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The Senate-passed measure-a "stronger" proposal than that adopted by the 
House, IJut somewhat short of that desired by civil rights groups-was accepted 
IJy the conferees and, in turn, by the House and Senate. Mr. Ford voted yea to 
accept the conference report. See Legislative History of the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Act of 1972 [Co=ittee Print], Senate Labor Subcommittee, 92d 
Cong., !!d Sess., November 1972, at 1872-73. · 

In a pair of minor bills, Mr. Ford voted yea on extending the life of the Civil 
Right� Commission for five years and five months, authorizing funds for its opera• 
tioll,;, and adding sex discrimination to its jurisdiction, and yea on a proposal to 
re<1uire questions of race and occupation to be answered by persons filling out 
federul juror's qualification forms. The latter was to assure non-discrimination 
in the selection of jurors. See 1972 OongreslliomU Quarterly Almanao at pages 26H 
l\"o. 82) and 12H (No. 36-jo.. 

CONGP.ESSIONAL AND ELECTION ETHICS 

Mr. Ford has supported legislation to guarantee full and accurate reporting 
<>f political contributions and expenditures for candidates to Federal <>ffice; and 
be has also supported efforts to establish guidelines for the official conduct of 
Members of Congress imd the Supreme Court . 

From the mid-sixties Mr. Ford introduced and/or worked for Republican-spon­
sored election reform legislation. He supported and voted in favor of the Federal 
Campaign Act of 1971. In a statement in support of the President's proposal for 
a bipartisan Commission on Federal Election Reform, Mr. Ford stated : "Clearly 
the Federal Campaign Act of 1971 needs improvement in the light of experi­
ence . . • •  I have always felt that timely disclosure before election day Is a better 
way to ensure clean campaigns than the most severe punishment afterwards." 
(Cong. Rec., [Daily Ed.], v. 119,l\lay 16, 1973: H3698) 

Jn the late sixties 1\lr. Ford favored the creation of a House ethics committee, 
voting for the creation of the House Select Committee on Standards and Conduct 
in late 1966. Early in 1967 he sponsored a resolution calling for the creation of 
a select Committee on Standards and Conduct. Later that year be voted for the 
Honse resolution that created a standing Committee on Standards of Official Con­
duet. In lOOR he supported thE' resolution which continued this committee as a 
p!'rm11nent standing committee of the House; established a ·code of conduct for 
MembPrs, officers, and employees of the House; and provided for limited financial 
disclosure. · · 

Although Mr. Ford has never gone beyond the House Rules in disclosing his 
bu�iness and financial transactions, he has stated that as a Vice Presidential 
nominee he will completely disclose his financial status. (Grand Rapid8 J>r.e88, 
Oct. 14, 1973, pp. 1A and 3A). Previously, according to the Nader Congress Proj­
ect report on }'ord, he stated that he saw "no reason to make his entire income 
public." He is further quoted by the Projects' interviewer," I don't think a Mem­
ber of Congress ought to be treated any differently than other citizens in this 
rP!!IIrd. I honestly believe the people here [in Congress] have a higher degree of 
intP!;rity than any group I have ever worked with." 

"I have lived up to the law," he said about disclosing his income. "I think that's 
the responsibility I have." 

:\fr. Ford told the Nader interviewer that he has an open-door policy in his 
offir·e. and he said "I think it is my responsibility to listen to all grouJ)8-labor, 
hu>:iuess, professionals--anybody has �ess to an interview with me." In 1968 
Mr. Ford was made a directot of a bank in Grand Rapids. He received criticism 
for accepting the position and resigned. "I don't think it was a conflict of in­
terest," he told the Nader Project, "but It wasn't worth It . .. if the people thOU!!:ht 
it was. I resigned before I ever attended a board meeting." According to the 
Nader report on him, Mr. Ford was, in 1972, serving as director of a small label 
mmmfacturing company in Grand Rapids and attends board meetings every two 
months. The company has no Federal business. Therefore, Mr. Ford believes his 
role there does not conflict with his role as Representative. (Nader Congress 
R�>port on Ford) 

In .T:muary 1967. during the Adam Clayton Powell seating controversy, 1\lr. 
Ford offered the resolution which referred to a special committee the question 
of Congressman Powell's right to his seat in the 90th Congress. ( Cong. Rec., 
"· 113, .January 10, 1967: 24) Mr .. Ford initially supported the committee's rec­
ommendation that Congressman Powell be seated, censured, and fined; but hav­
ing h�>en on the losing side in this matter, he switched on the final vote In :favor 
of exduding Powell from the .90th Congress. _(Cong. Rec. v. 113, March 1, 1007: 
!'iO�O. 5036-5039) 
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In April 1970, Mr. Ford Initiated efforts for the impeachment by the House of 
Su!lreme Court Justice William 0. Douglas. ( See separate profile of Mr. Ford's 

philosophy on impeachment). 

THE DISTBIOT OF OOLU:U:BIA 

Home .Rule: Representative Gerald Ford made his first public statement on 
the issue of home rule for the District of Columbia In 1965. In the course of 
floor debate In that year on the Johnson Administration's ·home rule bill, H.R. 
4644, Mr. Ford presented two minimum conditions for hill support of home rule: 
1) that elections be nonpartisan in character, and 2) that the budget for the 
District of Columbia be subject to review and approval by the full House and 
Senate and their respective Appropriations Commi-ttees (Cong. Rec., v. 111, 
S�tember 27, 29, 1965: H25183-25184, 25424). In 1965 Ford voted against the 
SJI'k amendment (charter commission) to H.R. 4644, then voted for the final 

bill, as amended, which passed the Honse overwhelmingly. 
Mr. Ford did not speak out again on the home rule Issue nnW the debate on 

H.R. 9682 (Democratic House leadership home rule bill) on October 10 1978 
On that. occasion Mr. Ford said that "local District of Columbia judges :Would 
� nppomted by the President" (Cong. Bee. [Dally Ed.], v. 119, October 10, 
1973: H8822). An amendment to this e1rect carried. Ford also voted for an 
�uccessful amendment to make the local chief of pollee a presidential aP­

pomtee. On the final vote for passage of H.R. 9682, Ford voted in the affirmative. 
It Is worth noting that H.R. 9682, as finally amended, contains the two qnallllca­
tlons F�rd had stated in 1965 as being minimal for hill support. 

J?illtnct .Representation: In a floor statement in 1970 on the question of pro­
viding for non-voting District Delegate representation in the House, Mr. Ford 
argued that such a �tep ought to be taken without delay. Ford subsequently 
'I"Ot� _against a�en�mg the bill (H.R. 18725) which would have inserted a 
J>ro:nswu for n ���tra·t Delegate iu the Senate as well. Ford argued that a non­
\"otmg Jlelegllte m the- Honse was •·conRt.itutionally correct." and supported by 
··precedent fCong: Rec .. v. 116. Au,�:�:ust 10, 1970: H28060). The Delegate blll 
!•Us>ed o\·erwlwlunngly, uud Hince 1911 the District has had a non-voting Delegate 
111 f he Honse. 

Th� C<>J?gre.Hsional Ree�rd d'?"s _not reveal l\Ir: Ford's position on ·amending 
th .. Com<tltutwn. to JlrovJde D1�tr1ct of Columbia preRident.ial electQrR (23rd 
Amendment .. ra�1tled 1001) or proposal A to provide, by Constitutional amend­
ment, till" lhstnct of Columbia voting re)lre�Wnt!ation in the Honse and Senate. 

ELECTION CAMPAIGN REFORM 

The m�>l<t slgniftcan� piece of legislation concerning campaign reform tl.Jat was 
t:nnC"t<'d mto lnw <lurmg Congressman Ford'� tenure in office was the Federal EI!'Ction Campaign Act of 1971. Congressman Ford spoke in favor of this measure (Cong. Record H97, 1/19/72) and voted for Its passage (Cong Rec H99 1/19/72). This position by the Congressman wns consistent with ius p�vlou� n<"tions and statements calling for reform of campaign procedures and financing In 1963 Congressman Ford voted In favor of suspension of the equal tim� provision for Presidential and Vice Presidential candidates during the 1964 PreRidentlal cnmpnlgn (109 Cong. Rec. 11195). During the debate in the House 
on the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 the Congressman ilpoke against 
the repeal of t�e equal time provision for Presidential, Vice Presidential and Senatorial candidates only (117 Cong. Rec. 43149). However, he supported and 'I"Oted for the repeal of the equal time provision for all candidates to Federal elective office (117 Cong. Rec. 43149, 43167). 

As to campaign reform in general, the Congressman stated on August 1 1966 · 
"Mr. Speaker, the genuine interest and strong support for a fair and w�rkabl� 
election. reform law which exists thronghout the Nation is seen in the editorial 
expressiOns of our most thoughtful and objective newspapers." (112 Cong. Rec. 
17790-91). The Congressman then placed in the Record newspaper articles 

. cnlllng for reform of the campaign financing system. 
In 1971 Congressman Ford made a statement in favor of prohibiting the exten­

sion of unsecured credit to political candidates by federally regulated corpora­
tions. � 117 Con g. Rec. 31321). During the debate on the 1971 Federal Election 
Campaign Act, the Congressman voted against the Hanson amendment which 
allowed corporations and labor unions to establish voluntary, segregated political 
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·funds. (117 Cong. Rec. 43391). The Congressman, however, voted in favor of the· 
entire House campaign bill which contained this provision. (117 Cong. Rec. 43416). 

In 1972 the Congressman spoke in favor of H.R. 15276 (92d Cong., 2d Session) 
which exempted corporations and lahor unions from the prohibitions of 18 U.S.C. 
611, allowing these organizations to establish voluntary, segregated funds for 
political purposes even though theY- IUD,Y _bnve government contmcts. The Con-

. gressman stated: " ... I am. con:vtneed: thl� l�lation is J�OOd .. 1eg!!!Iation, and I 
m:'ge the Members on both Sides of the aisle tp�te.for lt."' -: ' · ' ' · 

(Cong. Rec. H8960. 10/2/72); Congressman Ferd v'eted a�liJSt the measure, 
however, because of his provious position that public"'� should be held 

' on proposed amei)dments to the Federal Election Oampal.gn; Act of 1971. (Cong. 
Rec. H8963, 16/2/72). . . ' ·•. 

As to the public financing of campaigns; Congressman-'Ford'voted In favor of 
· the 'income tax checkoff provisions for payments to t!ie Presidential Election 

Campaign Fund as originally passed in 1966. (112 Cong. :Rec. 28255). In 1971 
the CQngressman also voted in fa'l"or of the checkoff fl"li" the· Presidential Election 
Campaign Fund as pro'l"ided for in H.R. 10047, the ReTenue ·Act of 1971. (117 
Cong. Rec. 45871) . · 

Additionally, the Congressman cosponsored various bills in the 92d Congres�. 2d 
Se�sion deallng with- campaign ethics and campaign refonil: (H.R. 6111. H.R. 
6112, H.R. 6113, H:R. 6114 [117 Cong. Rec. 6779]; H.R. 5089, H.R. 6002, H.R. 
5095 [117 Cong. Rec. 3877]). 

ELECTION REFORM· 
Direct ekotwn of the president and the vfu6 preside'IU 

Congressman Ford has long supported direct eh!ction of the President o.nd 
. Vice· President. He has indicated willingness to support several different pro­

posals to modify the existing Electoral College system, albeit he has consistent· 
Iy voiced preference for direct, popular election. 

On February 21, 1968, Congressman Ford noted : "I feel very strongly that 
it is better th11t the will of the people, as expressed in November, be the decision 
as to the im1h•idua1 �-ho slumld he> President rather th��� fn:- the :rl<>Psr of 
Representati•es to he callPd upon to make that decision in January of next year, 
1969." (114 Cong .. Rec. 369il. The Congressman was referring to the possibility 
that neither major-party candidate would garner enough Electoral College 
votes, because of the third-party candida!!Y of Mr. Wallace, to avoid having 
the outcome of the election postponed until 'ilectded by .the House of Representa­
tives.) Then, on September 16, 1969, the Congressman explained, "The con­
cern I had was that under the present method of selecting the President of 
this country, the world a-t large might well liave been faced with the prospect of 
ourselves not knowing who the next President of the United States 'would be 
from November to January 20. The uncertainty, In niy judgment, would have 

. been h'nrmful to the United States and detrimental to the world at large." 
(115 Cong. Record 25616). And, on September 30, 1969, it was observed: "Ap­
proximately ten days ago we had the overwhelming vote in the House of Rep;. 
resentatives for the direct or popular method of selecting the President of the· 
United States. If IDY recollection Is correct, over 80 percent of all Members sup­
ported the-committee's recomiDendation and further, if my memory is accurate, 

- 80 percent of the Members on the Democratic side supported it, and 85 pereent of 
the Members on our side of the aisle supported the direct method of choosing 

; a President .. . Again, Mr. Speaker, I say that 1 hope the Senate will respond, 
and I trust that th� necessary three-fourths of the States will do likewise." At 
Tn:rious times, the Congressman has proposed amending the Constitution to pro- . 
vide for flirect election of the President anfl Ylce President. For example, see 
H.J. Res. 924, submitted October 13, 1971 (117 cOng; Rec. 86081). 

NatiOflwide pr61idential primaries 

.. 

Congressman Ford has favored direct, populB.r nomination of presidential 
candidates . 

Speaking In· favor of n constitutional amendment be proposed on April 12. 
1972, Congressman Ford noted: "After observing the antics of presidential hope­
fuls In the variolJ!! State primaries this year, I feel we. should put an end to this · · 
chaotic situation by having one same-day primary througl!put the Nation. Unlike 
the present primaries, the national primary I proposed would decide something: 
It would, with a runoff if necessary, give us our presidential candidates." Under· 
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the proposal, " ... political parties would continue to nominate the vice pres­idential candidate!! and to adopt party platforms." (118 Cong. Rec. H3018-19). 
· (:;ee also: Elechon Campaign Reform. p.ll7] · 

IMPEACHMENT 

R.ep. Ford's position on the suQject of impeachment was most clearly stated durmg the 1!-ttem�t by the House of Representatives to impeach Associate Supreme Court Justice WIUia� 0. Douglas in 1970. Ford was a principal participant in �at effort. At the tune .Ford stat�d: "What, then, is an impeachable offense? 'I he only honest answer I� that an 
.
unpeachable offense is whatever a majority of �e .House of Representatives considers to be at a given moment in historv ; con­

VIch�>n results from whatever offense or offenses two-thirds of -the other uody 
considers to be sufficiently serious to require removal of the accused from office " 
(Oong. Rec. [Daily Ed.], v. 116, April15, 1970: H 11913) .. 

The constitutional issue in the Douglas case concerned Article III Section One of the Constitution wh�cb states : "The judges, both of the Supreme' and inferior Courts, shall hold their offices during good behavior " and Article II Section Four which states: "The President, Vice President, �nd all civil office�s of the United States, shall ·be removed from office on impeachment for, and conviction of, treason, b';fbery, or otber high crimes and misdemeanors." The relationship 
of these proVIBions bas been the subject of controversy in every· impeachment 
proceeding bron�ht against a �ederal judge and was not resolved in this instance. A House JudiCiary subcomnuttee ruled that evidence presented. by Ford and 
others was not adequate to impeach Douglas . . 

··In arguing the Constitutional grounds for impeaching Douglas Ford stated. "No conensus e:rlsts as to whether. In the case of Federal judges impeach: ment:must depend �pon conviction of·one of the two sPecified crimes 
'
of treason or bribery or be Within the nebulous category of 'other high crimes and m•� demeanors.' " . . ..,. 

" ... impeac�ment resembles a regular crimi�al indictment and trial but it is not the same thmg. It relates solely to the acctlsed 's right to bold civil office . not to the many other rights which are his as a citizen and which protect him 'in a court of law. By pointedly avoiding any immunity an accused ID'lgbt claim under the double jeopardy principle, the framers of the Constitution clearly establlsbed tbat ·impeachment is a unique political device, designed explicitly to dlsl from public office those who are patently unfit for it, but cannot otbern1sodgee b promptly removed." · e 
"The President and Vice President, and all persons holding office at the pleasure of the President, can be thrown.out of office by the voters at least every 4 years. To remove ·them in Inidterm-It bas been tried only twice and never done-would indeed require crimes of the magnitude of treason and briber .. (Cong. Rec. [Daily Ed.], v. 116, April15, 1970: Hl1913) 

y. 

LOBBYING 

· Rep. Ford bas bad little to say publicly about lobbying, either about reform of ·.the present statutes, or about his personal relationsWp and response to speci 1 interest groups. A survey of the Oongresaional Record revealed that· Ford b:s not supported efforts to close some of the so-called "loop-boles" iii tbe 19!!6 ,Regulation of Lobbying Act, the prineipal target of most lobby reform measures. He � 
.. 

mid that be feels be baa the personal responsiblllty to listen to all 
· groups. Interest group ratings of Ford reflect generally conservative positions on most issues: be tends to receive Wgh rattngs from conilervative groups such 

as Americans for Constitutional Action, and low ratings from more liberal groupe such as Americans for Democratic Action and the AFL-CIO Committ Political Education.., 
ee 011 

, 
Allegations concerning Ford's activities. on behalf of certain special interests 

. were �sed in a reeent book, The Wa.thingtOft. Pay-Off: Aft. In8ider'a View ot 
· C�ptlon in Govemmeft.t by Robert N. Winter-Berger Winter-Berger who 
. elaimcd that as a WasWngton lobbyist he had worked directly out of Ford's 

ollce, wrote that Ford was "a good example of power corrupting what had been, �Y enlmatlon, one of the few honest and sincere men In Washington." a 

Fo;d�; fu:!�����h:'Ralph Nader Congress Project; Citizens Look At Congress ; Gerald Jt. 
:!f���m,sdonal Quarterlv Wsek_lfl Report, Oct.lT,liTII, p. 2. 
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Winter-Berger asserted that Ford was eager to repay contributors by using his 
influence on their behalf" . .. once the money issue was settled, Jerry Ford pro­
bably worked harder to carry out his end of the bargain-that iB, to pay a favor 
for value received-than 'anyone else.I !mew in Washington." 63 

Ford bas steadfastly denied these accusations and has said he is prepared 
to answer any questions that might arise about the book during his conflrma· 
tion hearings. Concerning his relationship to special interest groups, Ford has 
said: "I think it's my responsibility to listen to all groups-labor, business, 
professional-anybody has access to an interview with me.""' 

MASS MEDIA AND BROADCASTING 

Over the last 25 years, Gerald Ford bas made very few statements in the 
Congress concerning the mass media and the broadcasting industry. A survey of 

the Congressional Record Index for this period did not reveal Mr. Ford's posi­
tion on the charges made by former Vice President Agnew as to the liberal bias 
of the media, nor did it document Mr. Ford's .support or lack of support for 
newsmen's shield legislation (offering newsmen statutory protection of confi· 
dential sources and information) pending before the current Congress. Mr. 
Ford rlid enter the floor debate and took the Administration position on a bill 
to extend the Public Broadcasting System. The Administration position advo­
cat�d limited funding and more direct control ov�r PBS by the White House. 
While Mr. Ford took a conservative position on PBS, he voted for a measure 
to reject a C-ongressional motion to issue a contempt of Congress citation to 
the Columbia Broadcasting Corporation and its president, Frank Stanton. 

Mr. Ford's position on the bill to extend funding for the Public Broadcasting 
System appeared to be dictated by his role as House Minority Leader. As such, 
be represented the Administration's point of view that the Public Broadcasting 
SyBtem, as it was constituted at the time, represented the threat of a ''fourth 
network" The original bill H.R. 13918, which Mr. Ford voted against, was 
vetoed by the President. This btu called for substantially increased funding of 
PBS. (Cong. Rec. [Daily Ed.] , v. 118, June 1, 1972: H a169). On August 15. Mr. 
Ford voted for an Administration backed version of the PBS bill, S. 3824 which 
was signed into law. (Cong. Rec. [Daily Ed.] v. 118, August 15, 1972: H 7654). 

According to the CQ index of key votes, Mr. Ford voted with the House leader­
ship, six committee chairmen, most liberal Democrats and freshmen Repre­
sentatives as well as some conservatives in rejecting the motion made by Harley 
0. Staggers, Chairman of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, 
recommending that the Columbia Broadcasting System and its president, Frank 
Stanton be cited for contempt of Congress. On June 24, 1 971, Dr. Stnnton bad 
refused to comply with a subpeona i88ued by the Committee requesting :film 
and sound recordings edited from the network's controversial documentary. 
"The Selling of tlie Pentagon.'' (1971 CQ Almanac: p. 67). 

ORGANIZATION OF THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT/U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 

Although speaking infrequently on the issue, Mr. Ford has urged that the 
organization governing the postal service in the United States be constructed in 
such a manner that the optimum maH 11ervice system might be employed. 

In 1 9 50, Mr. Ford monitored the recommendations of the Hoover Commission 
as they related to better organization in the Post Office Department . (Cong. Rec., 
v. 96, June 7, 1950: A4288+). In remarks on the postal deficit, Mr. Ford urged 
that some Congressional action be taken " ... to adopt every measure which 
legitimately seeks to make the mail service self-sustaining, and thereby relieve 
our already overstrained Federal budget." ( Cong. Rec., v. 99, April 15, 1953: 

3158). He was urging adoption of the policy which would eliminate the franking 
privilege of TVA and the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, which were 
Rssumed to be profit-making agencies. Following the President's Message on Postal 
Reform, Mr. Ford announced his pleasure in cosponsoring bi-partisan legislation 
to reform the postal service (Cong. Rec., v. lll'i, May 28,1969: 14170, 14177). Mr. 
Ford stated that he is o pposed to any effort on the part of Congress to enact 
legiRlation which would make the U.S. Postal Service less independent than it 
now is : "I believe that in the long run we are far better off to let professional 

63f!Jid. 
"'McElroy, op. cit. 
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management run the Post Office Department ... .'' (Cong. Rec., v. 119, [Daily 
Ed.], July 12,1973: H6043). 

Note: There apJWars to be no substantial change of policy on this issue o,·er 
the years by Mr. J<'ord, and there was no evidence of the issue being placed in 
either a philosophical or ideologicai context. 

PRAYER IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Mr. Ford at an ealy date injected himself into the controversy surrounding the 
issue of prayer and Bible reading in the public schools. Throughout his congres­
sional career he has publicly criticized the Supreme Court decisions in the Pray­
er Cases which effectively banned official prayer and devotional readings in the 
schools. His public position on the issue has been one of fundamental disagree­
ment with the Fii·st Amendment principle propounded by the Court's majority 
in the Prayer Ca.,es and he has frequently identified himself with the dis�entin� 
view of Justice Potter Stewart in his puolic statements on the matter. H1s posi­
tion appears to be that the prayer question is peculiarly one which may more 
properly be resolved at the state and local level and that Congress has a "Consti­
tutional" obligation to afford the people an opportunity to determine public 
policy on the issue. As such, Mr. Ford has hmt hi" support to various efforts in 
Congress over the years to overcome legal obstacles to public school prayer by 
means of proposed amendments to the Federal Constitution. . 

In a newsletter to constltuPnts dated .Tune 26, 1963, Mr. Ford outlined his 
views on the subject as follows: 

The action of the Supreme Court in declaring unconstitutional a state re­
quirement that the Bible be read and the Lord's Prayer recited was not un­
expected. But this does not make it right. I strongly disapprove of the major­
ity decision which in e:fl'ect is a backward step in the development of those 
principles which have contributed so much to our nation. (115 Cong. Rec. 
1R823 (July 9, 1969). ) 

In this same letter, be endorsed the minority position of the Court in the Prayer 
CaRes, stating: 

Justice Potter Stewart disagreed with his eight colleagues and wrote a 13-
page dissent. His opinion Is eminently sound and recognizes the need for the 
broad view If our children are to have the most comprehensive educational 
experience. 

Fully agreeing with the majority that the government must be neutral in 
the sphere of religion. Justice Stewart wrote: " ... ·A compulsory state edu­
cational system so structures a child's life that if religious exercises are held 
to .be an impermissible activity in schools, religion is placed as an artificial 
and Rtate-created disadvantage. Viewed in this light, permission of such 
cxereises for those who want them is necessary if the schools are truly to 
he neutral In the matter of religion. And a refusal to permit religious 
exercises thus ts seen, not as the realization of state neutrality, but rather 
as the establishment of a religion of secularism, or at least, as government 
support of the beliefs of those who think that religious exercises should be 
conducted only in private." The e:fl'ect of the Court's decision is to grant to 
a small minority power which it would not possess as the majority. This 
hardly seems consistent with broad constitutional principles. 115 Cong. Rec. 
18824 (.Tuly 9, 1969) 

· 

That letter concluded with a pledge to his constituents : "I will support a res­
olution to submit to the state legislatures a constitutional amendment to overrule 
this decision of the Court." 115 Cong. Rec. 18824 (July 9, 1969). 

More recently, a petition was circulated In the 92nd Congress to discharge com­
mittee consideration of B.J. Res. 191 and receive the requisite number of signa­
tures. Mr. Ford's name did not appear on this petition. 117 Cong. Rec. 32576 
(September 21, 1971). Be did, however, vote in favor of the subsequent motion 
to discharge the Committee on the Judiciary from further consideration of H.J. 
Res. 191. 117 Cong. Rec. 89889 (November 8, 1971). On that same day, Mr. Ford 
made a statement on the ftoor supporting the resolution which would have per­
mitted nondenominational prayer and/or voluntary prayer in the public schools, 
saying: 

There are three reasons why I endorse the amendment: The Supreme 
Court erred in its Interpretation of the first amendment as it applies to prayer 
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in school, the Congress has a constitutional responsibility to give the peopl"' 
an opporturiity to decide this specific issue, and the proposed amendment 
deserves approval on its merits. 
• * * * * • • 

Mr. Speaker, whether we think the Supreme Court erred or not, I believe 
we have not only the right but also the duty to permit the people to decide 
this question. 117 Cong. Rec. 39952 (November 8, 1971) 

On November 8, 1971, Mr. Ford voted in favor of the proppsed resolution. 117 
Cong. Rec. 89958. 

SEPARATION OF POWERS 

The separation of powers concept, rooted in the Constitution, may be under­
stood in a public policy context by examining certain issue areas where the 
branches of the Federal government functionally overlap and conflict : Executive 
aceounting to Congress by providing requested information, congressional dele­
gation of authority to the Executive, war powers, the impoundment.of appropri­
ated funds, and oversight of executive agreements. 

In terms of the public record of Rep. Gerald R. Ford (R.-Mlch.), a position 
has been evidence on only the first and the third of these issues. (The impound�· 
ment issue is discussed elsewhere as a separate topic). 

Information withholding: Ford entered this policy sphere in 1951 by introducing 
a bill (H.R. 5564) "to prohibit unreasonable suppression of information by the 
Executive Branch of the Government." Although never acted upon, the measure 
would have overturned E.O. 10290, a directive issued by President Truman that 
same year establisblng an Information security classification system for non­
military agencies having a role In "national security" matters. Speaking on the 
ftoor of the House in January, 1959 (Cong. Rec., v. 105, January 15, 1959: 688) 
on the matter of Executive Branch witnesses testifying. before congressional 
committees, Ford said: "It should be reemphasized that as long as all witnesses 
are given clearance to express their personal views when interrogated by a di­
rect question there will be no interference with the responsibility of the Commit­
tee on Appropriations to carry out its duty to determine the validity of budget 
or executive programs." Ford's most recent comprehensive statement in this area 
was made in 1963 (Cong. Rec., v. 109, April 4, 1963: 5817-5819) when, in a dis­
cnssion of the Administration's refusal to allow certain military and civilian 
personnel to testify on the Bay of Pigs debacle, the Minority Leader said "even 
If Intelligence matters were involved, this would not justify refusal to tell the 
members of the [Defense Appropriations] subcommittee the full facts .. .. " Ford 
rejected security classification as a basis for withholding information from Con­
gress, and apparently also rejected the concept of "executive privilege" saying 
"To maintain that the executive has the right to keep to itself information spe­
cifically sought by the representatives of the very people the Executive is sup­
posed to serve is to espouse some power akin to the divine right of kings." Be 
argued that "the power to collect facts from many witnesses, challenge the accu­
racy of those facts and analyze their importan�tbat power belong to Congress." 

War powers: In 1970 Ford supported a measure (B.J. Res. 1855) reaftlrming 
the role of Congress In declaring war and requiring the President, when utiliz­
Ing troops in a combat situation or enlarging the military forces, to submit a 
written report to Congress detailing the circlllDstances for such action, the au­
thority for same, and the scope of the mission, as well as other details of infor­
mation which the President felt would be useful. Voting in the affirmative on a 
question of support for the bill (Cong. Rec., v. 116, November 16, 1970:37407), 
Ford indicated he did not feel the provisions of the measure would hamper the 
President in dealing with emergencies In the same manner as prior Presidents 
had done. In 1978 Ford did not support the �najor war powers bill (H.J. Res. 
1542) and speclfically opposed provisions which required congressional sa� 
tion of the nse of troops in combat or compliance with a congressional recall of 
the armed forces from a combat situation.: Regardless- of certain amendments 
made on the floor, Ford· voted against (Cong. Rec. [Daily Ed.], v. 119, July 18, 
1978: B6284) the measure, first in the initial_ house vote and again ( Cong. Bee. 
[Daily Ed.], v. 119, October 12,-1973: H8963) when the conference report was 
to be adopted. 

SUPREME COUBT 

It does not appear from an examination of 'the CongressionaZ Record that Mr. 
Gerald Ford bas either sponsored significant legislation or spoken extensively 
with respect to the Supreme Court, its operation and jurisdiction, Its memben 

• 



... .. 

... :•r .. nomiuees. Although usual matters ol appropriations would, of cour�e. IJRve 
. , 'iJeeti :Cinisldercd by the Congress liuring 1lr. �'urd's twenty-!l'l'e years of service, 

'�.'Mr. Ford ni'•pears to hnve heen Hilent w.th respect. to the Court's acti'l'lties; al­
'· · thc)ugh h!! may well have tnken J)OSi tions on legislation triggered by court deci­
�·. · sio:.s .. •.l;?ee,, in particnlnr, paJ>ers on lo'ord re Crime and .Justice, Civil LibcrtieR, 

'. C!i-il Right�; etc.) One not.1hle departure �rom this neutral stance involvNl.the 
'. prof•ospd impeachment of ,Justice William C. Douglas In 1970. : ·· · · 

.·. 'Geritld :Ford. wns ·one of the lirst MemhHs of the House of Representatives to 
·': call for an 'investigation of the conduct o · .Justice William 0. Doug-ia� for his 

·· ·activities lioth on and of!' the ht'nch. In a s 1eech given on the floor of the House 
· '' ·on; Api-11 15� 1970, Mr. Ford outlined sevemi critlciHms of. .Justice Douglas includ­
·_)n� h.i� 'financial 'nssociatlons and publications written hy him, pnrticularl;r a 
: "li'ook ''Points· of Rebellion" and an article pu!Jli�hed in "Evergreen" mngazme. 
' .. :\Ir::y,;rd ·alf;o eo;11nwnted on his unlierstanding of the plll'l10Se and procedure·.of 

•' imj'ipachmet\t. Ji6' Con!Jrcssionat Recnrr111912-11919 (1970). 
One of tbe most widely quoted remarks made hy Mr. Ford about impeachment 

m::_,. be found nt 116 Con!Jrassionai.Jlecord 11914 (1970) : 
_ . . . '.:n'.hat Is an lmneachahle offense? 

,; , ·:The oul�· honest answer is that an impeachable offense is whatever· a ma­
,".,jo>rH�· of thl! House of Representatives considers to be ::t. a given moment in 

., ,· : . i1i>".tory; conviction results from ·whatever offense or offenses two-thirds or 
·,., , ··tbe other t.ody conr.iders to he �ufficlently serious to require removal of-the · 

. ,:iccused from office. Again, 1he historical context and political climate nre·im­
, ..... ;: J•Or.tant; otlicr:� an· few fixed principles among the handful of precedents." 
.... T;,e ·House .Tndician- Committee ultimate! \· undertook nn investigation - and 
··is�li<',;l· 'two· i·ep"rts rc::',!ing 1o impeachment ,ind .Jnstice Douglas' activities. No 
further ::ction mts t�L:cn h:r the House. Dnring the periocl of inve.stigntlon, Mr. 
Fonl made �evcral additional comments about t.he mn tter. including the prescnta-

. tiuu of' a· hricf c�:]Jlaining im;,caclunent ancl other art! cles relating to .. Justice 
-Dcm�lns. Some of theP.C' rPmnrks may tc found at. '116 Cong1·cssiona! Record 
.l2fll&-.1::!�1\l, 27G70·-27673, nnd 28091-28tl!lG (1:.!70). 

WO)IE:'·(S I!H:IITS 

An,Rnalysis o� the cnrPt:r philo�OI1hy o[ Repre�::nt�!t:,�e Gerald R. Ford. Jr., 
. on -ihis is�ue .s�:gc;ests that :\lr. Ford has heen nrit.her a leader in the legislati,.e 
·effort' r,)I- women's ri�:hts, nor hns he been a leading opponent of this effort. 
. IIi. 1967, 1\fr . . Ford macle a Jloor statement on the occasion of thC' anni versary 
.ot. tile birth of Su�an B. Anthony and the f:ftieth anniversary of t·hc first woman 
fn' Congress, .Jeannette Rankin (Cong. He<!., v. 11�. Fcicrnur.v :!S, J!iG7: 4813). 

The 'pqn.ai' rights oeunendm�nt reached the aocr of the !.-l.:JU-;e of Itepre.l!lentn� 
tin.-< f0r the first time in 1970, after Rep. l\Iarthn W. Griffiths was successful 
in obtaining the requisite 218 Si!!nrtture' on n <lisehar�e petition to free, the 
men•nr£>,from. committe�. 1\lrs. Griffiths sni<l Inter that 1\lr. Ford ''supplied nome 
:t:enl· me-xi£>, too: He lined up 15 or 1fo nnmes right at the Pnd." ( Slwrrill; Hobert, 
.Tbnt-Bqual Rights Amendment-What, lc;,cncll;o;, Does it 1\Ienn? Xe"· York Times 
!lfn'!nzin£>. Septem!Jer 20. 1970: 101 ). . .. 
,.:The ··Ho11se · debat.cd and voted on the amendment on An!;list 10. 19.70. In re­
!Dark� on tlu{ floor that day, Rep. Ford 'n..id. "f wciuld lil:c to point out thaf.I 
bad. �omctbing ·to do -with the fnct tbnt 15 of the last 16 Members to slgu 
tlir>:Petltlon.cl!�charging the Honse .Tudicinry CommlttPe from jnri>;diction ove'r 
Hvnse. Joint Resolution 2G4, the Women's Equal Rights ·Amemlml'nt, were l�e­
pul>licnns, ,In all serlonsncss. I am �cligHPd to have b:ia·n ·hn nd ii1 bringing to 
thr House ·floor'.' the ETIA, (Cong. Rec., v. 1 16 . August 10, 1070: 2S0Hll._:. ·· '.: 

.. :'lfr. F.'n·d war. not one of tlw 21 S �i�ers of the discbar::;c petition'( Cong, Res�·. 
y"116.· .ruly ZO, .1970: 24!1!1!1-25000). He voted for the amendment on An!!n�t 10, 
J!iiO ICong. Rec., v. 116, An;::u�t 10. 1!li0, 28037). In remarl's on the floor·cited 
ah'<YP. h£> referred to the fact that the amendment was tied ·up In committee for 
47 .i'••:Jrs,: ''Yon woulcl �!n:o,,t t!lin!: there bnd hPcn a conspiracy .-_- .. (the amend­
riii>nt 's) tiine bas come just as surely ns did the 19th amendment to'theCon-
stH,lit!oTI !'iO yenrR ngo, giving women the right to vote ... .'' · . · 
· . TJJC .Senate laid aside the nmendrnent in the 91st Congress. When the nmend­

m.ent' came up for a vot£> ���nin in the 92ild Congre,s, there waR an attempt In tbe 
HousP to add the so-called Wiggins amendment to the measure.to specify. that It 
would not affect F!'deral laws exempting women from the draft or· Federal 
or Stute Jaws promoting and protecting the llenlth or safety of women. ·In his 
1!)70 floor statement, Ford bad referred t.c> t.he fact that the House was then 
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"p�ssing the amendment free n�d �lear -of 'anything like the. Senate's Hayden 
rider (19i'i0 and 1958) which threw in a qualifier unacceptable· to women." In 
1971, 1\lr. Ford was marked a!Jsent on. the vote on .the .Wiggins ·amendment 

.(Cong; Rec., v. 117, Oct. 12, . 1972: 35813) and paired in favor-of the amendment 

. in the final vote (Con g. Rec., v. 117, Oct. 12, 1971:,35815). 
In .1971,. Representative Eord. voted against the Brademas amendment to the 

Economic Opportunity Amendments of ·1971, establishing a comprehensive child 
development program (Con g. Rec., . v. 117, Sept. 30, 1971 : 34291); 

In 1971, Mr. Ford voted .for an. amendment allowing the EEOC (which ad .. 
ministers Title. VII of the Civil Rights Act of -1964 prohibiting discrimination 
In employment based on sex and other categories) to bring. suit against dis­
criminatory employers In Federal court, rather than allowing the EEOC the 
stronger enforcement powers of issuing cease and desist orders to such employers 
(Cong. Rec., v. ll7, Sept.16, 1971: 32111). 

· · On March 28, 1973, Mr. Ford and others introduced H;J: Res. 468, proposing. 
an amendment to the Constitution which would provide that "nothing in this 
Constitution shall bar any State or territory or the District of Colum!Jia, witb 
regard to any area over which it has jurisdiction, from allowing, regulating, 
or prohibiting the practice of abortion." · ' 

. ' . 

SciE_NCE POI.ICY 

EXECUTH'E BRAI\'CH SCIENCE .POLICY ORGANIZATION 

Mr. Eord has not !Jeen an active spokesman in matters of science policy or 
.executive branch organization for ·the formulation of it during his tenure in 
Congress. Nevertheless, his· record shows that he has supported the establishment 
of many of the science-policy-oriented executive ·branch organizations which 
have been created over tbe past two decades, and he is on record in support of 

.the· most recent changes in science policy organization which became effective· 
on July 1. 1978, by tbe implementation of Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1973. 

Among the organizations which Mr. Ford hns approved, either by remarks or 
. . �'yea-and-nay" Yotes ha,·(' hPen XASA.or; the Council on En,·ironmental Qunlit.Lu11 
the Environmental Prott>ction A�:eucy and the National Oceanic Hnd Atmo�pheric 
.Administration." )[r. Ford votPd against the establishment of the l\'ational 
Science Foundation in 1!lii0 am! he also voted against the estahli:-•hment of the 
National Science Foundation in HliiO and he n!M votf'd n�:ain�t th£> rt'nJO\'al of 
tbe $15 million limitation on the NSI<' budget in 1953. However, he voted in 
favor of the 1008 ·amendments to the Nntional Sciencp �'oundation A<"t of 1!150. 
which greatly expanded the functions and mission of the Foundation."' 
· In a statement Issued on JanuarY. 26, 1973, when Reorganization 'Pl:m No. 1 
of 1971l · was presented ·to th£> Congress, :\lr. Ford said thnt th!> plan "�N�ms'to 
make n good deal of sense .... The Presid<'nt is seel{irig ti> · re>itrnctlii'P hi.-< 
Executi•e Office. He is per�onally £onYinced his pl'!i:ris 'would · prot!Jotp l!rPat£>r 
efficiency. I·helie,.e Congress should concur in his plans.'' "' The Reorganization 
Plan transferred important science policy ad\·isory and C()ordin:atlng functions 
formerly lodged in the OffiPc of Science and Tl'Cbnology in the Executive Office 
of the President to the Dirt'ctor of· the National ·science Foundation· in an 
added a�signment as Science Adviser to the President and to the Ex£>cutive· 
Office. · 

HEAT.TH RESEARCH ISSUES· • 

During.his,career.of some 25 years as. a Republican representative of tbe 
U.S. House of Representatives from Michigan, Gerald R. Ford, Jr. has supported . 
th� major legislative Issues related to the establishment and expan'sion·of h£>altb 

"research facilities as well as NIH health research 'and training program�. He· 
ba� ":enerally voted ·in favor of annual Health, Educar.ioii; .and Welfare appro­
pnatJOns during this period. However. he bas not until •ery · recently persona l!y 
addressed major health research issues. · 

Early in his care�r, Mr. Ford parti<'ipated in a unanimous Honse Yoti' in famr 
of the. Health Re5e'arch Institutes Act ( S. 2591) of 1949.'� More reeently. he 

: · ..
. 
Con,.re•slonal Rerord.·v. 104,'J�oe 2.'19�8: 9939--40. . ·. · ·. . ' · .. . ' · . . 

'"Con�=:resslonnl Record. v. 115. Sept. 23, 1969: 26590; · 
·. ' · 

. ., RcorgnnlzRtlon Plan No.4 of 1970 . .Con�:resstonal Record, v. i16. Jftly 9: 1970: 2S532: 
08Con!!'r""•lonnl Reeord, v. 113. Anr. 12, 1967: 9135: al•o June 27, 1!168: 1906R. �

9
";

3
R:e:E{

4
";;tzntlon Plan No. '1 of 1973. Congresslonal,Record (dally .. ed. ) , . v. 119, Jari.- ::?6,. 

70 Congress and the Nation, 1945--64, p. 1184. 
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supported the :'\ational Cancer Act of Wil." I.u1972, he openly supported and/or 

co-spon�ored u number of major lJCulth IJills concerned with diabetes, sickle �ell 
anemia, Cooley's. anemia, and the l\ational Heart, Blood Vessel,. Lung, .and 
Hlood Act of 1972."'." Although l\lr. Ford . lms generally supported HEW appro­
priations proposed IJy tile House anu Senate, he has recently supported Admin­

istration vetoes of these appropriations. In 1972, he supported expenditure limita­
tion as the ·•only way. to ensure that the loa<leu aml IJloated allJlropriation IJi\1 
will not be vetoed"." Although he initially voted in favor the HEW appropriations 
bill (H.R. 15417) for Jo'Y-1973. he later voted in support of the Administration's 
veto of that bill." He later voted in favor of the amended HEW appropriations 
for FY-1973." :\lr. Ford has generally tended to support the present Administra­

tion's position on mo�t major health issuPs. 

OCEA�S POLICY 

The recoru indica tes that Reprc�entati.-e Gera ld R. For·d has consistently 
supported a pr<igressi\·e United SIMes policy _toward research and development 
of the oceans· rpsourc!'s, and has demonstrated his concern for the maintenance 
of uur nation's navigable waters through various legislative measures aln1ed at 
water pollution control. . · ' 

Representath·e Jo'ord has given indication of his general support of the Admin­
istmtiun's ocean f>Ol!cy}' 78 The main points of this policy are contained in H. Res. 
330" : " ... ( 1) protection of the freedom of t11e seas, beyond a twelve-mile 
territoriul sea, . . . (2) recognition of ... international community in­

t••n·sts ... . (3) an effective International Seabed Authority to regulate orderly 
aut! just dl'\'eloprnent of the mineral resources of the deep seabed . . • •  and (4) 
conservation nnd protection of li\·ing rPsonrces wit.b fisheries regulated for max­

Imum RU�tainnhle y!Pid .... " These objectives reflect the sense of the President's 
Oc-eunR l'olic.'' Stntement of May !!!l. 1970. 1\lr. Forcl also voted in fayor of the 
:lin rlne Prot!'c·tion. RPsearch, and Sanctuaries Act of 1071,00 which proposed 
tn " ... rPgttlate the transportation of material for dumping Into the oceans, 
""'"tnt. nncl ntllf'r wnt<'rs. nncl thf' dumping of matenal hy any person from an y 
�uurc·t� if 1 ht• dumping- oeeurs, In wnters over which t.he United States hns juris­
dil"tlon . . .  " Ile hns niRo introcluet•cl h•gl•lntlon in past Congresses aimed at pro­
hlhlt.lng tlw clnmpin�: of clrc•ch:ings :mel othPr rPfuse matf!riniH Into navigahle 

wntPrs." In l!lllR h<' �ponsnrPcl a .Joint Resolution dPclarlng the policy of th� 
t:uttPcl �tntc•s rPgRrdlng t.IIP PHt.nhliHbment of a TPrritorial Sea."' Mr. J<'ord'R re­

mnrkR c·onc·pm SPa-Grant College and Program Authorizations have also heen 
fu,·oruhlf•.� 

�CJf.::\'cF: 1::"-J TJU: llF.FJ>::qRE F.RTARJ.JSHMF.NT 

GPrnlcl Ford hns hPen 11 consistent RUPJ•orter of n strong
. 

dPfense posture--on 
rP<'nrd in pa�t nnd prPsent years as favoring substantial military research, devel­
opmPnt. teRt nnd evahuttlon programs. Ford hnR favored the continued devcloP­
mPnt, proP.urrment nnd cleployment of weapons systems considered essential for 
national �P<:nrlty." Jn referrnl'f' to the spPCitlc Issue of science in the defense estab-

"f:on�r•••lonnl Qnnrt.rly. vol. 27. 1971. fl. 5112-5113. 
"l'on.-r•••tonnl Reror<l. vol. 118. No.7. 3 Mnv 1!172: p. R4011. 
'"c·on.,r•s•lonnl Quarterly. vol. 2R. 1972. p. 18-H: 511-R; 57-H: 112-R. 
" Thftf., fl. Rll7. 

"Tbltl., fl. 72-R. 
"'Tbltf .. fl. RO-R. 

n ConRTeoelonnl Record. Apr. 2. 1D7ll: fl." R2316 (vote: Ford to BRTeement with reeolu· 
tton-Hm1RP. RIZ'r�ecl to R.O::l 11yea" to !'i2 ''nny''\. 

':'II Conc-rP!'Ifltonnl RPrnrr1. Apr. !l, 1�7:1: p. E21flfi. Addr��R: "RnmanltteR of the Sea." 
"'R. RP!i. 330. lntrodneed by Mr. Frnoer. et nl.: Mar. 28. 1973: referred to Commltt!'e no 

ForPh!"n A ft'nfrR. 
· · · · 

M ConR'J'PRR!onnl Record. Sept. 9. "1971 : flJl. 31129-31160 (vote: ·Ford In fnvor of final 
p:uo:�ni!P. of hfJl-RonFI� flRRflf"d �O!l"'yP.n'' tn R "nny"). . . 

c, nh·ro�t of Pnhlle o,.nerol 'RillP: nnrl RPAo1ntlnnA. ConJ!TeRAtonal ReF�earch Service J. .. tbntry 
nr ron.,.r•••. WnohlnC'ton. D.C.: lt.R. 1!1107 .. Tnl� 31. 196�: R.R. 460, January's. 196!1; 
TI.R �2R!l . . Tan. 211. 1 971 :  R.R. 11771. )Jnr�h 2�. 1971. 

.. R .. T. Rr•. 1063. tntroclncrd by Mr. O�rold R. Ford: Feb. 7. 1968: referred to Committee 
on Fnr�>tl!'n Atrnlr�. . 

!Itt (:'nni!T�RtnnAl RP.r.nrO'. M'Ry 1n. Hl7�: E�124. At!O'rf'F!FI: "Ronntffnl Granh:l of the SP.a''. 
� �nmniP of rPpreFientattve fZtntP.mentA rPftP�tlng Ford's favorable posftlon vls-a-vts a 

c:tronC" cJpfrmzp po�tnrP. . 
''Thr Ron�,. vote on thP mllttnr�· nroMJrP.mP.nt authortv;atlon btll" Rtate��;�ent by Ford, 

Cnnt7rrulntrn1 RP,Drd. Or.t. ft HUm. fl. 2�R!Ii2. 
"RPC!ur•cl llJl•nlllnl! ond Jncr•no•cl F:tllet•nry In the Deportment of Defense". Statement 

h• Fore'!. Congrr••lonal Rrcord, Mnr. 2!1. 1971. n. A285. . 
f!on.rrr,.•,.lonnl R�cord, HnnRP., Ford'FI parttclnntfon In thP floor debate on. Department of 

D•ren•• ApJlroprlotlono for 1973. Sept. 14. 1972. Jl. H8871. · . . . .  

.. 
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liB��ent, For is not on 
.
r�cord ns having mad� definitive statementS about his­

positiOn. The Issue of military support for scientific research canie ·forward in 
1969 with the Introduction of the "Mansfield Amendment" to ·restrict mllitary 
supv_ort for research .. !he amendment was pas,sed by both Senate and House as-

. Secti.o� 203 of the Military Procurement Authorization Act of 1970.- The section 
prohibited the Departlnent of Defense from doing any resea reb which ·did 'not 
ba ve a

. 
"direct or apparent rein tionshlp" to the defense mlsslon. Although re­

tained m the Senate's version of the military authorization act for FY 1971 It 
was omi.tted from the H?use version, and, as a re.sult, it was reported trom·don­
fere�ce m a greatly modified form. The provision was passed ln the final author­
ization act for _FY 197� ns r�quiring �bat military-funded research must demon­
strate a potential .relationship to a military function or operation. The provision 
was excluded entirely from the authorization act for the subsequent year· 'FY 
1972. Ford i.s not on record as registering a specific point of view with regu�d to 
tbe "Munsfield Amendment". · · · · · 

SPACE PROGRAM 

Gerald Ford has consistently and unwaveringly throughout his carrer SUP­
ported the space progra_m. As a member of the Select Committee on· Space he 
shared the task of drafting the enabling legislation for the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration,'" �nd has continued to vote for its appropriations. He bas VIgorously opposed cuts m. the NASA budget on the grounds that the United States llhould aequl re and mamta�n worl� leadership in the space program. 

!\Ir. Ford bas also ,qupported an mternatwnal agreement for joint cooperation· ln the ad_vuncement of scientific developments which are the product of outer !!pace· 
exploration._ . 

SPACE SHU'M'LE 

Congressman Ford Is "'- supporter of thl' spnce shuttle. While there has n<>ver 
. been a separate House roll

. 
cai_J vot� on the Rhuttle, Mr. Ford has consistently 

voted for the NASA auth,•riznt.Ion bills which contained funding for the shuttle. 
On Aprll20, 1972, during <lebate on the NASA authorization, i\!r. Ford spoke 

·
out 

on behalf of the s�uttle. �·· he.art of his argument, against postponement of the 
shuttle program, IS contamL-d m the following para;:rapb: -

· "It would be very Ill advised to postpone a decision on this matter. because 
It would get us back Into what we have done too frequently In the field of· 
military weapons development and In many other scientific developments 
that is, where we start something and Rtop it mid-way, we break up th� 
organization, �nd then at a subsequent date try to reassemble nnd gPt 'the 
momentum gomg again. In other words, a peak and valley program.""' - ·. 

THE SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT 

. During the life of the "supersonic transport program, which began fn 1001 and ended with the _Congressional vote to terminate the program in 1971, Con­gressman F�rd consistently supported development of tb.e supersonic transport. Mr. Ford IS on record In support of the SST as early as 1963, when be com­mended _Pan American and TWA for making down payments on the first SST's to be Inuit and expressed approval of the prorrram generaUy;87 During the heated debate and legislative maneuvering which took place during late 1970. and ea.rly 1971, b�s support for the program remained constant. He did vote for a continuing resolution, passed by the House on Decem her 31, 1970, which served as a. com­. promise between SST supporters and opponents postponing resolution of the 
l�sue for three months (and al lowing the Department of Transportation to _ 
tlnue functioning) .88 _ con 

.. After the final defeat of the SST In March, 1971, Mr. Ford express� the dls-appoin�ent felt by many SST supporters as follows: . . . 
. . •  one fact stands out more starkly than any other In conn!'Ction with ·the congressional decision to ground the U.S. supersonic transport Tb t fact Is !J!at a majority in tbc Congres!r for the first time is satlstled t� mu:C the Uruted States a second-!Jest nation. The halting of the SST developme t marked a turning point for the United States. With that vote, the Congre�s 

05 Coogresaloonl Record, May 18, 1950: p. 827() 
• 00 Congreselomtl Recor<l. Apr. 20, 1972 : p. H33S6. 
"'Coogresalonal Record. Oct. 1G,.1%3: p. 19577. '"fWd .• Dec. 31. 1970, pp. 44297-44301. 

.. 
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said lt does not matter If the Soviet Union, or England and France, 11Ul'Pil88 

the United States in the production and sale of the commercial aircraft of 
the future." .. 

Later in that same year, Mr. Ford voted against paying termination costs re­
quired to close down the program, and indicated that this was a protest vote 
against the Congressional decision for termination ... 

OOJb4d., Apr. 1, 1971, p. 901!9. 
""Ib4d., May 20, 1971, pp. 16143--16144, 16197. 
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EDUCATION 

1. Test scores have indicated that our children are now doing 

more poorly than in the past with basic reading, writing and 

math skills. What would you do to arrest such a decline? This 

has come at a time when the federal government has been heavily 

involved in financially supporting education. 

2. You have indicated that the federal government is now 

providing an insufficient percentage of total education costs. 

What share do you think is an appropriate share, how much would 

it cost to get to that share, and can this be afforded within 

the context of achieving a balanced budget? 

3. Do you support the Perkins education bill which has a price 

tag of some $15 billion? 

4. An increasing number of Americans are finding it difficult 

to pay for the costs of higher education. What relief, if any, 

would you provide to such parents so that higher education can 

become more available? 

5. Private colleges are in bad financial straits. Is there 

anything that can be done to help them? 

6. What is your position on aid to parochial schools? 

7. Many analysts feel that the involvement of the federal 

government has not been helpful in the field of education. Do 

you feel that delivery of education ought to be more decentralized? 

8. Do you favor a separate Department of Education and how does 

this square with your desire not to have more federal programs? 
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9. You obviously don't agree with those who state that there 

is very little correlation between the level of federal support 

to education and the quality of education. What are your views 

in this regard? 

10. Do you favor HEW's requirement that Title IX Sex 

Discrimination be applied to private and other colleges? 

11. President Ford proposed a consolidation of educational 

programs and funding which the Democratic Congress rejected. 

Isn't President Ford's program closer to your idea? 

12. You are aware of a law suit brought by Mr. DeFunis con­

tending that he had been discriminated against in law school 

admission because b1acks were favored despite the fact that 

objectively they had less academic qualification. What is your 

view on such problems and to what extent does affirmative action 

in the education field discriminate against whites? Are white 

ethnic groups being· discriminated against in admission standards? 

If there is such discrimination, what would you do about this? 

13. How would you assess the impact of busing on our society? 

Has it been favorable or unfavorable? Has it led to better 

education or not? 

14. What are your views on busing? If you are opposed to 

mandatory busing, why do you not favor a constitutional amend­

ment to ban school busing? 

15. Do you favor President Ford's approach that legislation 

ought to be introduced to limit the length of time that any 

busing plan can be in effect? 
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16. You have often talked about the applicability of the 

Atlanta plan. Does it have any real application to other areas? 

17. While you were Governor you proposed a resolution by which 

the Georgia legislature would go on record as asking Congress 

to pass a constitutional amendment banning busing, yet you now 

oppose such a constitutional amendment. Why have you changed 

your mind? 

18. Given the current situations in Louisville and Boston, 

what as President would you do to help the situations there? 

19. The Republican Platform calls for a constitutional amend­

ment to permit non-sectarian prayers in the public schools. Do 

you support such an amendment? If not, why? Would you support 

the efforts of those who seek such an amendment? 

20. Would you favor a voucher system for education under which 

all parents, regardless of where they wished to send their 

children, would be entitled to a certain allotment to purchase 

that education? The American Federation of Teachers says that 

a voucher system would destroy the American system of education. 

Do you agree with that? 

2 1. What is your view about the role·of the federal government, 

if any, in equalizing fiscal disparities between school districts 

in terms of the per-capita expenditure for children within school 

districts? 

22. How would you generally address the current financial problems 

of parochial schools and private schools? 
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23. There are now a number of categorical educational programs 

which the Republicans have suggested should be consolidated into 

one block grant for education. Do you support such a concept? 

Is such a proposal in line with your own suggestions? 

24. There has been a recent report indicating that the emphasis 

on vocational education has had a detrimental affect on general 

education and basic math, writing and reading skills. What is 

your view in this regard, when you have stated that you favor 

expanding vocational opportunities? 

25. What type of education do you feel should be emphasized? 

Aren't we educating our children for jobs that often do not 

exist? 

CITIES: 

1. You have indicated a commitment to help rebuild our central 

cities. Could you outline your program? How much would your 

program cost? 

2. The Democratic Platform indicates a massive commitment to 

rebuilding our cities. Wouldn't the cost of such an effort be 

enormous? 

3. You have recently indicated that you favor aid to New York 

City but during the primaries you were opposed to such aid. Why 

have you changed your position and how much should the federal 

government spend to bail out New York City? 

4. Would you in any way modify or reform the current financial 

package for New York City? 
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5. Would you support a similar effort to bail out other cities 

if they got in similar financial straits? 

6. Many cities are being required to reduce their services 

because of fiscal constraints. Do you favor the federal 

government assisting them in providing such services? 

7. Should municipal employees such as firemen, garbagemen, 

policemen, and public school teachers, have the right to 

organize, barg�in collectively, and to strike? 

8. Cities must look to the property tax for their principal 

source of income. Yet this is becoming an exhausted revenue 

base. What can the federal government do to alleviate the 

property tax burden to provide alternative sources of revenue 

to the cities? 

9. What would you do to strengthen neighborhood institutions 

and neighborhoods in general? 

HOUSING 

1. Middle-income families increasingly cannot afford new 

housing. What would you do to aid them? 

2. You made a remark during the Pennsylvania primary regarding 

the ethnic purity of neighborhoods. What did you mean by that? 

How does it square with your commitment to civil rights? Do 

you believe in the right of open housing? 

3. Do you believe that public housing should be put in the 

suburbs and in other white areas? 

4. You have talked about the need for interest subsidies, to 

assist Americans to own their own homes. What levels of such 

subsidies should be provided and what would be the cost to the 

taxpayers of such subsidies? 
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HOUSING (cont'd) 

5. You have been critical of the $180 billion of income 

transfer payments that are made by the federal government. 

Which income transfer programs would you eliminate and at what 

saving? 

6. The average cost of a new home is now $46,000, a price 

which outprices new housing for many Americans. What do you 

propose to do to help Americans afford new housing? 

CRIME 

1. Do you feel, as you told Walter Cronkite, that unemployment 

is the principal cause of crime? 

2. What do you propose that the federal government do to help 

reduce the crime rate? 

3. Do you favor S-1, the codification of the criminal code with 

its related provisions? 

4. What is your position on gun control? 

5. What specific steps would you take to end the traffic in 

narcotics? 

6. Is there anything that the federal government can do to 

reduce alcohol abuse, which has again become one of our more 

serious problems, especially among young people? 

7. Would you make any changes in sentencing procedures? 

8. What reforms do you sqggest in the penal reform area? 

9. Recent studies have indicated a very marginal benefit from 

rehabilitation programs for criminals. What does this indicate 

with respect to emphasis on rehabilitation? 
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CRIME (cont'd) 

10. Juvenile crime is growing at the most rapid rate of any 

type of crime. What can be done to stop the growth in such 

crime? 

11. There have been many recent revelations regarding break-ins 

and other abuses by the FBI and in FBI Director Kelly's role 

in recent break-ins. There also has been general criticism of 

the administration of the FBI. What would you do about this 

problem? If President would you fire Mr. Kelly? 

12. Do you favor reopening the investigation of the assassination 

of President Kennedy? Why, or why not? 

13. What is your opinion about the effectiveness of the LEAA 

program? What reforms, if any, would you make in that program? 

14. How do you deal with white-collar crimes, including pay-offs 

by major corporations to get business abroad? 

15. What priority do you put on dealing with white-collar crime? 

16. Would you have pardoned President Nixon and would you have 

pardoned any of the lesser officials in the Nixon administration 

involved in Watergate? 

17. Do you think that thos people who have been put in jail, such 

as Mr. Liddy and Mr. Hunt, have paid disproportionately for 

their share in the Watergate affair? 

18. You have stated that you felt Mr. Nixon showed his guilt 

when he accepted the pardon, yet you have offered pardons to 

draft evaders indicating that this neither proves nor disproves 

whether they did anything wrong. How do you square this 

view? 
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CRIME (cont 'd) 

19. What are your views on the death penalty? Do you feel it 

has a deterrent affect? 

20. What can be done to avoid future Watergates, particularly in 

light of your wishes to restor an honest government? 

21. You have talked about the need for an active President, 

but isn't this one of the problems that we had with Watergate 

and isn't one of the lessons of Watergate that we need a 

President who has less power at his command. 

22. There have been many revelations in the last few months 

indicating that some of our law-enforcement and security agencies 

have themselves violated the law. Yet none of their officials 

have been prosecuted. Would you favor the prosecution of any 

officials involved in such transgressions? 

23. To avoid the problems which we have had with the CIA and 

the FBI, how would you insure that they properly fulfill their 

role and do not exceed it? It isn't sufficient to simply rely on 

the President to say.that he will look after this. What is 

your specific plan? 

24. Do you favor an independent special prosecutor? 

25. Isn't it unrealistic to expect that the Attorney General 

could be removed from the political process and given some 

independent status? Would this not disqualify able people 

simply because they participated in the democratic process? 
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CRIME (cont'd) 

2 6. What do you think should be done about the penetration 

of the Teamsters Union by organized crime and what kind of new 

protections are necessary to avoid such penetration of labor 

unions and, as well, abuses of their pension funds? 

TRANSPORTATION 

1. What is your position on the transfer of funds from the 

Highway Trust Fund to mass transit? 

2. What is your view on the necessity for deregulating the 

motor-carrier industry and specifically your view on the Ford 

proposal for motor-carrier deregulation? 

3. What is your position on the deregulation of the airline 

industry? 

4. Do you favor the landing of the SST, even on a trial basis? 

5. What can be done to upgrade the Merchant Marine? How much 

would such a program cost? Is their justification for the current 

subsidy to the Merchant Marine? 

6. You have indicated that you would like to shift the emphasis 

in the construction of ships to private yards. What impact would 

this have on employment and on maritime unions. 

7. The labor movement has supported the requirement that a certain 

percentage of goods move in American vessels. What is your 

position on this? 

8. What can be done to revitalize the Merchant Marine? 

9 . . What is your position on the need to improve inland waterways? 
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AGRICULTURE 

1. What is your position on the present Mathis bill to reduce 

acreage allotments and support levels for peanut farmers? Do 

you favor further reductions than those in the Mathis bill? 

2. Did you ever receive peanut subsidies? 

3. There has been a good deal of confusion over your statement 

that there would be no embargoes. Do you support embargoes 

and under what circumstances? 

4. Do you feel that the American farmer has been given appropriate 

support levels by the Republican administration? If not, what 

support levels would you favor and at what cost? 

5. What is your view about the move toward the target price 

system undertaken by the Republicans? 

6. Do you favor the creation of reserves? Would such reserves 

have a depressing effect on farm prices and income? 

7. What size reserves would you favor if you do favor such 

reserves? 

8. How much would it cost to establish the types of reserves 

you are talking about? 

9. What programs would you undertake to help maintain family 

farms? What would such programs cost? 

10. What can be done to prevent further abuses by the grain 

companies and the scandals that have been demonstrated in the 

last few years? 

11. How do you solve the problem that farmers seem to get a 

decreasing share of the nation's wealth regardless of increases 

in supermarket prices? 
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CIVIL RIGHTS 

(See questions on open housing, affirmative action quotas) 

1. Is there any further need for further civil rights legislation 

or is there enough on the books now? 

2 . What is your view on equal application of the Voting Rights 

Act in the rest of the country? How would you change it? 

ELDERLY 

1. What, if any, improvements would you make in the Social 

Security program? 

2 . There is a large deficit now in the Social Security Trust 

Fund. What steps can be taken to reduce this deficit? 

3. Wouldn't your national health insurance proposal, if 

financed by the employer-employee payroll tax on top of the 

already burdensome Social Se�urity tax, impose an enormous 

burden on the American people and on the Social Security system? 

4. What improvements, if any, would you make in the Medicare 

system? 

5. Do you have a comprehensive program for Senior Citizens? 

If so, what does this program consist of? 

VIETNAM 

1. Would you �eep the VA system separate from national health 

insurance so that it would continue to serve only veterans? 

2. Do you feel that VA Hospitals are in proper condition and 

what would you do to improve their condition? 
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VIETNAM (cont'd) 

3 . What specific steps would you take and what would 

the .cost of these steps be to improve benefits for 

Vietnam War veterans? 

4. Do you favor continuation of GI education benefits for 

both war beterans and those who served but were not in war 

service? 

ARTS 

1. Do you favor additional funding by the federal government 

to stipport the arts? If so, what additional funding do you 

support? 

2 . Would you support a national endowment for the arts 

and humanities? 
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ENERGY 

1. Your position on nuclear power is somewhat unclear. You came 

out in favor of the Oregon initiative but were quoted as stating 

that you could not favor the one in California. What is your 

position in this regard? 

2. In 19 75 you stated that a breeder reactor should be a first 

priority in the nuclear area and that we needed a crash program 

in this regard, whereas six months later you said such a program 

should have low priority. Why did you change your position on 

this and what is your current position? 

3. A synthetic fuels bill is now pending.in�Congress. What is 

your position on this bill? Why have you taken such a position? 

4. Today, three years after the oil embargo, we are now importing 

a greater percentage of our oil than we were prior to that 

embargo. What specific steps will you take to arrest the growing 

dependence on foreign oil? Don't you believe it is necessary to 

decontrol oil prices in order to encourage exploration and 

decrease consumption? 

5. Don't you feel it is necessary to decontrol gas prices in 

order to discourage consumption and encourage exploration? 

6. President Ford submitted a comprehensive energy program 

which the Democratic Congress rejected and, as a result, energy 

production is dropping and we have no comprehensive energy 

program. What is your comprehensive energy program and how much 

would it cost? 

7. What specific steps would you take to increase oil and gas 

supply? Would these steps not require loosening environmental 

requirements which currently have a restrictive effect on such 

development? 
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ENERGY (cont 'd) 

8. You have talked about the need to shift toward an emphasis 

on coal production and that a crash coal program could be 

instituted without an adverse environmental impact. How could 

this be done? 

9. Do you support prompt exploration and production of off-shore 

oil? Do you favor the creation of a federal corporation for 

such exploration and production? 

10. Which of the two gas pipeline alternatives do you support? 

The one across Canada or the one through Alaska? 

11. Which offers the least environmental harm and the greatest 

opportunity for production? 

12. What is your position on horizontal and vertical divestiture 

in the oil industry? Do you feel there is sufficient competition 

in the oil industry? How do you attempt to deal with the absence 

of competition if you feel there is such? 

13. Should the federal government play a more active role in 

the relations between American oil companies or multi-national 

oil companies and OPEC nations? If so, what type of role? 

14. Do you support a reorganization of the federal government 

with respect to the energy area? 

15. Do you feel that a crash program to reduce our dependence 

on foreign oil can be undertaken without substantial environmental 

damage? 

16. You have stated that if you had to choose between 

environmental protection and growth, that you would choose 

environmental protection. Is this still your position and how 

does that relate to the energy area? Is this position consonant 

with your position to reduce unemployment? 
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ENERGY (cont'd) 

17. What specific programs do you have for conservation of 

energy? 

18. Do you favor mandatory federal standards on building 

performances, automobiles and the like, to force such conservation 

measures? 

19. Would you provide federal tax incentives such as tax 

deductions for home insulation and the like? 

SOCIAL ISSUES 

1. There have been conflicting reports about your position on 

abortion. You have stated that you are personally opposed to 

abortion and opposed federal funds for abortion. If this is the 

case, how do you oppose a constitutional amendment banning abortion? 

2. You stated in Iowa that certain types of national legislation 

might be passed to limit abortions. What did you mean by that 

and what did you have in mind? 

3. Subsequently, you have indicated, after your meeting with 

the Bishops, that certain types of constitutional amendments 

might be acceptable to you and that you would not block efforts 

to pass other types of contitutional amendments. What types of 

constitutional amendments did you have in mind which would be 

acceptable to you? Wouldn't any type of constitutional amendment 

prohibit women from having their free choice as to whether they 

want an abortion? 
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SOCIAL ISSUES (cont'd) 

4. Do you favor President Ford's position that he would leave 

the matter of abortions to the states through a constitutional 

amendment? 

5. As Governor, you signed a bill which would provide for an 

abortion within the first six months at the request of a woman 

to her doctor. Why did you support such a bill? Wouldn't a 

fetus at six months be a person and wouldn't this be permitting 

murder? 

6. What is your position on criminal penalties for marijuana? 

7. With your emphasis on morality and the family, isn't your 

position in favor of decriminilization of marijuana contradictory? 

8. How long did it take for your own sons to finally discontinue 

the use of marijuana after they began? 

ENVIRONMENT 

1. Can we maintain a healthy environment and at the same time 

build our energy resources? 

2. Would you favor extension of the deadline by which automobile 

companies must meet certain air pollution requirements? 

3. Do you support President Ford's plan to expand government 

resources for our national parks? Is this a priority item with 

you and what would your program to improve the parks cost? 

4. What can the federal government do to prevent the injection of 

poisonous substances such as Kepone and Mirex into our environment? 
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GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION 

1. Can the zero-based budgeting which you have suggested really 

be applied on the federal level without the creaton of another 

massive bureaucracy? 

2. You have suggested that you would reduce the number of federal 

agencies. Can you name several federal agencies which you would 

abolish? 

3. You have talked about reducing the number of federal agencies 

from 1900 to 200. Can this be realistically done? 

4. Isn't it true that in Georgia that, despite your reorganization, 

your state budget went up each year, as did the number of total 

state employees? 

5. It is stated that you had a $13 million greater surplus 

when you left office than when you started, but that at the 

same time the debt of the state went up by $205 million. Can 

you explain this? 

6. What is your position on the sunset law? Can this be 

realistically accomplished? Which programs do you feel should 

be abolished through a sunset review? 

7. Do you favor continued cost-of-living increases for 

federal employees? 

8. The mail system seems to be deteriorating rapidly. What 

would you do to reform the post office? Would you put the postal 

service back in the federal government or leave it as it is .i 

outside the federal government? Would you allow for private 

competition with the postal service, and if not, why not? 
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GOVERNMENT REORGANIZATION (cont'd) 

9. You have talked about reducing the number of federal 

agencies and yet you have proposed a separate Department of 

Education and a separate Department of Consumer Affairs. Aren't 

these contradictory to your other statements? 

10. Should the federal government provide funds to support 

consumer litigation against corporations and others? 

11. It has been said that you have a very small, inexperienced, 

insulated Georgia-based inner group. If you talk about an open 

government, how can this be accomplished when you have such a 

situation? Isn't this just like the Nixon crowd? 

12. Don't you feel that, as a Democrat, you will be less able 

to hold down Congressional spending than President Ford, who 

is not subject to the same pressure groups? 

13. You have criticized President Ford's vetoes. Which bills 

would you not have vetoed and what would have been the 

additional cost to the taxpayers had you not vetoed such 

programs? 

14. Do you favor new legislation to prohibit deferrals and 

recisions of amounts appropriated by Congress? 

SMALL BUSINESS 

1. What would you do to assist small businesses and how much 

would such a program cost? 



RURAL DEVELOPMENT - THEMES 

1. The two Republican Admiministrations have systematically 

tried to block or dismantle every significant progra� aimed 

at improving conditions in rural and small town America. 

A. Although Nixon signed the Rural Development Act 

of 1972, both Republican Administrations have since done every­

thing possible to prevent its implementation--impoundments, 

termination of programs by executive order, refusal to issue 

regulations, rescissions and deferrals, refusal to supply 

sufficient staff and other delaying tactics� 

B. In FN 1976, the Administration asked Congress to 

rescind badly needed rural development funds as well as 

$500 million in rural housing authority. 

C. The Administration eliminated funding for important 

rural development grant programs in the FY 1977 budget--for 

water, sewer, housing, fire protection, business and industrial 

development and rural development planning. 

D. The Administration cut back assistance for thousands 

of miles of rural roads in the wake of abandonment of thousands 

of miles of railroad. 

E� The Administration has neglected rural health care 

delivery systems--hundreds of rural communities find themselves 

without doctors--estimated shortage of 20,000 doctors. 
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2. A Carter Administration would recognize that the 

problems of rural areas and small towns are unique. A Carter 

Administration wOuld make sure that programs such as health 

care, postal service and credit would take into account the 

special needs of small towns. 

A Carter Administration would strive to ensure the 

following rights to rural Americans: 

l. The right of every farmer to income protection 

against disaster and the whims of nature--and to protection 

from the peaks and valleys of farm prices and production that 

make farmers especially vulnerable to economic fluctuations. 

2 . The right to a decent home with water and sewer 

service. 

3. The. right to good.health services and the services 

of a doctor. 

4. The right of access to tetephone service and electric 

service. 

5. The right to competent and convenient postal service. 

6. The right to a quality education and to training in 

advanced vocational trades and skills. 

:.'1' 
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FORD QUESTION - BUREAUCRATIC REFORM 

Q. You have frequently criticized federal bureaucracy fo:r: its 

�ize, its red tape, its inefficiency, and its overregulation. 

In your criticism of the bureaucracy, you are different from 

every other American in that you �re President and in.a position 

to do something. What have you done in the last two years about 

the bureaucracy? 

Likely Ford Response 

I. Proposed reforms of regulatory agencies - CAB, ICC, and 

Trucking Industry. No congressional action taken. 

Rebuttal: 

1. 
Y1c t enu ctJfcl . 

Congressional reforms were �naeted because they were 

poorly designed, failed to protect the iriter�sts of small towns, 

rural areas and small businesses, and because the executive branch 

failed to give Congress enough sound factual information on which 

to base its decisions about the impacts of regulatory reform. There 

was also 
THE7 t.-llU::: 

insufficient consultation with the indristries involved. 
OF (l€6ui..-lh'"t:i-V �t;,:::;xll"l tt.LVSrttfie-5 "THH1.'1'1...:R�.-eM. O:F PeUtPeO bouetCNMeNT "'4 '-1\<-.t( 

2. The more important reform the President could have made Ul� 

would h ave been to appoint people to the regulatory commissions 
Lc--?tbet??Hif 

and other high government posts who were representatives of the 

public interest rather than tho�e of the industry. ·In the last 

five years more than half of those appoi�ted to the regulatory 

commissions have come from the regulated industries. Yet, despite 
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public and congressional protests, many of the �dmini�tration's 

appointments continue to come directly from the regulated.industry. 

In fact, recent nominees to the Federal Energy Administration 
V'lr 'i 

·have ha� direct connections to the indus.try: they were receiving 

huge retainers from the oil companies.· We can't keep turning the 

chicken coop over the the foxes to guard. We need people with 

experience but people who are genuinely committed to the needs 

of.the public. 

II. Efforts to cut social bureaucracy and improve the administration 

of programs; efforts to .decentralize the bureaucracy into ten 

regional area� of the country; effort�.to turn decision-making 
• 

responsibility back over to the state and local governments through 

revenue sharing. 

Rebuttal to any statistics cited: 

1. The administrative cosi$ of the welfare program have doubled 

over the past four years and now total $1.4 billion a year. 

2. The number of b!eaucrats in the Department of Transportation 

has increased by 10,000 wh1i'e: efficiency in the department has 

fallen . .  For example, delays in the processing of highway construction 

ha�Vincreased by 2 years in the past decade. 

3. The number of middle and upper level bureaucrats have 

increased in the Departments of HEW and HUD over the past 8 years 

at a rate faster than that of low level civil serv(i)Qt?" , 

4. .The regionalization of the federal bureaucracy, and the 

decentralization of decision-making has created new levels of 

bureaucracy. For example, the ten regional offices of the Department 

-2-
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of Labor require people to administer the CETA program while 

only positions were eliminated in the Washington office. By 

shifting administrative responsibilities orf-o the state and local 

governments, the federal government has been able tb mairitain 
• 

its size while state and local bureaucracies have been forced to 
/,iF m•//t.:;,, ('tvplt:; 

grow by /l c'A_ over the past 5 years. 

·.-:-3-
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JIMMY CARTER on Telecommunications in California June 2, 1976 

Statement on telecommunications, energy conservation, and employment. 

One important part of a comprehensive energy conservation progr_am 
is the effective use of telecommunications technology--including the 
telephone, mobile radio, television, satellites, ahd computers. In a 
time of widespread inflation and high unemployment, telecommunications 
is one of the few sectors of the economy which has consistently provided 
more jobs with increased-productivity. New applications of 

· ·  

telecommunications can do much more t o  improve our quality of life 
and conserve our scarce resources. 

I am pleased to note the efforts at a number of California 
universities and research institutes to evaluate the potential of 
telecommunications .for increasin<J the efficiency of energy-intensive 
activities such as travel. New ways of using telecommunications-�such 
as telephones linked to computers or audio and video conferencing-­
bring the promise of substantial time, money, and energy savings in the 
use of public transit. 

In other areas, we can, for example, make better use of mobile 
radio and computers for on-the-spot diagnosis of heart attacks and 

·delivery of emergency medical services. We can offer greater variety 
---and quality of educational and community-oriented programming through 

broadcast and cable television. The technology is here today. What we 
need--but do not yet have--are the institutional mechanisms and 
commitment in both the public. and private sectors to make best use of 
our technological assets. 

The federal government can play a constructive role in encouraging 
more effective use of telecommunications. I believe that the federal 
research and development emphasis should be on innovative uses of 
telecommunications and information services--particularly for improving 
productivity in the delivery of public services by federal, state, and 
local government agencies. 

· 

In addition, there is a need to review the Communications Act of 
1934--the basic legislative framework for national communications 
policy--with. respect to the technological, economic, social, and other 
changes which have occured since its enactment. When the Act was first 
passed, television, satellites, and computers did not exist. The 
thrust of new technology is raising policy issu�s which the Act does 
not now address. 

Telecommunications is of growing importance to California and the 
nation and indeed to the world. We should encourage public 
participation in the formulation of communications policy, and insure 
that the views of users and consumers along with industrial producers 
and suppliers are well represented. Another goal w1ll be to make sure 
that the promise of telecommunications technology reaches out to rural 
and lesser developed areas, as well as to our urban and suburban 
centers. 

### 
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23. Governor Carter, a lot of your suggestions for fighting inflation 

such as _increased productivity, decreased regulation, increased . ----�------------. -------. ---·---------------------- ·-·-- ··-· ·-------- .... . -- . . . 
en for c em en t of the anti- t ru�_!__l,�w�,--�-!;_c:: __ .. _, ____ a_re_

.
_th ings .... �t ha_t_!!JO s t 

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

�veryone supports and things which have never had much effect in the 
.. ---·-·--...,--·-----------·-·----- ____ --c-- ----------W\ 0(' e. ---cJ;r��f-·-- ---,-- . ----- -----·--- ------ - -----�-

past. Do you think these tools will have now, or is there something 
1\ 

more to your inflation program? 

Answer: They�may have been a lot of talk about these things in 

the past, but I think we all know that there has never been much 

action. We all know that there hasn't been vigorous enforcement 6f 

our anti-trust laws. One of th� biggest political issues in recent 

years has been the relationship of large corporations such as ITT 

to the Administrationi And even when there is no question of special 

relationships,_ there is just a lack of enforcement. For example, 

you have the situation reported the other day where farmers are 

----
------------. ___ :-__ .... 

getting lower prices for their beef and consumers are still paying 

the same or higher prices at the supermarket. And not one word from 
_______ .... -. .... _________ , _ __;, _______ _ 

The White House on it. People have been talking about sweetheart 
---------�--------------- -...___ ___ �--------arrangements in the regulated industries for years, but nothing has 

-------------- -- --- ------ ·-·····------- ------------- --- .. ------- --
been done about it .. And you'll probably never get anything done 

about it until you get a President and a Congress who trust each 
C"<-1-\ . 

other and work together. 

One thing we have done in our campaigniwhich I don't think 

has been done befor�, is to put �ogether a specific set of programs 

which are targeted to deal with the many different causes of inflation. 

We're not going to try to use the blunder""bus approach of trying to 

s i t on in f 1 a t ion b y -t h row in g p e o p 1 e o u t o f w o r k and h a v in g r e c o r d 

interest rates.4 This Administration has continually been trying 

that approach and the result has been to have record levels of 
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29. Governor Carter, do .you favor any strengthening of the powers 

of the Council of\ Wage and Price Stability? 

ANSWER: I would want to look very carefully into how the
;

+ 
Council of) Wage and Price Stability works because I think t:h:e::;t. 

can be a very useful tool in restraining inflationary pressures. 

Clearly, it hasn't worked very well in recent years. But that 

may well be due to White House political interference rather 

than any inherent lack of power. For example, most people think 

that the Council doesn't have any power to subl(E\9'na wage or price 

information. But it does and it always has had that power. 

It just hasn't used it in recent years. Another example is the 

recent alu�inum industiy case. The· Council had apparently 

drafted a report and wanted to release it which sharply criticized 

pricing practices in the aluminum industry and urged certain 

remedies to correct those pricing patterns. However, after first 

letting the industry read the proposed report and make its 

complaints to the White House, the White House st�pped in to force 

the Council to change its report and soften its recommendations. 

. h � �'() C\:tt <t.-r '\,..} h �t-
So it's �retty clear that wba� wr�tten powers the Council has, 

if it doesn't have any support in the White House, it is not going 

to be able to do the job. If I'm elected President, the Council will 

have White House support. You see I don't think we're going to 

be able to contain inflation w�th a lot of talk about it being 

Enemy No. 1 because all that talk doesn't mean very much if you're 

not willing to act and upset any special relationships you may have. 

\ 
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ANSWER: I would. I think something's wr�ng when you have price 

or wage decisions which may set off an inflationary spiral which 

will upset a who�e national pattern of prices and wages, 

which can affect every single person in this country, and the 

President sits back and acts as if nothing happened. We have to 

have some leadership on these tough economic issues and the 

President has to be prepared to speak out on behalf of all the 

people because if he doesn't no one else will. 

I think one of !ohn F. Kennedy's finest hours was when he 

exercised th�t responsibility of leadetship in speaking out 

+he.-' 
against steel price increases. He took a lot of criticism for 

that but he did the right thing. And we ought to remember that 

. V-v�l"' c...y.e..- If'�;�.-r"-' c\· 
the �rhitrati�� inflation during the eight Kennedy-Johnson years 

was about 2%. We haven't had Jack Kennedy's kind of leadershi� 

in the past eight years. We have had the highest rates of 

inflation that we've experienced in this country in more than 

fifty years. So I don't see anything wrong or unbecoming with 

the President speaking out on behalf of the public against 

inflation�ry price or wage decisions. That's his job. 
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22. QUESTION: Governor Carter, lately an ecoriomic theory which is 

subscribed to now by a lot of people- has arisen to the effect that 

inflation and the expectation of inflation itself causes consumers 

to reduce their spending plan and thereby increases unemployment. 

If that theory is right, it would seem to follow that cutting down 

on inflation should be our number one economic priority, as the 

Republicans say it should. Do you agree with that theory and would 

you agree that therefore we ought to be focusing our �ain efforts on 

cutting down inflation? 

ANSWER: I think inflation is a very serious problem. I just might 

say that the Republicans ought to know about inflation -- their 

Administration and their approac� t�-- the �conoml 
1
has 

. 
. �"-�'---·<:\... 4Ju;\ IT Ll.... 0(· _A C-L.. x/1 U _I(_' 

inflation we've had in m�h-an SO �T-s. When you 

given us the worst 

have a 20% increase 

in food prices in a single year, when you have a situation in which 

most Americans a�e being priced out of the housing market, and �hen 

you couple this with the greate�t job insecurity since th� Depression, 

of course a lot of consumers are going to very cautious and tend to 

reduce their purchases. 

I think it is essential th�t we get inflation under control in this 

country. We've just come through, as I've said, the worst inflation 
::;_r 

rates we've had in more than�-- years. And even now the current rate 
\ 

of inflation of 6%, which this Administration seems to be very satis-

fied with, is greater than it's been at any tim� between �he Korean 

War and the inauguration of Richard Nixon. I don't think that's good 

enough. 
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We've got to mount a direct assault on inflation. That means 

a numb�r of programs carefully targeted at the specific causes of 

inflation. We're not going to beat inflation by just throwing a lot 

of people out of work. That's a do-nothing approa�h. It hasn't worked 

in the past and it won't work in the future. The way you restore a 

healthy economy is by taking on inflation and unemployment at the same 

time. /o 
� 

_{Take--in -some:· of-answer from No:--12 . •  /--- -· --·-··- -------

The point_...--�: that infla,t'(;:
__. 

and' une:pJ:6y�
,:n

_

t are tw

. 

in.---e-�-��s. ��u/ 
// /// // . /,./ /// 

takezthe on toge�h�
-
�)'r _!_�-�----:��-

'
---
t

--��-b
_: _� --�-� --= �-��'�i-�h

_
e

_�·-· 
on/f 

them 

separ tely.//Wh�--;;- you do is adopt specific policies targeted-1at ___ each. 
__t.;.----- . . 

Good employment programs will increase not reduce our ability to coqtrol 

inflation-, and good anti-inflation programs will have a positive effect 

on unemployment in this countty. That's wh�t we have in mind, and that's 

what we're going to accomplish. 
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43. Governor Carter, when you were a candidate for the 

Democratic nomination, you issued a position paper on the economy 

back in April in which you stated that full employment was the 

number one economic goal. Lately you've been stressing inflation. 

Have you shifted your position and where do you stand on these. 

issues? 

ANSWER: I th�nk if you'll read my April position paper on 

the economy again, you'll find that I have always linked efforts 

to reduced unemploym�nt with efforts to reduce inflation. I've 

always regarded both as twin evils and I've always stated that 

you are not going to be able to defeat one without also solving 

the other. My first major speech on the economy as a Presidential 

candidate given at the end of August made it very clear that we 

have to take on both unemployment and inflation at the same time. 

I have always stated that the first step in fighting inflation 

C)"fl 
is to get our people back to work again to get the economy back 

on a steady growth pattern. The important point is that we've 

rejected a do-nothing approach on these i�sues. We are not going 

to use the e�il of unemployment to fight the evil of inflation, 

and we're not going to try to get full employment with the kind of 

careless spending programs that will result �n as much inflation as 

employment. During this campaign, we have set out
/ 

and we're going 

to be setting ou� a coordinated set of policies to deal with both 

of these problems at the same time. Good employment programs will 

strengthen our ability to control inflation, and good anti-inflation 

programs will have a positive affect on unemployment in this country. 

\. 
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That's what �e have in mind, and that's what we are going to 

accomplish. 
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15. QUESTION: Governrir Carter, most economists have always thdught that 

there is a trade-off between unemployment and inflati6n, that in order 

' 
to get less of one you take the risk of getting more of the other. Now 

you've argued that if you were elected President, we could achieve both 

full ern�loyrnent and stable piices. Is that a realistic goal? Don't 

you think there is any trade-off between unemployment and inflation? 

ANSWER:- With a competently managed economy, we can have both 

full employment and stable prices. 

That's not inevitable. We don't have to sit back, do nothing, and 

accept that kind of performance. During the 1960's, we had full ern-

ployment in this eountry and we had a rate of inflation of about 2%. 
cSo I think that you have to take on inflation and unemployment 

together. You're not going to solve one problem unless you solve the 

other. 

Follow-up Question 

Governor Carter, you've advocated an expansionary monetary and 

fiscal policy to reduce a considerable part of the curr�nt rate of 

the level of unemployment. Now I believe most of jour advisors have 

st�ted that this will work, and can be done without inflationary 

pressu res, until y6u get down to a level of about 5 to 5�% of un-

employment. And that after that point there is a considerable 
and 

trade-off between unemployment and inflationlin order to reduce 

unemployment beyond the 5 to 5�% level you have to risk considerable 

price pressure. Now, don't you agree with that view? 
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ANSWER: Most of my advisors have said that we can get down to a 

level of 5 to 5�% unemployment without risking a surge of increased 

prices. The reason for that is that we're starting from a point of 

such high unemployment -- almost 8% of our labor force -- and such 

low capacity in our manufacturing plants -- only �bout 75% of our 

indu.strial capacity is being used -- that it's easy to expind the 

s�pply of good and services in the economy without touching off 

inflationary pressure; because that ability to supply is already 

there and not being used. 

Now when you get down to a level of 5 to 5�% unemployment, most 

economists now think .you have to be very careful with further ex-

pansion beca�se of the threat of inflation. Don't forget though that 

moving from an unemployment rate of 8% to about 5 to 5�% means taking 

about 2� million workers off the jobless rolls �nd putting th�m to 

work. So that's a significant accomplishm�nt in itself, and one which 

this Administration has not even com� close to achieving. But I don't 

think that's good enough. We think we can move to full employment, 

which historically in this country has always meant a level of un-

employment of about 4%. And that you can do that 'without touching off 

inflationary pressures. And what we've done during our campaign -- and 

he..\ 
we d o n ' t t h ink t h i s i:s ., e v e r b e en c a r e f u 11 y d one in a P r e s i d en t i a 1 c am-

paign before -- is to outline a whole series of specifically targeted 

programs which are designed to deal with both problems of unemployment 

and in f 1-a t ion . 'f-h.e-s-e-r-a-n-g-e-- -f -ro m� .. irrc-r-e-a s ing-p-ro du c _t_iv it y --in --our--- -1 a b o.r _____ _ 

f.e-rc e, t-h-r-ou-gllile·w--t-a b-o r--t rain-ing---pr-ograms-, -t-h rough---being· a b -1 e--t-o·---· 

fv{(<Z-/Ihff.tm.�,d- J- � r�"\:�y "-'l'� 

�' / Y(. <) r'?' . 
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-------...... / __ �_nticipate ·bottlenecks and capacity shortages and moves t� __...prevent 1----· 
them, through_ .. ··the removal of r ___ egulatory restraints, thi;�gh more _,./-" 

... �·· .r' / _,..,/ .... ,_/ / / ... 
vigorous

_ 
...... -ci�ti-trust enfor.ce'�ent through incr

.
eased cooperatio-n' and/. 

/ // 
·. // // · 

. .,·· . ,/ // ......... -
consy'l tat ion __ �ong __ l?J1�_!' __ , __ b_u_�in�l?_!? _ _, __ a._p._g ____ �-��-,:-gov�rnmen t . .. J ··· ·  

The point is that if you're careful and competent, and just don't 

throw up your hands and give up on these problems, we can adopt policies 

which will get us working together again and _achieve these goals. 
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21. QUESTION: Governor Carter, you have urged lower interest rates 

a§ a way of fight�ng inflation. Most economist think the contrary, 

that lower interest rates stimulate borrowing demand and business ex-

pansion and therefore spur inflation. Are they right or are you? 

ANSWER: Well I've never proposed a s�ngle, simple solution to 

dealing with inflation. The problem is much too complex for that and 

much too difficult. The major mistake that this Administration has 

made is that 'in attempting to fight inflation it hasn't used a set 

of programs that will deal with the many diff�rent causes of inflation. 

Instead, �t has resorted to a policy of engineered recession, un-

empl�yment, and high inter�st rates. As we �11 know by now, that 

hasn't worked. 

The problem with using high interest rates alone to try and fight 

inflation is that it's a blunderbus.5 approach; its effects spread out 

all over the economy. NQw while higher interest rate may reduce some 

borrowing demand, they've also succeeded i� causing a financial crisis 

in the country, making the average person unable to afford to finance 

a new home, causing a near-depiession in the housing industry, and 

making a lot of small businesses unable to afford modest expafision. 

So I think you have to use a much more careful approach and, as 

I'v� said before, you've got to adopt a set of policies which will take 

on both inflation and unemployment at the same time. Because you're 

not going to be able to solve one problem without solving the other. 

In that connection, I would support lower interest �ates and the 

--r 
a v a i 1 a b i 1 it y of in v e s t men t capita 1 � reason a b 1 e cos t s . Without . these , 
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we're going to continue to have a stagnant ec���::�J Beyond that though 

I've put forth a �hole set of-p�-oposaTs-whf-�h-· 
will fight inflation di-

rectly without increasing unemployment.{ ;hese include a more pro- \ 

duc-ti-ve, better tr;ained
·--i�h- � �---f-orc-,--;--·�

/
set of steady agricultural \ 

l 
I 

/ .� \ 
p o 1 i c i e s w h i c h w i/11 b o t h m a in t a i n t h e in c om e o f our £k r m

. 

e r s and en

. 

S1 u r e \_1 . . ! 
. I I s tab 1 e food p r i _c e s for our consumer s ; an ant i- t r us t / p o 1 icy w h ie h/w i 11 \ 

mean some thing/-- for example, I think it's a d is�';ac e that our, /\ 
I , / / / \ 

farmers are q�w getting lower Jrices for their b'ef and none d� these / \ ' 1 I I ;·· I I . I 
price reduc/ions are being pajsed through to ��e consumers t� the / I 
supermarkei and nobody in the federal governm�nt seems to iare abou� - / · -, . I I - · -

. .J v · I that or �k willing to anyth��g about it; a�d I will support voluntary 

efforts;' Y labor, business,land the govern�ent to get together to try 
/ / 

j 

and pri9es which are not inflati�nar�. 
l ___ . . . -·· 

/ 
12;1 15 and 22.7 - .. .. · · ·  

No. 



WAGE ANP PRICE CONTROLS 

1. Q. Governor Carter, you have said that you think the president 

ought to have stand�by authority to control wages and prices. 

How soon would you seek such authority and when would you use 

it if you were elected president? 

A. Stand-by authority to selectively control wages and prices 

would be the last step in my program to control inflation, a 

step which would be taken only if all other measures failed. 

Presently I do not see the need for the use of such authority, 

so it certainly would not be one of my first priorities if I'm 

elected. 

Go to basic answer for details of Carter cgtt]5P- inflation program: 

(1} Goal--to reduce inflation to 4% or. less within 4 years · · . . 
I 

(2} Rejection of �publican policy of forced unemployment and 

recession to fight inflation; 

(3} Carter policy will take on inflation and unemployment tog�ther 

because either you take them on together or you won't be able 

to solve either of them separately ; 
I 

(4} Set out details of inflation program. 

2. Q. But Governor Carter, even if stand-by authority is a last 

resort, I understand you do not rule it out and I wonder 

under what circumstances you would use it? 

A. As I have said, I would use selective controls as a last 

resort, and I don't make any apologies for that. I would 

never sit back while food prices are going up 20% in a 

single year. That kind of inflation strikes at the heart of 

every family in this country and threatens all of 6ur 

financial institutions. It seems to me that it is the duty 

of any national leader.to protect the people agai�st that 

kind of disasterj and if I'm elected I would do that duty. 



Wage and Price Controls {cont.) c 

3. Q. Governor Carter, what specific wages and prices would you 

control? And would your selective controls cover dividends, 

interest rates and profits as well as wages and prices? 

A. My preference on this matt�r of controls is to take as careful 

- \ 

I don't favor across the and· limited an approach as possible. 
h-.:')e..-- iJf-e_c...v 

board controls because they would require a -�f beuurecracy 

to administer and because they would .tend to straight-jacket 

our economy. My first preference would be to look at those 
cl e.-c .. ) J ;· .:." 5 

· 

specific price� and wage divisions that were threatening the 

national pattern of price and wage stability. By taking 

affirmative action on the leading price and wage decisions, 

we might be able to head off an inflationary surge and we also 

might be able to dampen any further inflationary expectations. 
-- _____ ,,.,.-----·· ---

Of course_,/if there .were a specific
- industry ·or···secEor ·a:f-th--e 

,/ / / / / / / 
.. -

econom:{ whose �;Xce or wage decisi
_�

_n!:( were thre�):erfing na;;-onal 

pr�stabi�y or threatening/tO' 
set off ��flationar� serie 

�wage � price decision�e would take action �� � 
�----'-'"-

. • / I ... ..-

-t-1-. e.. 

_________ _:_ ______ ---- --------

And I want to add that in � case of profits and dividends, 

where a company was taking price decisions that we felt that we 
5 

had to control. we would of course also look at it":ll profits and 
I 

dividends. And in deciding whether selective controls were 

.necessary in a particular case, we would treat interest like 

any other price and would look to the interest rates being 

charged by banks and lending ihstitutions. 

I think that there are two things that are particularly important 

in a contro�program·and tbat we would stress. First is fairness. 

Brisiness and labor and consumers have to be convinced that any 

government intervention-is being taken in,partially and on 

behalf of all the people. That wasn't true of our mosjrecent 
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controls arid it had a lot to -de.tl with the controls not 

working. Second, I think that if the president excercises a firm 

hand in a limited number of price and wage decisions and makes 

clear that we are all in this economy together and have to work 

together, we can dampen inflationary pressures with a limited 

control program and we can get those controls off more quickly. 

4. Q. But Governor Carter, isn't it true that our most recent experience 

with controls was � disaster, that controls don't work, and that 

mere existence of such authority might encourage unions and 

businesses to increase their wages and prices before such 

authority can be invoked? 

A. 1. Use of authority would be a last resort, only if other 

measures failed. 

2. Carter has set forth a specific set of policies which are 
eJ fo 

target: d;;b;e. deal with the many different causes of inflation. 

These policies will work and can get inflation down to 4% 

or less by 1980. 

3. It is true that the Nixon controls program did not work: 

4. 

(a) controls were across the board and too broad; (b) 

controls were unfairly administered--much more pressure 

on unions and wage d_ecisions than on businesses and 

price decisions; (c) controls we�e being run by people 

who basically didn't wan� th�m to work and the public 

knew it. 

So I wouldn't judge that experience as necessarily being a 

guide for the future. 
1� 

And I don't agree that stand-by authority would � it�self 

cause unions and businesses to increase their. wages and 

prices. I think any such wage and price increases 6ould 
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A. 4. be rolled badk and I also think that if the president is a 

person who the public believes would exercise any stand-by 

authority only if necessary and then fairly and firmly, the 

existence of the authority could well reduce � inflationary 

expections. 



INFLATION 

QUESTIONS 

1. Mr. Ford's economic policy focuses on cont�ining inflation 
as the number 1 priority. A lot of economists and businessmen agree_. 
What is your anti-inflation program? 

2. You talk as if we can get both lower rates of inflation and 
lower rates of unemployment, but isn't there a trade off between the 
two?.· Don't you have to make some sacrifices on one in order to make 
progress against the other? 

ANSWERS 

Theme: Republicans have tried to fight inflation with high 
interest rates and by putting people out of work. That approach 
has failed: It has given us a stagnant economy and the worst 
combination of inflation and unemployment for any Administration 
in o�er 50 years; Carter- approach·will take on inflation and un­
employment together by getting the economy moving again and by putting 
people back to work. 

· 

A. Attack Points 

1. Republicans have tried to fight inflation with high 
unemployment and high interest rates. That policy hasn't worked 
and won't work. It has given us a stagnant economy and the worst 
combination of inflation and unemployment for any Administration 
in more than 50 years. 

2. In 1968, a dollar was worth a dollar. Today it's worth 
61¢. And if you spend it just for groceries, it's worth only 57¢. 
Cost of the average new home is over $40,000, more than twice as 
high as it was eight years ago. Prices are rising today twice as 
fast as they were at the beginning of this year and are three times 
as great as under Kennedy-Johnson. 

3. Because of high inflation, the average worker's weekly 
paycheck is worth less today than it was in. 1968 and less than 
when Mr. Ford took office. The working man has been on an economic 
treadmill -- his paycheck can't keep up with the rising cost of 
living. 

4. The economic waste caused by this Administration's policies 
have given us the largest deficits in our history. They can't even 
manage:their own budget -- presently they've lost track of $15 billion. 
They can't even find it. Spending for welfare and unemployment com­
pensation, which is the.most wasteful federal spending because nothing 
is pr6duced for it, has skyrocketed. 



5. They've accepted high inflation as a permanent fact of 
life. There are few cases in last eight years where White House 
spoke out against inflationary wage or price decision. They're 
not willing to take on the big corporations that are a major cause 
of inflation. Recently the Council on Wage and Price Stability, 
which is supposed to be an independent public watchdog on inflation, 
was going to issue a report sharply critical of pricing practices 
in the aluminum industry. However, when the White House got wind 
of the report, they stepped in, let members of the industry read 
the report in advance of publication, and then forced the Council 
to suppress 350 key pages of the report. 

B. Positive Point 

Carter economic policies will take on inflation and 
unemployment together because we won't make progress trying to 
fight them separately. With steady economic growth and competent 
economic management, we can get full employment and stable prices. 
JFK - LBJ did. Inflation must be attacked in a variety of ways: 

1. Thorough reform of inflationary government regulations 
which increase costs to Americans, such as airline·deregulation 
to lower airline fares and the backhand rule prohibiting a truck 
from carrying goods on its return haul. 

2. More effective monitoring of excessive price and wage 
increases by the Council on Wage and Price Stability, with use of 
its subpoena power, and pre-notification requirements. 

3. Development in coordination with management and labor of 
voluntary wage and price guidelines and effective Presidential 
leadership, such.as JFK used in the 1962 steel price rise, to keep 
prices w1.thin reason. Also standby wage and price controls in an 
emergency (no present use foreseeable). 

4. An increase in productivity so growth does not become 
inflationary. 

5. A better matching of supply and demand, with increased 
attention to the supply side of our economy. 

6. Strict anti-trust enforcement to encourage price 
competition . 

. 7. Targeted employment programs to areas of highest 
unemployment and general growth will not be inflationary since 
only 1J% of our industrial capacity is being utilized. 



c. Likely Ford Response 

1. The only real inflation program Carter has is wage and 
price controls, and this will be a disaster. 

D. Rebuttal 

1. Carter opposes comprehensive, across-the-board wage and 
price controls. We had those kind of controls under Mr. Nixon, 
and Mr. Ford supported them. Those controls were too broad, they 
weren't fairly administered, and of course they didntt work. 

2.· I would use selective controls only as a last resort, if 
double-digit inflation were threatening the stability of our national 
economy and other measures weren't working. I don't make any apologies 
for that. It seems to me that it is the duty of any national leader 
to protect the people from that kind of disaster, and if I'm elected, 
I would do that duty. 

3. But it's not going to come to that because our policies 
of steady economic growth, strong competition, and Presidential 
leadership are going to bring inflation. tinder control. 

4. Ford is big deficit spender -- biggest in history. 
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INFLATION 

Republicans charge that your spending programs for 

jobs, welfare and health can only trigger a new wave of 

inflation. 

Basic Statement 

1. The Republican Administration's timid policies have 

driven prices up faster than under any other administration. 

They have put more people out of work than at any time since 

the depression. 

My policy and the policy of the Democratic Party has 

always been to fight both unemployment and inflation at the 

same time and with the same weapons -- strong, sustained, 

steady economic growth and acti�governmental vigilance to 

monitor and counter the forces which push prices up. That 

I 

I 

is the kind of leadership which has worked before, and it is the 

only policy which can work now. 

--Under President Kennedy and Johnson, the economy grew 

at an average annual rate of 4.5%, even by 1966 unemployment 

was reduced to_less than 4%, and inflation was held to an 

annual average of 2%. Our last two Democratic Presidents 

I 

demonstrated that we could have both low unemployment and low 

inflation. 'And our nation has consistenly done best against 

inflation during periods of high economic growth and 

productivity. 
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--So why do the Republicans tell us we can't afford 

to get unemployment below 7. 9% today without unleashigg.:ceven 

worse inflation than the current 6%? 

--Why is it necessary for the American people to tolerate 

in 1976 a higher unemployment rate and a higher inflation rate 

than every single year from 1952 through 1968? 

2. The Republicans now claim that their economic 

policies have been successful. Let's put that claim in 

perspective. 

--Over the past decade average monthly mortgage payments 

have risen by 191% for an average home. Three out of every 

four families are priced out of the cost of new housing. Is 

that success? 

--They take pride because the inflation rate has dropped 

from 12 percent to 7 percent last year -- still the highest rate 

point in 25 years. Is that success? 

--The 1968 dollar is now worth 61 cents. The 1968 

food dollar is now worth 57 cents. I think we should honor 

Secretary Simon by putting his picture on the $2 bill. 

--The value of your dollar is still shrinking. And it 

will continue to do so. The Republicans' own Federal 

Reserve Board Chairman very recently said that the under­

lying rate of inflation is 6% to 7% and that this rate has 

not diminished since mid-1975. 
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--Industrial commodity prices, which account for over 

70% of wholesale prices, have been rising at an annual rate 

of about 8% for the last three months. This is the best 

barometer for future consumer price increases. Is that 

success? 

--Unemployment has risen steadily for the past three 

months and it is as high today as it was 20 months ago, with 

7.5 million people out of work. 

3_. The Republicans' do-nothing policies completely 

misunderstand the causes of inflation. 

--The Republican platform says: 11We wish to stress that 

the number one cause of inflation is the government's expansion 

of the nation's supply of money and credit • • .  " 

--This is nonsense. The ravaging inflation which we 

suffer has nothing to do with too much prosperity. 

--The main causes of inflation are the extortionate 

price increases of the OPEC cartel. 

--Two dev.aluations of the dollar by the Republic:an 

Administration. 

--The great Russian grain giveaway of 1972; 
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--Commodity shortages, on-again-off-again wage and 

price control policies, and monopoly pricing in certain 

sectors of the economy. 

--None of these causes of inflation have been or can be 

affected at all by the Republican policy of no-recovery, 

no-jobs economics. They are anti-jobs, without being 

anti-inflation. That has never worked. And it is not 

working now. 

4. Inflation cannot be fought with WIN buttons. It 

takes leadership and management. That is what Democratic 

economic policies have provided and will provide. 

--The Republicans only fight inflation by putting 

people out of work. We will attack inflation directly rather 

than the discredited policy of driving up unemployment. 

That's what the Democrats did under Kennedy and Johnson and 

that is what we will do again. 

--Here is the anti-inflation program I will follow as 

President so that we beat inflation: 

--I will restore economic growth and productivity so 

that costs are cut and adequate supplies of housing and 

other essential goods are provided. 
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--I.will adopt employment policies carefully targeted 

to reduce unemployment among those groups and in those 

geographical areas where it is highest -- a policy which 

will allow us to cut unemployment without accelerating 

inflation. 

--I would establish a food reserve program that 

protects farmers and consumers from the wild gyrations in 

food prices we have had in recent years; 

--I would review 'all federal regulation, procurement 

activities, and programs to ensure that the government is 

not the party responsible for holding up prices; 

--I would meet with the leaders of business and labor 

to ask them to cooperate in exercising voluntary restraint 

on wages and prices. Voluntary standards against which 

major price and wage increases could be measured, and about 

which the public could be informed, could serve as a great 

restraint on inflation. 

5. Let me emphasize that I would take a hard look 

at any price or wage increases that are unjustified and could 

threaten national price stability. I owe nothing to any 

special interests. My only obligation is to the voters. 
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--The current Council on Wage and Price Stability has 

done some good studies on the problem of inflation, but no one 

in the White House ever reads them and acts. In fact, the 

evidence suggests that the White House attempted to suppress 

a recent study of suspicious price increases in the aluminum 

industry. I do not believe you can cover-up the problem of 

inflation. 

--I would instruct the Council on Wage and Price 

Stability to investigate and report to me and the public, any 

price or wage increase which appeared to seriously threaten 

price stability. Let's give the people the facts about the 

price increases by the giant corporations in the aluminum 

industry. 

--I would like to know, and I am sure the American 

people would like to .know, why General Motors intends to 

increase the average retail price of cars to $6,000, while 

at the same time steel companies, who supply the auto companies, 

have kept their prices from going up. Maybe it's justified, 

but we don't know. 

--I would stand up to oppose any major price or wage 

increase that could not be justified. I think one of 

President Kennedy's finest hours was when he spoke out against 

the steel price increases in 1962. He took a lot of criticism 

for that, but he did the right thing. And we ought to 

remember that the average rate of inflation during the eight 
-

Kennedy-Johnson years was about 2%. We haven't had Jack 
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Kennedy's kind of leadership in the past eight years. We 

have had the highest rates of inflation that we've 

experienced in this country in more than fifty years. A 

President should speak out on behalf of the public 

against inflationary price or wage decisions. That's his 

job. 
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Budget Balance/Spending 

Issue: Ford has proposed the creation of an Energy Independence 

Authority, a $100 billion program to subsidize private development 

,of new energy technology. The EIA would be entirely independent 

(not linked to ERDA), with authority to make loans, loan guarantees, 

investments, and purchase price guarantees (price supports) over 

a ten year period. 

Carter Comment 
"-�he. SctMil � 

--In"• year lil:&ia= President Ford announced � he would 

initiate no new federal spending programs, Vice President 

Rockefeller �nnounced with considerab�e fanfare a proposal 

for a budget-busting $100 billion subsidy program for new 

energy technologies. 

--Reverses the-previous administration position that 

decontrol of oil and gas would bring about high enough prices 

that the market �ould supply sufficient incentive to invest 

in new energy technologies. Under the current Ford proposal 

citizens would both underwrite $100 billion in energy development 

and be forced to pay prices for energy which are set by OPEC. 

--The proposed �nergy independen�e authority would be a 

freewheeling authority not accountabl� to the Energy Research 

and Development Administration, the President, or the Congress. 

ftwould have the sole power to determine where the $100 billion 

is distributed. One of our major problems in the energy area 

has been a lack of coordination of energy R & D problems with 

our long termrenergy priorities. 
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--The EIA would be authorized to subsidize energy investments 

which would not produce economical�y competitive fuels, leading 

.to a never�ending spiral of energy price supports so that the 

government could recoup its investment. The taxpayer pays twice. 

--The EIA runs .the risk of promoting high technology, 

capital intensive energy projects at the expense of decentralized, 

job producing, affordable energy technologies such as solar, 

geothermal, and biomass conversion. It has been criticized by 

some as a backhand bailout of the nuclear industry and the electric 

utilities which are overcommitted to potentially unsound nuclear 

technology. 
. �  

• 

--Even such conservative organizations as the Wall Street 

Journal and the National Association of Petroleum Investment 

. Analysts have criticized the proposal as �n unwarranted federal 

intrusion into the private sector and capital market. 

--Would propose instead of this kind of authority, a 

carefully planned and specifically directed federal stimulus 

for those technologies which need demonstration but which are 

economically sound and will produce energy supplies ·at reasonable 

and competitive prices. 
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FIGHTING InFLATION 

QUESTION: You have proposed an ambitious set of social programs 

and also said you will reduce unemployment to 4%. The social 

�rograms will cost money and add to the deficit. Your effort to 

get to 4% ·unemployment, many argue, will just set off a new J:;"ound 

of inflation. How would you achieve all these ambitious goals 

without setting off a ne� round o� inflation? 

ANSWER: First, I would not continue the economic policies of the 

last eight years. The Republicans have completely misunderstood 

the complex nature of inflation. They have told us that inflation 

is our number' one problem and they have created and tolerated the 

highest levels of unemployment since the Great Depression to fight 

inflation. This policy has not worked -- it has given us the 

highest combination of unemployment and inflation in over 50 years. 

This policy led to a 12% rate of inflation in 1974, and an average 

rate of inflation of the eight years of 6%. And that's the rate 

of inflation projected for next year. The Republicans have become 

6 percenters on inflation. 

-Cost of Inflation. The social and economic costs of such 

policies are enormous. The average retail price of a new car today 

is $6,000. The price of a new home today is $46,000, $16,000 

higher than it was in 1968. The high unemployment created to fight 

inflation has led to the highest deficits in our history. 

I 

I 
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-White House Leadership. To reduce inflation, we must have a 

President that understands its complex nature and is willing to take 

direct, forceful action to stop it. Inflation and unemployment 

are twin evils that must be attached simultaneously. I believe 

inflation must be attached on every front, with every resource 

available to the federal government, and through every program 

conducted by it. I will make that principle clear to every 

presidential appointee in my administration and everyone I work 

with in Congress. For one thing, I will insert that anyon� 

recommending a new program or new policy by the Federal government 

must submit, �or careful review by experts, an analysis of the full 

impact onthe inflation problem �nytime there is an inflationary 

solution, there must be a better noninflationary solution. 

-Putting People to Work and Steady Growth. The basic step 

in reducing inflation is to put our people and plants to work in 

order to restore economic growth and productivity. We can do this 

by ending the stop�go budget and credit policies of the last eight 

yeats .and substituting a coordinated and consistent set of pdlicies 

that will reduce wasteful Federal expenditures and interest rates. 

The high interest rate� of 8 to 10 percent that we have had in 

recent years must end so that business investment, school construction, 

and homes can be financed. The way to end the escalation of housing 

costs, for example, is to produce more homes. 

---------�----------------- -----

--- �-- ---- ----------- --- -

-- - --- ---
- � --- -
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Ford's recent speeches and responses to questions indicate 
that there are about 11. basic themes he would like to get across 
during the camp�ign. It is reasonable to expect that Ford will 
attempt to get one or more of those themes into every response 
he gives during the debates. Although there is some overlap, 

.the ll themes can be distinguished as follows: 

1) Credibility, Openness, and Trust have been restored to 
the White House. 

2) A clean break was mad� with the Nixon Administration; 
therefore, the Ford Administration cannot be held 
accountable for anything done by the Nixon Administration. 

3) The economy is in full recovery from the depths Ford 
found when he assumed office. 

4) Affirmative programs to solve the nation's major problems 
were proposed by Ford, but the Democratic Congress has 
failed to act on those programs. 

5) Deficit spending and inflation were caused by a free­
spending Democratic Congress; Ford resisted the Democratic 
Congress through his vetoes; and Carter has embraced the 
free-spending practices of the Congress. 

6) The Democratic Platform would cost the American public 
$100-$200 billion; Carter has �mbraced the Platform and 
is no different from any other big-spending Democratic 
nominee. 

7) Ford has taken positions on Federal issues for 27 years 
and the American people know where he stands;. Carter flip­
flops his positions so often we don't know where he stands. 

8) Ford ha� experience in the Federal government �nd in the 
White House; Carter has no such experience and therefore 
cannot be trusted with the nation's most important job; 
(The Presidency is no place for on-the-jbb training.) 

9) Ford is a common man, who did not seek the Presidency as 
a prize, who did not make a fortune while in public life, 
and who does not belie�e he knows all the an$wers; Carter 
spent two years of his life doing nothing but campaigning 
for the Presidency, is a multimillionaire businessman, and 
believes he has all the answers (though he won't tell us 
what they are until after the election) . 
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10) If Carter is elected, the nation's moral fiber will 
be loosened: deserters will be pardoned, abortions 
will continue unabated, busing will become more wide­
spr�ad, and marijuana will be legalized. 

11) The country is at peace because Ford has sought military 
s trength and his diplomatic skills; Carter wants to 
cut the Defense budget and eliminate defense weapons 
like the B�l bomber. (Although this is a foreign policy 
theme, Ford can be expected to weave it into his responses 
in the first debate, as Nixon d id in the fir�t of the 

· 

'60 debates) 

:."t . 



Ford will attempt to support these themes with the follow-

ing statements and figures: 

1. Credibility, Openness and Trust have been �estored to the 
White House. 

(1) 

( 2) 

(3) 

. . 
When I took over the nation was troubled about its 
le�ders and institutions; the White House had lost some 
of its credibility with the American people; public 
confidence in the American system of government was 
shaken. 

· 

I ha:ve changed all that: respect for the Presidency _"1';: __ 
and our government have been restored; any elf · 1 :1! � JJ. 
scandal has been erased fromfue White House. 

'l'his has occured because from the start my administra­
tion has been open, candid and forthright: I b�gan my 
term as Vice-President by having my entire public and 
private life placed under a microscope by Congress; 
and the Congress then overwhelmingly endorsed my nomin­
ation. As President, I have been honest with the 
American people, telling them the harsh facts as well 
as the pleasant ones. And I have demanded honesty, 
decency and personal integrity from everyone in the 
Executive Branch of government. (Let me add that the 
Democratic Congress sho�ld be exp�cted to do the same.) 

.2. A clean break was made with the Nixon Administration; 
therefore the Ford Administration eannot be held accountable 
for_anything done

.
by the Nixon Administraticin. 

(1) My Administration is different from the previous Adminis­
tr:ation : . I have new advis·ors, I operate the government 
differentlyi and I hav� new policies. So there is no link 
between what the previous Administration did and what 
I am doing. 

· 

(2) I was not involved with Watergate; I knew nothing about 
the break-in and the cover-up and thus it is not fair to 
blame me for either of those actions. That is true as 
well of my advisors. 

3. The economy is in full recovery from the depths Ford found 
when he assumed office. 

(1) I have cut inflation by more than half since assuming 
office;- inflation was rising at 12.2% a year when I 

took office, and for the first 6 months of this year the 
rate was only 4.6%. 



(2) Over 3 million people have obtained jobs since I 
assumed office. 

(3) The unemployment rate has b�en cut: shortly after I 
assumed office unemployment peaked at 8.9%� it is now 
7.9% and my advisors say that by the end of the ye�r 
it will be only slightly above 7%. 

(4) Key economic indicators are moving strongly upward: 
in the past year housing starts have ri�en by 40%, 
the GNP has risen by 10%, and per capita disposable 
income has risen by nearly 5%. 

4. Affirmative programs to solve the nation's major problems 
were proposed by Ford, but the Democratic Congress has 
failed tc act on those programs. 

(1) I have been .a positive leader, a strong leader, I 
have proposed solutions that were both affordable 
and workable to the major problems .o£ the people, but 
the Democratic Congress has failed to act. 

(2) --I have called for a permanent tax cut coupled with 
spending reductions to stimulate the economy and relieve 
hard-pressed middle income taxpayers - but Congress has 
failed to act. 

--I have called for reasonable, constitutional restrictions 
on court-ordered busing of school children - but Congress 
has failed to act. 

--I have called for a major overhaul of criminal laws 
to crack down on crime and illegal drugs - but tongress 
has failed to act. 

(3) When Congress has acted, it has done so the wrong way -
over the last 10 years the Democratic Congress has cut 
$50 billion from the national defense needs. I have 
reversed that trend� all of my proposed defense budget 
was accepted last year . 

. 5 . . Deficit spending and inflation were catised by a free-spending 
Democratic Congress� Ford resisted the Democratic Congress 
through his vetoes� Carter has embraced the free-spending 
practices of the Congress. 

(1) The big spending programs proposed and passed by the 
Democrats in Congress in my Administration and in previous 
Administrations have been the cause of the budget deficits 
and the inflation caused by those deficits. 

(2) I have done my best to resis� the Democrat's big spending 
by using my veto: �I have vetoed 55 extravagant and 
unnecessary bills and I have made 45 of those vetoes 
stick. Those vetoes have saved the American taxpayers 
over $13 billion, and they have enabled me to get 
inflation down to its lowest level in years. 



(3) Carter is no different than the big spending Democrats 
in Congress. He has embraced their programs; their 
multi-billion dollar mandatory health insurance plan, 
their Humphrey-Hawkins bill, their public works bills, 
and their national welfare plans. 

6. The Democratic Platform would cost the American public 
$100 - $200 billion; Carter has embraced the Platform and 
is no different from any.other big-spending Democrat. 

(1) The Democratic Platform calls for more big spending 
programs; if they were enacted American would be 
bankrupted. The cost of those programs is between 
$100 and $2�0 billion - or for every family 
in America. 

(2) Carter had a major role in drafting the Democratic 
Platform and he has stated that it is a Platform 
upon which he can easily run. 

7. Ford has taken positions on federal issues for 27 years and 
the American people know where he stands; Carter flip-flops 
his positions so often we don't know where he stands. 

(1) I was a member of Congress for 25 years; during that 
time I had to take a position on every national issue 
and I did - I voted over 3,000 times on bills and other 
measures during that period. Those votes were public 
and people· knew where I stood. 

(2) As President, I have not been able to hide my positions 
beyond a smile. I have let the American people know 
what I stand for - I have proposed legislation, I have 
signed bills, and I have vetoed bills. No one in the 
audience is uncertain of my positions, even if many 
of you disagree with some of those positions. 

(3) Carter's positions are not well-known because they are 
always changing. He has flip-flopped on abortion, 
tax reform, Humphrey-Hawkins, national health insurance, 
grain_embargoes and numerous other major issues. 

8. Ford has experience in the federal government and in the 
White House; Carter has no such experience and therefore 
cannot be trusted with the nation's most important job; 
(the presidency is no place for on-the-job training.) 

(1) I was in Congress for 25 years, I was Vice-President, 
and I have been President for 2 years. During this time, 
I have learned how the federal government works. I 

know how our foreign adversaries think and act,· I know 
how the bureaucracy operates, and I know how to keep 
the government running. 

(2) Carter has had no federal government experience; it will. 
take him years to learn how to deal with foreign govern­
ments and the federal bureaucracy. The country cannot 
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afford on-the-job training in its most important 
job. The country cannot afford two or three years 
of sputtering leadership. 

9. Ford is a common man, who did not seek the presidency as a 
prize, who'did not make a fortune while in public life, and 
who does not believe he knows all the answers; Carter spent 
two years of his life doing nothing but campaigning, is a 
multimillionaire businessman, and believes he has all the 
answers (though he won't tell us what they are until after 
the election. 

(1) I come from the ranks of the working people; I am not 
from a wealthy family; I got where I a� by hard work. 

(2) I did not seek. the presidency or vice-presidency as prizes 
to be won; because of unusual circumstances I came to 
both jobs without seeking them, and that has given me a 
special fueling for the offices. I am seeking election to 
the presidency now not because of the power or glamour 
of the office but because I want to finish a job I've 
started. 

(3) I am not a wealthy man. At the time of my confirmation 
hearings for vice-president, my net worth, after 25 
years as a Congressman was only Comments 
were widely made about how little worth I had accumulated. 
As President, my wealth has not increased very much. I 
am still not a millionaire, or even close to being one. 

(4) I do not claim to know all the answers to the problems 
facing the country. I do not claim that I have 
not made mistakes or that I will not make ones in the 
future. I only claim that I am always square with the 
American people; I let them know what I believe and what 
I plan to do. 

(5) My opponent st�nds in contrast to all of the above: he has 
s�id he is a farmer, but he is really a businessman; 
he ha� said he is a man of the people, but he has revealed 
a net worth of over $5 million; he has said he is not a 
politician, but he has spent over two years doing. 
nothing but campaigning for the presidency; and he acts 
as if he knows all the answers, but he refuses to tell us 
what his answers are (instead asking us to trust him). 

10. If Carter is elected, ihe nation's moral fiber will be loo�ened:. 
deserters will be pardoned, abortions will continue unabated, 
busing will become widespread and marijuana will be legalized. 

(1) I do not believe those who dodged the draft or deserted 
to Sweden should b� welcomed back to society without any 
penalty; that would happen under Carter's amnesty/pardon 
program. 



(2) I am not only personally opposed to abortions and the 
Supreme Court decision but am willing to do something 
about it: to support a constitutional amendment to allow 
each state to decide if it wants to allow abortions. 
Carter says he is personally opposed to abortion but he 
does not support a constitutional amendment and he signed 
a law legalizing abortion while governor of Georgia. 

{3) I am opposed to mandatory busing-of school children; I 
do not believe their education - which is the ultimate goal -
is improved by forced busing. I have proposed constitutional 
legislation to limit forced busing. Carter favors busing 
of school children and will urge courts to order it witl:} 
increasing frequency. 

· 

{4) I oppose the decriminalization of marlJUana; that is one 
step away from its legalization. Carter favors decriminali­
zation. 

11. The country is at peace abroad because Ford has sought military 
strength and has diplomatic skills; Carter wants to .cut the 
Defense Budget and eliminate defense weapons like the B-1 
Bomber. 

{1) When I took office, the Vietnam War was still going on, 
and tensions were high in the Middle East. Now the war 
has been ended and th� Middle East calmed down; now there 
is not a single Americna fighting overseas. 

{2) My recond of peace - which can be contrasted with the 
records of the last several Democratic presidents - has 
been achieved because of my commitment to a strong national 
defense and to my diplomatic skills. I have reversed the 
10 year record of Democrats in Congress cutting the 
Defense budget. I made my budget stick, and the American 
people can now be assured that their security is being 
protected. 

{3) Carter is like other Democrats: he wants to cut the 
defense budget by an amount that will weaken our national 
defense. He wants to eliminate programs necessary for 
our national defense, like the B-1 Bomber. In brief, he 
is not committed to keeping the U.S. first in defense. 

:.�' 
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THEME 3: Gerald Ford's record as a Congressman, as Vice President, 
and as President indicates that he is capable of neither the strong 
nor the moral and compassionate leadership the country needs. 

· 

I. Congressional Record: 25 years of non-leadership; 25 years of 
callous voting. 

A. Non-Leadership 

-- Ford's Congressional career can be divided into 3 distinct 
periods: 

a. 1949-1964, member of Congress without Minority Leader-. 
ship role; 

b. 1964-1969 - Minority Leader with Democratic President; and, 

c. 1969-1974, Minority Leader with Republican President 

In each of these 3 periods, Ford showed that he was a 
Congressional go-along-to-get-along follower, totally in­
capable of strong, decisive leadership; (this is reflected 
in, among other things, the fact that during a 25 year 
period he was never considered by his party as a possible 
Presidential candidate; without Richard Nixon's help, 
Ford would never have risen to his present job.) 

1. 1949-1964 

a. During his early years in Congress, Ford did little 
more than follow the Republican leadership (For 
instance, during his first decades in Congress, 
he followed the Republican leadership position on 
roll-call votes an average of nearly 80%); he 
spent most of his time working to become a member 
of the Republican �inner club'' (joining, for instance, 
the Chowder and Marching Club, a Congressional 
social-political organization founded by Congressman 
Richard Nixon); he staked out virtually no legis­
lative areas of specialty; and he failed to achieve 
any significant legislative accomplishments --
it's not possible, for instance, to name a major ­
piece of legislation on which he played a leading 
role or which he can call his own. 

b. In 1963, Ford was elected to a minor Republican 
party position (conference chairman), but that was 
not because of any leadership exhibited during his 

.decade and a half. Rather, some of Ford's colleagues 
decided to replace the incumbent (Charles Hoever) 
because of his age (67). Ford was fifth on his 
friends' list�.of five possible successors; the other 
four declined to run, so it was Ford. Charles 
Goodell, one of the friends, said: �It wasn't as 

·though everyone was wildly enthusiastic about Jerry,� 
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terHorst, Ford's biographer, "The rebellion, Ford 
knew, was a symbol and not a personal triumph. 
Ford, in fact, had not even been an architect of the 
coup, but only a rally point for it." 

2. 1964-1969 

a. In 1965, Ford was elected Republican leader by 
the same process by which he had been selected 
conference chairman -- not by leading but by fol­
lowing the ambitions of his friends (such as 
Melvin Laird, Robert Griffin, and Don Rumsfeld) 

b. When selected as the party's leader, Ford charac­
teristically did not promise new or strong leader­
ship; he pledged himself only to be a "team player." 
In writing about Ford's "club" qualities, the 
Washington Post said at the time of the selection: 
"Ford is lean, well-tailored, respectably conservative, 
never too far ahead' of the country club crowd. He 
would have done as well at General Motors as he has 
on Capitol Hill." 

c. In his role as leader during Johnson's Presidency, 
Ford fulfilled his promis� of non-leadership: 
Professor Peabody of Johns Hopkins, who has 
undertaken the most thorough study of Ford's- per­
formance during the Johnson Presidency, concluded 
(after interviewing 75 Republican House members): 
" ... members deplored what they conceived to be a 
basic lack of political instinct and a hesitancy 
on Ford's part to utilize the full powers of his 
office." As one Republican leader quoted by Peabody 
said: "(W)hen it come to implementing a plan 
which requires a delicate sense of timing, a con­
cern for the intricacies of details, an inter­
weaving of the component parts, Ford is at a loss." 

d. Johnson's characterizations of Ford's ability as 
Republican leader during this period are too well 
known to need repeating. 

3. 1969-1974 

During Nixon's Presidency, Ford -- as Minority Leader -­
obviously had some party obligation to follow the lead 
of Nixon. Ford went beyond that obligation, however: 
he �ften blindly followed Nixon's lead, and he tried 
to get his fellow Republicans to follow the same route 
(Ford roll-call support of Nixon's positions exceeded 
80%; Ford's support on veto override votes was 100%) 

a. That other House Republican leaders and the Senate 
Republican leader, Hugh Scott, often chose not to 
blindly follow Nixon's command indicates not only 
the limits to which party loyalty can be stretched 
but also the extent to which Ford was a follower 
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rather than an independent thinker or a leader. 
(Comparison: Ford was one of Nixon's top 4 roll­

call vote supporters in 3 of the 5 Nixon years; 
in 1973, he was 2nd; Scott was never in the top 
5 supporters . ) 

b. Summaries of Ford's performance: 

(1) Reeves, Ford, Not a Lincoln -- "More careful 
House Republicans were sometimes outraged 
watching Ford mouthing little speeches delivered 
moments before by White House messengers from the 
offices of Nixon aides Charles Colson and 
Kenneth Clawson. 'He didn't even bother to read 
the damn things,' said a colleague. 'If the 
White House wanted something said, Jerry just 
jumped up and said it.'" 

(2) terHorst, Ford's former press secretary, 
Gerald Ford: "It was often difficult, if not 
1mpossible, to find measures on which the House 
Minority Leader dared to buck the White House." 

c. Examples of support: 

(1) At White House request, initiated impeachment 
O·f Justice Douglas with unsubstantiated (and 
false)evidence supplied by John Mitchell. 

(2) At White House request, and admittedly without 
checking the accuracy of the allegations, led 
effort to kill House Banking Committee inves­
tigation of Watergate before l972 election. 

(3) Defended Nixon's honesty on House floor, knowing 
that Nixon had lied about the secret bombings 
of Cambodia in 1970. 

(4) Publicly supported Nixon's nominations of 
Clement Haynsworth and G. Harrold Carswell to 
the Supreme Court. 

./ 

(5) Introduced and fought for Nixon's bill to sub­
stantially weaken the extension of the Voting 
Rights Act of '65. 

(6) Supported Nixon's handling of "May Day" war 
protest in D.C. (subsequently held uncon­
stitutional) 

(7) Supported Nixon's plan to bail out Lockheed 
with $250 million federal loan guarantee. 

(8) Supported Nixon's plan to develop an ABM system. 
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(9) Supported the "no-knock" and "preventive 
detention" provisions of Nixon's crime legis­
lation. 

(10) Supported Nixon's invasion of Cambodia 

(11) Supported Nixon's wage and price control 
program (though such support abandoned 20 
years of opposition by Ford to wage and price 
controls); supported Nixon's new China policy 

(though such support abandoned 20 years of 
opposition by Ford to easing relations with 
China; of such abrupt changes, J. terHorst, 
wrote: "Ford ... found himself scrambling to 
keep up with the surprise moves by the White 
House. But each time he managed to put 
aside objections to such decisions and 
come to Nixon's defense.".· 

(12) Supported Nixon's opposition to the War Powers 
Act; voted -to uphold Nixon's veto 

(13) Supported all of Nixon's bombing operations 
in North Vietnam and Nixon's mining of Haiphong 
Harbor, as well as the rest of Nixon's Vietnam 
policy; terHorst: "Time and again, Ford pulled 
together the necessary Republican and con­
servative Southern votes to dilute and defeat 
the numerous end-the-war measures that dogged 
Nixon throughout 1972." 

(14) Supported without reservation.or qualification 
Nixon's handling of Watergate. 

B. Callous Voting 

A 25 year record of moral and social insensitivity. 

(1) C�vil Rights 

(a) '69 - offered Nixon's substitute for the 
bill extending the Voting Rights Act of '65; 

!.'. 
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the substitute would have elimrnated the 
requirement that states clear voting law 
changes with the Attorney General; substitute 
adopted by House, rejected by Senate; when 
House voted on Senate version (which became 
law), Ford voted to recommit. 

(b) '66-during consideration of '66 Civil . 
Rights Act, which included a provision which 
became the nation's first open housing, 
Ford urged and voted for recommittal; 
stated that open houslng might not be 
constitutional. 

(c) '65-sponsored Republican substitute to 
Johnson Administration's Voting Rights Act 
of '65; voted against Administration's 
bill; voted to recommit the final conference 
report. 

(d) All of above recommittal votes were 
followed by affirmative votes on final 
passage; to civil rights leaders, the 
recommittal votes indicate Ford's true 
concern for civil rights. 

(2) Minimum Wage Legislation 

(a) Voted 7 times over 25 year period opposing 
measures proposing increases in the minimum 
wage. 

(b) Most recent vote--supported Nixon's 
substitute in '73 for minimum wage legislation 
which included exemption for youths (the 
McDonald's amendment); when substitute was 
defeated, Ford voted against final passage 
and the conference report of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act Amendments; voted to support 
Nixon's veto. 

(3) Crime and Law Enforcement 

(a) Preventive Detention--supported preventive 
detention provision in '70 D.C. crime code, 
introduced in 1971 bill to amend Bail Reform 
Act��f 1966 to provide for preventive detentio1 

(b) No-Knock-supported no-knock provision in '70 
D.C. crime code. 
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(4) Health Care Financing 

(a) Urged and voted for recommittal of 
Medicare bill in '65; voted against final 
passage 

(b) Supported Nixon's limited national health 
Insurance program; opposed any more ex­
pansive health insurance program. 

(5) Mine Safety and Black Lung 

(a) Voted to recommit conference report on 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of '69. 

(b) Voted against passage of the conference 
report on Black Lung Benefits of '72. 

(6) Poverty -- OEO Legislation 

(a) '71 - Voted against establishment of a 
comprehensive child development program 
to provide educational, nutritional and 
health services free of chrage for 
disadvantaged children; voted against, 
and led the fight to defeati the conference 
report on the '71 Economic Opportunity 
Amendments, which would extend OEO 
for 2 additional years and authorize 
$5 billion for programs administered by 
OEO. 

(b) '69 - Voted against OEO authorization 
bill to extend OEO for 2 years. 

(c) '68 - Voted against $25 million supple­
mental appropriation for Head Start1 

(d) '66 - Voted against OEO Amendments and 
and in favor of Republican substitute 
to distribute OEO programs to other 
Federal agencies. 

(e) '65 - Voted against OEO appropriations 
of $1.9 billion 

(f) '64 - Voted against the establishment of OEO 

(7) Food Programs 

(a) '73·- Voted for amendments to prohibit 
Food stamps to strikers and recipients 
of SSI assistance 
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(b) '70 - Supported amendment to prohibit 
food stamps to strikers 

(c) '64 - Voted against the establishment 
of the Food stamp program 

(8) Housing 

(a) Consistently voted against all housing 
legislation designed to assist low and 
moderate income families between 1949, 
when he voted for an amendment to delete 
a section funding low rent public housing, 
and 1967, when he voted in favor of deleting 
program funds for model cities. 

(b) '70 - Voted against conference reports 
on housi�g bill which contained new town 
proposals. 

(c) '68 - Voted for Housing and Urban Develop­
ment bill, even though it contained pro­
visions for interim services, tenant 
services and new-town programs (which he 
strongly opposed) ; said he would oppose 
any fundin g for those programs. 

(d) '67 - Voted against $20 million for rat 
eradication program. 

(9) Right to Work 

Voted against repeal of Section 14(b) of Taft­
Hartley 

(10) Internal Security 

(a) '73 - opposed resolution to abolish House 
Committee on Internal Security 

(b) '69 - supported the withholding of federal 
financial aid to disruptive students. 

(c) '71 - voted to continue Subversive Activities 
Control Board maintenance 6f secret blacklist 

(d) '67 - demanded report by President on the 
extent of Communist influence in anti­
war demonstration at Pentagon 

(e) '67 - criticized President's failure to 
send federal troops to stop Detroit 
riots; gave as reason for delay the Con­
gressional rejection of President's rat 
eradication program. 
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(f) voted for Internal Security Act of '50, 
Communist Control Act of '54, and 
Espionage and Sabotage Act of '54. 

(ll) Highway Trust Fund - voted in '73 against use 
of $700 million of Trust Funds for mass transit 
projects in urban areas. 

(12) National Defense Policy 

(a) Weapons - '71 - voted against deletion 
of funding for development of B-1 Bombe�s. 

'69 - suported actively the develooment 
of ABM (the wisdom of wh1ch he compared 
to the development of H-bombs by Truman) 
opposed its limitation to just two sites 

(b) War Powers - - '73 - voted against the 
War Powers Act· to control Presidential 
commitment of American Forces; supported 
Nixon's veto 

(13) Foreign Policy 

(a) Indochina 

was consistent supporter of U.S. policy 
in Indochina since Truman Administration 

supported Nixon's efforts to end 
Vietnam War on gradual b�sis; supported 
all of Nixon's bombing operations in North 
V1etnam and N1xon's mining of Haiphong 

-- opposed during '70 - '73 all legislation 
aimed at setting cut-off date for U.S. 
military operations in Vietnam 

'65 - urged President and Congress 
to cut back on domest1c expenditures 
in order to meet the growing expense of 
Vietnam War 

(b) Rhodesia - '71 - voted to violate UN 

sanction and to import chrome from Rhodesia 

(14) Environment 

(a) '72 - voted against requiring "best 
available" water pollution control re­
quired by 1981. 

(b) '71 - voted against deletion of funds 
for Amchitka nuclear test. 
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(c) '70 - voted to increase logging in 
National.Forests 

II. Vice Presidential Record 

A. As Vice President, Ford spent nine months endlessly criss­
crossing the country defending Nixon's Watergate conduct 
and attending Republican fundraisers. (During this period, 
Ford traveled over 100,000 miles through the country, visited 
35 states, and made more than 400 public appearances; he 
appeared at nearly 100 Republican fundraising events. 

B. That nine month period could have been used by Ford to 
prepare for the Presidency or to encourage Nixon to 
tell the truth·on Watergate; either activity would, to some 
extent, have demonstrated Ford's leadership qualities in 
a moral crisis. But Ford undertook neither activity; 
instead, he -refused to organize a transition effort 
(though a belated one was begun without his knowledge) and 

he refused to lead public opinion in any direction other 
than blind support of Richard Nixon. 

C. Examples of his blind support of Nixon: 

1. Fully supported Nixon's firing of Cox; "no other choice 
after Mr. Cox refused to accept the compromise solution" 

2. Agreed with Nixon's very limited definition of an 
"impeachable offense'' (though that definition differed 
from the expansive one Ford wanted to use against 
Justice Douglas.) 

3. Accused AFL-CIO and other groups of waging an all-out 
attack against Nixon (later admitting that Nixon's 
staff had written that accusation for Ford to deliver) 

4. Stated that Nixon had evidence to exonerate him but that 
he (Ford) had enough trust in Nixon to make unnecessary 
a personal look at the evidence. 

5. Stated that Nixon's being named an "unindicted co­
conspirator" had not shaken his faith in Nixon's innocence. 

6. Publicly re-affirmed his belief in Nixon's innocence 
after having been informed of the "smoking gun" tape 
by Haig. 

III. Presidential Record 

A. In two years as President, Ford has failed completely to 
provide the nation with strong leade-rship, 'N'ith a sense that 
he �s �n charge and knows where he is leading the nation. 
He has provided no reason to believe that if g�ven four 
more years in the White House, he would provide strong 
leadership. 
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B. In his two years in office, Ford has also failed to exhibit 
any concern for the unemployed, the poor, the elderly, 
the handicapped, the malnourished, the sick, school children, 
veterans, blacks, Chicanos, Puerto Ricans, women, and other 
groups in our society without memberships at Ford's Burning 
Tree Country Club; in short, he has evidenced no desire to 
provide moral and· compassionate leadersh�p. There �s no 
reason to believe he would change during the next four years. 

· C. Lack of Strong Leadership 

1. Inability to lead Congress 

a. Dependence on Veto 

(1) Ford has been so unabl� to lead Congress --
to convince Congress of the merits of his proposals 
-- that he has had to resort to vetoes: 55 
vetoes in 2 years. Ten of those vetoes 
were overridden, a higher percentage �,an any 
Pres�dent in history (Eisenhower was overridden 
only twice in 8 years) 

(2) Even Nixon, who has operated with a Democratic 
Congress, did not have to resort to governing 
simply by veto: in nearly three times as long 
a tenure, he vetoed only 34 public b�lls. 

b. Record Low Support by Congress 

(1) In 1975, on major Congressional votes where 
Ford took a position, Ford's position was 
supported by Congress in only.61% of the 
votes -- the lowest mark by a second year President 
since Congressional_Quarterly began measuring 
Presidential support in Congress (In the House, 
where Ford spent 25 years, his support was 
only 50.5%) 

(2) In 1974, Ford's support in Congress was only 
58.2%. When that figure is combined with the 
'75 figure of 61%, Ford record the lowest 

average support level in Congress for any 
President since Congressional Quarterly began 
measuring: Ford - 59.6%; Nixon - 6 7.3%; 
Johnson - 82.8%; Kennedy - 84.5%; Eisenhower -
72.2%. 

(3) When bills are considered as to which Ford 
has not only indicated support but has specifically 
requested (in his legislative messages to 
Congress) , the lack of Ford support in Congress 
becomes even more glaring 

(a)· In '74, Ford won Congressional approval 
of only 36% of his specific legislative 

· - -�proposals 
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(b) In '75, Ford's approval percentage dropped 
even further -- to only 27%. 

(4) To a considerable extent, Ford's low Congressional 
support and approval percentages are due to 
the destruction of his credibility with Congress; 
that has been caused by the numerous times 
he has sought approval of ill-considered, 
poorly-developed proposals intended to cure 
major national problems. Among the more signfi­
cant of such proposals: 

(a) 1974 

(1) imposing a 5% income tax surcharge 
as part of his WIN (Whip Inflation 
Now) program 

(2) delaying pay raises for federal workers 
(also part of WIN) 

(3) allowing the Freedom of Information 
Act to remain in original form 
(without the amendments necessary 

to plug its numerous loopholes) 
(Ford vetoed the amendments) 

(4) removing all remaining acreage 
limitations on rice, cotton and 
peanuts 

( 5) immediately deregula·ting the price of 
oil and natural gas 

(b) 1975 

(1) authorizing $722 million in military 
aid and $250 million in economic aid 
to South Vietnam in the last weeks 
of the Thieu regime 

(2) authorizing supplemental appropriations 
of $222 million in military and economic 
aid for Cambodia just before its fall 

(3) seeking authority to provide addi­
tional funds for military aid to 
two of the three factions in Angola 

(4), attempting to solve the nation's 
,�. energy problems by creating a $100 

billion Energy Independence Author­
ity (whose purpose would theoretically 
be to encourage commercial development 
of alternative energy sources) 
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(.5) 

(.6) 

(c) 1976 

proposing $28 billion spending 
cut (subsequently endorsed by Ford 
when he signed tax cut extension 
bill) 

proposing initially to solve New 
York City's financial problems by 
doing nothing more than changing 
the bankruptcy laws. 

(1) attempting to bypass the need for a 
Consumer Protection Agency by.placing 
"consumer representatives" in each 
of the Cabinet Departments and Execu­
tive agencies. Example: Joan Braden 
at State Department 

(2) proposing to turn over any expansion 
of uranium enrichment activities to 

a private industry consortium 

(3) opposing any Watergate Reform Bill 
which would establish an independent 
special prosecutor mechanism (this 
position was changed when it became 
apparent in July that the Senate would 
pass such a bill in a few days) 

(4) opposed any effective Toxic Substance 
Control Act, such as the one passed 
by the Senate 

(5) proposing no sanction beyond disclosure 
to corporations making foreign 
bribes 

(6) proposing that Medicare patients pay 
substantially more for short-term 
coverage in order to get the 
limited benefits of a "catastrophic" 
health insurance program. 

2. Depending totally on Henry Kissinger to determine 
and implement the nation's foreign policy 

a. Ford has completely turned over half his domain 
foreign poli�y -- to Henry Kissinger; it is 
Kissinger who really makes our foreign policy, with 
Ford merely assenting to it. Never in the nation's 
history has a Secretary of State so completely 
determined, to the exclusion of.the President, 

. --� what __ the- foreign policy will be and how it will be 
implemented; and never be fore has a foreic'l -of'"'ll ;_ �'-' 



- 13 -

been so widely regarded as the Secretary of State's 
rather than the President's. 

b. Ford's total dependence on Kis�inger is another key 
indicator of weak Ford leadership; examples of 
the complete dependence: 

(1) Immediately before assuming the Presidency, 
Ford publicly stated that Kissinger would 
remain as Secretary of State (he made no 
similar statement about other Cabinet officers) ; 
since then Ford has repeatedly stated that 
Kissinger could remain as Secretary of State 
for as long as he wants, including any second 
Ford Administration (he has not said anything 
like that about any of the other Cabinet 
officers. 

(2) During the first few months, Ford refused 
to even consider foreign policy problems; 
"Take that up·with Dr. Kissinger" was Ford's 
standard line when foreign policy came up in 
the Oval Office. 

(3) Ford initially refused to meet with Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn solely on Kissinger's advise that 
such a meeting would offend the Soviet Union 

(4) Although he has dropped the word "detente," 
Ford has avowedly continued to pursue this 
essentially Kissinger policy. 

(5) As part of the Sunday morning massacre, Ford 
fired the only Cabinet officer (Schlesinger) 
who publicly disagreed with Kissinger about 
the value of detente. Ford also allowed 
Kissinger to pick his successor as National 
Security Adviser, Brent Scowcroft, �vho had 
been Kissinger's long-time deputy; allowing 
Kissinger to make such a choice ensured that 
Kissinger's advice on foreign policy would 
continue to be the only advice Ford would get. 

(6) Ford followed without deviation Kissinger's 
opposition to the Jackson amendment designed 
to keep "most favored nation" status from the 
Soviet Union unless Jewish e�igration policies 
were eased. 

(7) Ford--h-as allowed Kissinger complete freedom 
in deciding what types and amounts of arms 
will be sold to Arab nations 
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(8) Ford has allowed Kissinger complete freedom 
to negotiate a Middle East settlement and a 
SALT II agreement; there is for instance no · 

evidence that Ford has provided any negotiating 
instructions to Kissinger that differ from 
Kissinger's previously stated views and state­
ments. 

(9) Ford vetoed a bill to add the Secretary of 
Treasury to the National Security Council solely 
because of Kissinger's opposition to the bill 
(Kissinger did not want Simon on the Councill 

(10) Ford has blindly followed Kissinger's recom­
mendations on emergency foreign aid requests 
Examples: $722 million in military aid; 
$250 million in economic aid to South Vietnam 
just before its fall; $250 million in economic 
aid to Cambodia just before its fall; and 
continued funding to support 2 factions in 
the Angolan civil war. 

c� Perhaps the best indication of the extent to which 
Ford has surrendered his leadership role in 
foreign policy is that it seems impossible 
to name a Ford foreign policy position, let alone 
achievement, which is not universally recognized 
to actually be Kissinger's. Even that was not true 
of Nixon. 

3. Failing to take any meaningful action on major national 
problems 

a. Unemployment failed to do anything to bring down 
record unemployment rate�, by either proposing 
some type of comprehensive program for that purpose 
or by offering attractive solutions to the numerous 
emergency employment bills vetoed by him. 

b. Interest Rates -- failed to take any steps designed . 
to lower record�high interest rates or to make mortgage 
money available to the average working family 

c. Housing -- failed to make any attempt to correct 
the HUD scandals of recent years or to undertake 
any program to move the housing industry out of 
its Depression-rate performance; proposed no 
programs to make housing once again affordable 
for the aver�ge working family 

d. Health Care -- failed to take any measures to 
arrest the skyrocketing costs of health. care or 
to ease -the-- burden of those costs (such as through 

- --� · �- comp:-en
_
e
_�s

_
Tve--n-ational health insurance program) 
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e. Energy -- failed to develop any comprehensive pro­
gram to conserve the nation's energy supplies, other 
than through such unacceptable, unaffordable means 
like an Energy Independence Authority and immediate 
decontrol of oil and gas prices 

f. Environment -- consistently failed to support en­
v�rorunental needs when confronted with the desires 
of Big Business, such as by supporting a weakened 
Clean Air Act or a toothless Toxic Substances 
Control Act 

g. Nuclear Weapons -- failed to develop any plan to 
slow the proliferation of nuclear weapons to Third 
World nations 

h. Government Organization -- failed to develop any 
program to eliminate wasteful programs, to remove 
overlapping, or to ensure efficiency in performance 

i. FBI -- failed to take steps to direct Clarence 
Kelley, or others, to finally determine what illegal 
actions the FBI has been committing 

j. Amnesty and Pardons -- failed to take any action 
to solve the problems of the great bulk of Vie'tnam 
War resisters or deserters who refused to particpate 
in Ford's ill-conceived clemency program 

k. Welfare Reform -- failed to propose any compre­
hens�ve program to solve what he admits is an in­

_ adequate and unfair welfare system· 

1. Tax Reform -- failed to propose any comprehensive 
program to decrease the income tax burden of the 
lower and middle classes 

m. Antitrust Enforcement -- failed to allow the Anti­
trust Division to file major suits to enforce existing 
antitrust laws and failed to support changes in those 
laws to ease their enforcement 

n. Busing -- failed to do anything about the problems 
and concerns raised by busing other than to re­
peatedly attack the concept of busing and to propose 
unworkable and publicly unconstitutional legislation 
to limit busing to a 5 year period. 

o. Conflict-of-Interest -- failed to take any meaningful 
steps to-ensure that_appointees divest themselves 
of conflicts-of-interest or that departing appointees 
do.not practice law or lobby before their former 
dep�r�e��� or agen�ies 
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p. Elderly -- failed to take any actions to ease the 
problems of the elderly. Failed to enforce the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act, failed to support 
the Community Services Employment for Older Americans 
Act, failed to increase subsidized housing, failed 
in Social Security, failed to exempt elderly from his 
restrictive Food Stamp eligibility rules, and failed 
to control the soaring cost of Medicare -- in short, 
failed to do anything 

q. Education failed to show any concern for the 
nation's education needs by either vetoing major 
appropriations bills, or attempting to impound 
appropriated funds. 

r. Agriculture -- failed to take necessary steps to 
ensure the price security needed by farmers through 
his vetoes of several price support bills and. his 
grain embargoes 

s. Postal Service -- failed to take any steps to change 
the Postal Service's pathetic, conflict-of-interest­
scarred management, to improve the Service's delivery 
system, or to keep mailing costs at affordable prices 

t. Voter Registration -- failed to take any measures 
to �mprove the abysmally low national rate of voter 
registration, such as by supporting universal 
(post-card) voter registration 

u. Federal Employees -- failed to take any steps to 
ensure that federal employees are treated with the 
respect they deserve, evidenced by his seeking to 
defer pay increases one year, lowering cost-of­
living increases another year, and vetoing a bill 
to remove Hatch Act restrictions 

v. Transportation -- failed to develop any coordinated 
nat�onal transportation policy or to take steps 
to cure the nation's severe railroad problems 

w. Defense -- failed to even question th� billions of 
dollars of arms sales to the Arab nations, the need 
for new, expensive weapons systems such as the 
B-1 bomber, the ABM system, the cruise missle 
system, or the enormous cost-overruns for so many 
weapons projects 

x. Foriegn Affairs failed to do anything without 
H�nry Kissin�er (see section 2 above) 
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4. Accomplishing So Little Over a Two Year Period 

a. As a result of Ford's having proposed so many ill­
considered programs (which Congress was forced to 
ignore) and having failed to do anything at all about 
so many national problems, it is not suprising that 
two years of Ford's weak leadership have produced 
so few accomplishments; and it is not surprising 
that public polls indicate that so few Americans 
can name any accomplishments of Gerald Ford. 

b. A look at what Ford has claimed are his ten major 
accomplishments (in The Ford Presidency, recently 
published by the White House) shows exactly how 
little has in fact been accomplished: 

(1) Ford Claim: "Inflation has 
than half" (evidence cited: 
index was rising at 12.2% a 
took office; during first 6 
inflation rate was 4.6%) 

FACTS: 

been cut by more 
consumer· price 

year when Ford 
months of '76, 

(a) While it is true the current inflation rate 
is 6%, that is still a higher rate than 
at any time between the Korean �var and Nixon's 
inauguration. During the Kennedy-Johnson 
years, inflation was only 2.2%. 

(b) During 1974, when Ford was Vice President 
and then beqinning in August President, 
the inflation rate was 12.2%. As Vice Presiden 
Ford supported all of Nixon's economic policies 

(c) During the Nixon-Ford Administration, in­
flation has averaged almost 7%, an average 
exceeding the highest rate of inflation for 
any year under any other Administration since 
WWII. (From 1969-1974, Ford was Republican 
leader in the House and fully supported 
all of Nixon's economic policies) 

(d) Ford is essentially asking to be commended 
for having supported and implemented policies 
that gave the nation the highest inflation 
rate in 50 years and then reducing that 
rate to the highest in 20 years. 

: ...... 
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(2) Ford Claim: "Over 3 million people have ob­
tained jobs" (evidence cited: last year total 
employment was 84.3 million; now 87. 7 million 
are employed) . 

FACTS: 

(a) The fact that 3 million have obtained 
jobs ignores the fact that 7.4 million 
are unemployed, a level exceeded on an 
annual basis only once since the 1930's 
by the 7.8 million unemployed during 1975. 

(b) When Ford took office, 5 million were 
unemployed -- 2.4 million below the current 
number. 

(3) Ford Claim: "�he unemployment rate has been 
s1gnificantly cut" (evidence cited: in early 
1975, unemployment peaked at 8. 9%; today the 
rate is 7. 5%, and the President's economic 
advisers predict the rate will go below 7% 
before the end of '76) _ 

FACTS: 

(a) The fact that the unemployment rate has 
been cut ignores the fact that the un­
employment rate, which is actually 7.8%, 
is at an annual level exceeded only---­
once since the 1930's -- by the 8.5% 
rate for 1975. The unemployment rate for 
blacks is 13%; for teenagers 18%; for 
black teenagers 34%; construction 
workers 17% (Note: each additional point 
in unemployment costs the government $17 
billion -- $12 billion in lost tax revenues 
and $5 billion in le�ally mandated food 
stamps, unemployment insurance and other 
support programs) 

(b) When unemployment "peaked at 8.9%," it was 
in Ford's Administration and as a direct 
result of his "WIN" and tight money 
policies; when Ford took office the un­
employment rate was 5.5% -- in ten months 
Ford allowed unemployment to climb from 
5 million to more than 8. 2 million 
a more than 60% increase 

(4) Ford Claim� ·"Key economic indicato�s are moving 
strongly�· up.ward" (evidence cited: 1n the past 
year, housing starts have risen by 40%, the GNP 

---------has risen by 10%, _and per capita disposable 
____________ --��n�om_e:__-has 

-�
j.sen by nearly 5% .) 
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FACTS: 

Economic indicators are moving upward 
from recession-like levels; Ford is seeking 
credit for gettirig the country out of a 
recession that his tight money, high unemployment 
policies created. 

(a} Housing - In 1975, Ford's only full 
year in the White House, housing production 
was only 1.1 million units, the lowest 
in 20 years; apartment product1on was 
268,000 units, the lowest since the 
Depression; horne mortgage interest rates 
were 9-10%; and the average cost for a 
new single family house rose to $45,000 
a price beyond the capacity of 70% of 
American ,families. 

(b) GNP -- The relevant statistic is.not GNP 
but real GNP, which accounts for inflation. 
in 1975, real GNP decreased by 1.8%; and 
in fact during the ent1re Nixon-Ford 
Administration, real GNP has grown only 
about 11%. (By contrast, during the 
Kennedy-Johnson years, real GNP increased 
by 45.9% -- a more than 300% improvement 
over the Nixon-Ford years. Throughout 
the Nixon-Ford years, real GNP has averaged 
only a 1.6% annual growth (and actually 
decreased in three years -- 1970, 1974, 
and 1975); during the Kennedy-Johnson 
years, the annual growth �verage was 4.5%. 

(c) Real Disposable Income Per Capita -­

Throughout the N1xon-Ford Adm1nistration, 
real disposable income per capita has 
increased much more slowly than in the 
Kennedy-Johnson Administration; Nixon-
Ford (1969-76) - 19.6%; Kennedy-Johnson -

28.4%. In two of the Ford Years, the 
nation had the lowest rate of increase in 
real disposable income per capita since 
the Depression: in 1974, there was a 
decrease of 2.3%; in 1975, the increase 
was only 1%. Of more significance, though, 
is· the fact that the real average weekly 
earnings (which, unlike real disposable 
per capita income, includes only salary 
and wages and is therefore a better indicator 
of� �how the. average. working person is faring) 

· · - -h·a·s"-decreased ·during ·the Nixon-Ford years. 
In real terms, the average weekly earnings 

---·--tn-196·a-was-$-103;39; it is now, eight 
y�ars later, only $102.94. 
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(5) Ford Claim: "Farmers are scaling new heights." 
(evidence cited: net farm income in 1976 

reached $26 billion, a record; farm exports 
in 1976 reached $22 billion, a record) 

FACTS: 

(a) Net farm income is only projected to reach 
$26 billion this year, and even �f it 
does that will be far from a record -- in 
1973, net farm income was $33 billion. 

(b) More importantly, "net farm income" is 
not the relevant measure of farmers' in­
come; "real farm income." which accounts 
for inflation, is the relevant measure 
and that �as been disastrous in the Ford 
Administration. For 1975, real farm 
income was $16.8 billion and for 1976 it 
is projected at $i7.7 billion. By com­
parison, it was $27.7 billion the year 
before Ford took office (1973) and $22.6 
billion in the year in which Ford assumed 
office (1974). That record does not 
indicate "new heights" for farms. 

(6) Ford Claim: "The growth of crime has been cut 
by more than 75%" (evidence cited: when 
Ford took office, crime was increasing at an 
18% annual rate; in 1975, the rate of increase 
was 9%; in the first quarter of 1976, the rate 
of increase was 4%.) 

FACTS: 

(a) That the annual growth in the crime rate 
has decreased ignores several major con­
siderations: 

(1) the amount of crime is still enormous: 
in '7 4, ·there were 2 .16 million 
serious crimes; in '75, there were 
2.29 million serious crimes; and· 
those f�gures included only reported 
crimes (which government studies 
show account for about one-half of 
all committed crimes). 

(2) During the Nixon-Ford Administration, 
counting only the reported crime, the 

, .... rate of increase (through '7 5) for 
all serious crimes was 45%; for 
robberi es 58%; for aggravated 
assaults, 48%. As Congressman and 
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Vice President, Ford supported all 
of Nixon's "law and order" policies, 
which were supposed to reduce crime, 
not just the rate by which crime 
increases. 

(3) Among the "law and order" policies 
Ford supported was the creation of LEAA, 
which was intended to provide funds. 
to state and local communities in 
order to reduce crime. Through 1975, 
$4.5 billion has been spent: there 
has been a 45% increase in reported 
serious crimes, and LEAA is now saying 
its ·m�ss�on �s not to reduce crime but 
to reform the criminal justice system. 

(b) Leaving aside statistics about the crime 
rate, it is clear that the Nixon-Ford 
policies have done nothing to arrest the 
fear of crime: one half of Americans are 
still afarid of being the victim of a 
crime while walking in their neighborhoods, 
and one-quarter of Americans are still 
afraid of being the victim of a crime 
while sitting in their homes. 

(7) Ford Claim: "Dan�erous downward trends in 
·defense spending have been reversed" (evidence 

cited: in the· decade before Ford took office, 
Congress cut proposed defense budgets by almost 
$50 billion: in '76, Ford reversed that trend 
by persuading Congress to vote the first major 
increase in defense spending.) 

FACTS: 

(a) Ford stated in the primaries that the U.S. 
military posture was No. 1 in the world: 
if that is true, it is difficult to see 
how the country has been huit by saving 
$50 billion. 

(b) The clear implication of Ford's statement 
is that defense spending can be directly 
equated with national defense posture, 
and it cannot. What is more important 
than the amount being spent is the efficiency 
with which it is being spent. Ford under­
standably makes no claim as to increased 
efficiency in the Defense Department. 
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(8) Ford Claim: "Our alliances with the Atlantic 
Community and Japan have never been stronger" 
(evidence cited: When Ford took office, 

there was uncertainty in the international com­
munity over the constancy of American will and 
leadership, today the industrialized democracies 
are cooperating in many areas) 

FACTS: 

(a) To the extent that there was foreign un­
certainty bver this country's will, Ford 
was a prime contributor; as Congressman 
and Vice President, he provided Nixon with 
the public support necessary to prolong 
Watergate into a two-year affair. 

(b) Our .relations with the Atlantic Community 
are hardly at a peak; the Italians are 
resentful of the CIA's interference in 
their recent -- as well as past -- national 
elections; the Dutch are upset about the 
Lockheed bribes of Prince Bernard; the 
French and British are angry about the 
manner in which the question of Concorde 
landing rights has been handled; and the 
Canadians are increasingly upset with our 
unwillingness to recognize their desire 
for economic independ�nce. 

(c) Since World War II, our relations with 
Japan have never been weaker. There is 
great resentment and embarrassment in 
Japan over Lockheed's bribing of Japanese 
off.icials. But more importantly, there is 
intense bitterness toward Ford's refusal 
for so long to provide the Japanese 
Parliament with the information requested 
about the Lockheed bribes. 

(9) Ford Claim: "The Nation is at peace abroad 
for the first time in over a decade" (evidence 
cited: when Ford took office, the Vietnam 
War was still going on and tensions were high 
in the Middle East; now not a single American 
is fighting overseas) 

FACTS i 
(a) It was despite Ford's policies, not 

because of them, that the U.S. has ended 
its involvement in Vietnam and Cambodia 
and"'not become involved in other wars. 

(1) Ford consistently supported Nixon's 
Vietnam War policies as Congressman 
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and Vice President, and he sought 
$722 million in emergency military 
aid and $250 million in emergency 
economic aid for Vietnam in 1973 

in order to keep the Thieu government 
going. 

(2) Ford sought $250 million in emergency 
aid to Cambodia in 1975 in order to 
keep the Nol government going. 

(3) Ford was covertly funding in 1975 

two of the factions in the Angolan 
Civil War, and he fought congressional 
efforts to stop that funding. 

(b) If tensions have been eased in the 
Middle East during the past two years, 
the people living there have not noticed 
it. No permanent settlement of the Middle 
East situation seems near, the Arab nations 
are buying arms at record rates, Lebanon 
is rocked by a civil war of unbelievable 
dimensions, PLC terrorism continues unabated, 
and Israel is still forced to spend an 
extraordinarily high percentage of its 
funds on defense. 

(c) If there are no Americans fighting over­
seas, how did two American soldiers get 
killed in Korea while chopping down a tree? 

{10) Ford Claim: "The nation is at peace with itself" 
(ev�dence cited: when Ford took office, the 

Nation was rocked by scandal and inner doubts 
about its leaders and institutions, "today the 
strain of scandal has been erased from the 
White House, doubts have been replaced by 
growing national confidence, and. the mood 
of the country has brightened perceptibly.") 

FACTS: 

(a) Again, Ford cannot entirely escape blame 
for creating the "scandal and inner doubts" 
that led to Nixon's resignation. As a 
Congressmari and Vice President, Ford 
fully supported and defended Nixon's 
handling of Watergate. 

(b) More importantly, the White House's 
reading of the country's present mood shows 
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how isolated Ford has become in just 
two years. Public opinion polls show 
that the·country's mood is still one of 
serious doubt about the country's future 
and the ability of the government to solve 
major economic and social problems. In 
addition, the White House's reading of 
the country 's mood has little basis for 
credibility, as Governor Reagan readily 
discovered. 

D. Lack of Moral and Compassionate Leadership 

1. The callousness of Ford's 25 year Congressional voting 
record presaged his Presidency, for he has continued 
during the last two years to ignore the needs of the 
poor, the elderly, the disabled, the unemployed and 
others looking to the federal government to help with 
with the nation 's social and economic problems. 

2. When Ford assumed the Presidency he told those concerned 
about his callous voting record to ignore it, for it 
really just represented Grand Rapids. The last two 
years have shown that his voting record really represented 
him, and that he is just not capable of moral or com­
passionate leadership. Examples: 

a. Jobs for the Unemployed 

(1) Vetoed Public Works Employment Act of 1976 (over­
ridden) (authorized $3.95 billion in public 
works projects; 325,000 new jobs) 

(2) Vetoed Public Works Employment Act of 1975 
(authorized $6.3 billion in public works 

projects; 600,000 - 800,000 new jobs) 

(3) Vetoed Employment Appropriation Act of 1975 
($5.3 billion for emergency jobs; 1 million 

new part and full-time jobs; 840,000 
summer jobs) 

(4) Consistently opposed any program to reduce the 
level of unemployment to even a 4% level 
(Example: FY'76 - proposed to spend no more 

than $1.3 billion on job creation) 

b. Health Care 

(1) Vetoed Special Health Revenue Sharing Act of 
'75, which extended the health revenue sharing 

program, community mental health centers, National 
Health Service Corps program, and assistance for 
nurses' training (overridden) 
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(2) Vetoed FY'76 appropriations of $45 billion for 
HEW and Labor Departments; part of the reason 
for the veto -- appropriations for health pro­
grams exceeded Ford's request by. $1 billion 
(overridden) 

(3) Opposed any type of comprehensive national health 
insurance program 

(4) Sought to rescind 22 appropriations in FY'75, 
in health-related areas (totalling $1.126 
billion) ; Congress refused to approve any of 
these proposed recessions; sought to rescind 
7 appropriations in FY'76 in health areas 
(totalling $264 million); only one approved 

by Congress. , 

c. Education 

(1) Vetoed $7.9 billion FY'76 appropriations for 
various educational programs including elementary, 
secondary, and higher education aid, National 
Institute for Education, and Impact Aid program; 
vetoed because amount exceeded Ford's recommendation 
of $1.5 billion (overridden) 

(2) Vetoed Veterans Educational Benefit Act, which 
increased basic educational benefits for post­
Korean and Vietnam War veterans by 22.7%; and 
increased on-the-job training funds and vocational 
aid for disabled veterans (overridden) 

(3) Proposed in FY'75 to rescind $370 million and 
defer $195 million in education funds (Congress 
rejected) 

d. Elderly 

(1) Proposed in FY'75 a reduction to 5% in the 
guaranteed cost of living increase in Social 
Security benefits (8% enacted) 

(2) Continued a moratorium on construction of 
Sec. 236 subsidized housing programs for the 
elderly 

(3) Repeatedly failed to request any funds for 
Community Services Employment for Older Americans 
Act (though Congress has appropriated funds) 

( 4) Sponsore.d legislation to increase by approxi­
mately l/3 the cost of food stamps, which would 
have meant acquiring about 95% of food stamp 
recipients to pay 30% of their net monthly 
income for food stamps (20% of food stamps 
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recipients are over 60) 

(5) Proposed in FY'76 reductions in the Older 
Americans Act that would have been.· the sharpest 
reduction in history of the Act 

(6) Proposed financing "catastrophic" national 
health insurance for the elderly by substan­
tially increasing short-term hospitalization 
charges 

(7) Vetoed bill to provide $285 million to Rail­
road Reitrement Fund in order to ensure 
its solvency (overridden) 

e. Consumers 

(1) Opposed establishment of a Consumer Protection 
Agency 

(2) Opposed parens patriae antitrust bill (which 
would allow State Attorneys General to rep­
resent consumers injured by antitrust violations 

(3) Supported immediate de-control of natural gas 
and oil prices 

(4) Vetoed the Freedom of Information Act Amendments 

f. Civil Liberties 

(1) Failed to take any action against the FBI, CIA, 
or other intelligence agencies proven to in the 
Congressional investigations to have illegally 
violated the constitutional rights of Americans. 

(2) Supported (until the current campaign) enactment 
of S.l, the Criminal Codification Code that 
contains so many provisions designed to re­
strict basic civil liberties. 

(3) Proposed a foreign intelligence �iretapping 
bill that would allow American citizens to be 
tapped without "probable cause" of a crime 

. (4) Refused to take any actions to pressure our 
foreign allies to stop the attrocities 
committed against political prisoners, as well 
as American citizens convicted of drug offenses. 
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g. Civil Rights 

(1) Opposed all federal efforts toward increasing 
the desegregation of the nation's public 
schools; recently released Report of u.s. 

Civil Rights Commission concluded that Ford's 
repeated anti-busing remarks and support of ' 
anti-busing legislation "undermine the desegrega­
tion process in communities across the country." 

(2) Proposed legislation which would permit 
busing of school children in any school dis­
trict for no more than 5 years, regardless of 
how segregated a school district would become 
after busing ended. 

(3) Supported the practice of private schools 
of maintaining segregated student bodies 
(the Supreme Court subsequently held such a 

practice unconstitutional) 

·h. Environmental Needs 

(1) Twice vetoed a bill that would establish federal 
environmental standards for all strip mining 
activities 

(2) Supported the e�tension of EPA auto emission 
standards to 1982 (instead of 1977) 

(3) Supported amendments to substantially weaken 
the air pollution standards imposed by the 
Clean Air Act 

(4) Opposed any effective toxic substance control 
bill (such as the tough '76 Senate-passed 
bill) 

(5) Opposed legislation requiring mandatory fuel 
efficiency standards for new automobiles; 
opposed legislation taxing energy-inefficient 
automobiles 

(6) For two years, opposed any additions to the National 
Park System and the National Wildlife Refuge 
System, and changed only with the beginning 
of the general election campaign; agreed to 
give 1.5 million acres of Wildlife Refuge System 
to Bureau of Land Management (which is largely 
dominated by mining interests) (Congress over­
turned) ''· 

(7) Vetoed bill to make certain that rights-of­
ways in National Wildlife Refuge System are 
most protective of environmental needs. 



THEME 2 : DESPITE THE CLAIMS OF GERALD FORD, THE RECORD IS CLEAR 

THAT HE HAS NOT RESTORED CREDIBILITY, INTEGRITY, OR 

OPENNESS TO THE WHITE HOUSE. 

A. Failure to restore credib ility : Ford has repeatedly misled 

the American people about his positions on key issues. 

1. Pardon of Nixon 

a) At his confirmation hearings, Ford stated that he did 

not think the public would stand for a pardon of Nixon; 

at a subsequent press conference, he said that any 

decision on a pardon would have to await completion 

of the judicial process. 

b) In granting a pardon to Nixon, only a month after 

assuming office Ford said that his previous statements 

had been given too freely and fast and had been given 

merely to hypothetical questions. 

2. Pardon of other Watercrate Defendants 

a) After the Nixon pardon, Ford's acting press secretary 

said that Ford had authorized him to say that pardons 

for all of the other Watergate defendatns were under 

consideration. 

b) When the public outrage at that statement beca�e 

apparent, Ford sent word that there had been a 

"misunderstanding," and pardons were not under 

consideration. It has since become clear that Ford 

�considering pardons. 

3. Presidential Candidacy 

a) At his confirmation hearings, Ford repeated his earlier 



statements that he could foresee no circumstances under 

which he would run for President- or Vice-President in 1976. 

b) When he announced his candidacy in July of '75, Ford made 

no mention of his previous statements. 

4. Financial Assistance to New York City 

a) Ford repeatedly stated from May '75 through mid-November '75 

will 
that he opposed angjveto any bill designed to prevent a 

default by New York City. 

b) When Ford asked Congress to approve Federal loans to NYC 

(Nov. 26), he confirmed that he had always intended to seek 

such assistance but first wanted to force New York State 

and New York City to increase taxes and layoff employees. 

5. Tax Cut Extension - 1975 

a) In October '75, Ford stated that he would support a tax 

cut extension only if: 1) the amount of the cut was $28 

billion in spending and 2) there was a corresponding spending 

cut of �28 billion; he said any other type of cut would be vetoed 

b) Ford agreed to and signed a tax cut extension of only $8 

billion for the first 6 months of '76, with££ corresponding 

reductions in spending. 

6. Common Situs Picketina 

a) Throughout 1975, the Ford Adminis tration strongly supported 

and helped to draft a common situs picketing bill. Ford 

assured Labor Secretary Dunlop and major labor leaders 

that he would sign the bill. 

b) Ford vetoed the bill, stating that it had failed to gain the 

support of al
-
I'. parties to the common situs problem. Ford 

failed to mention that Reagan was urging a veto. 



7. Anti-trust Bill (Parens Patriae) 

a) Throughout '75, the Ford administration testified for and 

helped to develop an antitrust bill that would allow a 

State Attorney General to sue on behalf of consumers in his 

state for antitrust violations (parens patriae). 

b) Ford informed the Con.gress in March ' 76 that he did 

not support parens patriae and would veto such a pill. 

He said he had not been aware of the bill until March of 

'76. He did not state that the Business Roundtable, and 

many of his key fundraisers, had personally spoken to him 

about their opposition to the bill. 

8. Meeting with Alexander Solzhenitsvn 

a) When Solzehenitsyn visited U.S. in mid-1975, the Ford 

White House said Ford did not have time to meet with 

Solzhenitsyn. The Ford White House subsequently admitted 

that the real reason for the refusal to meet Solzhenitsyn 

was Kissinger's belief that the Soviet Union would be 

offended by a meeting. 

b) Because of American public opinion, Ford was forced to 

invite Solzhenitsyn and to admit that he did have time for 

such a meeting. (Solzhenitsyn declined the belated 

invitation). 

9. Panama Canal 

a) While campaigning in the Texas Primary, Ford said U.S. 

would never give us its defense or operational rights to 

the Canal; the purpose of the statement was to counter 

Reagan ' s charge;; . 

b)- Ford- subsequently .admitted that he had prey-iously instructed 

Ambassador Bunker to negotiate a treaty that would surrender, 



over a fixed period of time, both operational and defense 

rights. 

10. Criminal Codification Code - S.l 

a) In his Crime Message of 1975, Ford urged Congress to pass 

the Criminal Codification Code (S.l) with relatively minor 

amendments. For most of the 94th Congress, Ford's 

Justice Department has been pushing for passage of S.l. 

b) Because of the intense opposition that has emerged to S.l, 

Ford has recently ignored his earlier position and stated 

in his campaign literature that he opposes enac��ent of S.l. 

11. Reolacement of Movnihan as Ambassador to UN 

a) Ford repeatedly stated publicly that he fully supported 

Moynihan's actions as U.N. Ambassador and did not want him 

to leave that position� 

b) At ��e same time, Ford, along with Kissinger, privately 

claimed that Moynihan's strident defense of Israel 

was harmful to American diplomacy and did not have 

Administration support. Because of these private 

statements, made to such persons as James Reston, Moynihan 

felt he had no alternative but resignation. 

B. Failure to restore integritv: In trying to secure and maintain 

political support, Ford has abandoned the public interest 

and concentrated instead on the pursuit of Republican voters, 

Republican delegates and Republican campaign contributors. 

l. Appointments made immediately prior to certain primaries 

or as a result of promises made during those primaries: (While 

directing the Ford campaign, Callaway admitted publicly that 

the Ford campaign organization recommended individuals for 



federal appointments based on their political helpfulness to 

Ford) . 

(SPECIAL NOTE: While no appoint��nts were actually made, on 

two separate occasions Ford offered Cabinet positions to 

Reagan, who believed the offers were clearly designed to keep 

him from seeking the nomination) . 

a) New Hampshire 

Warren Rudman, N.H. Attorney General to be ICC Chairman 

(Ford supporter in N.H. ?rimary; appointment announced 

before N.H. primary) (withdrawn because Senate Commerce 

Committee refused to hold hearings due to Rudman's obvious 

lack of qualifications). 

b) Florida 

Jerry Thomas, a former director of Florida Conservative 

Onion who supported Ford in the Florida primary (the 

promise of such an appointment was known publiciy prior to 

Florida primary) 

c) North Carolina 

�Barbara Simpson, North Carolina Public Utilities Commissioner, 

to Federal Power Commissioner (appointment announced before 

primary) 

--James Scearce - to be Director of Federal Mediation and 

Conciliation Service 

-James Holshouser, Governor of North Carolina and head of 

Ford's committee, to "be considered for high office in 

next Administration" (Ford statement) 

d) Texas 

-Kay Bailey, Republican state legislator, to National 



Transportation Safety Board (Ford supporter in Texas 

primary; appointment announced before primary) 

�Ross Sterl.ing 1 law partner of John Connaly I to U.s. 

District Judge (Ford announced appointment before Texas 

primary; said the fact that Sterling was Connally�s law 

partner was "pure happenstance.") 

e) Illinois 

--c. Austin Montgomery, Illinois credit union lobbyist, to 

be Administrator of the National Credit Union (Ford fired 

the incumbent administrator, Herman Nickerson, to make 

room for Montgomery) . 

--Calvin Collier, son of former Illinois Republican Congress­

man, to be Chairman of FTC (Ford supporter; Ford announced 

the appointment to Illinois audiences while campaigning in 

that primary) 

f) Indiana 

-Earl Butz, Secretary of Agriculture from Indiana, to 

Chairman of new Cabinet level Agricultural Policy Committee 

(to develop nation's food policy). (Ford announced 

appoin��ent while campaigning in Indiana primary) 

2. Announcement of grants or other promises made prior to certain 

primaries: (Of Ford's propensity to distribute favors prior 

to primaries, Reagan said the band should play upon Ford's 

arrival "Santa Claus is Corning to Town" rather than "Hail to 

the Chief." 

a) New Hampshire 

Promised to_ keep_op_en_the_P_or-t:smo_u:th_Nay-y _ _  Yard 

b) Florida 



-Promised $15 million mass transit grant for Miami, $33 

million defense contract for Orlnado company, veterans / 

hospital for St. Petersburg. 

�Announced that u.s. Travel Service had "instrumental" 

role in getting International Chamber of Commerc e to 

schedule its '78 convention in Orlando. 

� Promised to seek funds for comp letion of Interstate 75 

across southwestern Florida. 

Promised "excellent consideration" for Florida as site 

for Federal solar energy research center. 

c) North Carolina 

Promised to prevent building of dam on the New River. 

3. Favors aranted to gain uncommitted de legates: 

l) Richard Rosenbaum, New York Republican chairman, sought for 

months to obtain additional federal aid for N ew York and 

other uncommitted Norhteastern states. He now claims 

Ford has agreed to give additional aid to mass transit in 

Buffalo and to keep open part of the Griffis Air Force Base 

in Utica-Rome. 

2) Edwin Schwenk, Suffolk County Republican leader, switched 

to Ford after Ford personally agreed to review the fiscal 

problems of the southwest Suffolk Sewer District. 

4. Reversals of Policv to Meet Reaqan Challenae: Ford was shame-

less in reversing long-held positions to counter attacks from 

Reagan. 

a) Panama Canal - Ford stated in Texas primary,_to counter 

the -�tt_e_ctiveness Qf :Reagan's ch�r_ges_,_ that he would never 

allow U.S. to give up defense or operational rights to 
------- --- ------- - -· - -



Panama Canal; he subsequently had to admit that for over a 

year he has instructed Ambassador Bunker to nego"tia te a 

treaty that would-eventually end U.S. control of Panama 

canal. 

b) Common Situs Picketing - Throughout most of 1975, Ford 

had assured Labor Secretary Dunlop and labor leaders that 

he would sign the common situs picketing bill; when Reagan 

began attacking the bill and saying he would veto it, 

Ford reversed his position and vetoed it in December, 1975. 

c) Detente without the word - Since Ford became President, he 

often praised, and pledged a continuation of, the Nixon-

Kissinger detente policy. When Reagan began continuously 

criticizing the policy early this year, Ford stopped his 

frequent praise of the policy and announced, in March, 

that while the policy would continue he would no longer use 

the word "detente." 

d) Cuban Policy - Earl� in his Administration, Ford had u.s. 

vote to �ift OAS sanctions against Cuba and ordered the 

lifting of U.S. trading sanctions against Cuba. In the 

Florida primary, when Reagan began attacking Ford's 

softness on Cuba, Ford reversed course and declared Castro 

an "international outlaw"; he also said the Pentagon was 

reviewing contingency plans for military action against 

Cuba. 

e) African Policv - Ford agreed to Kissinger's trip to 

Africa in spring of '76_and cleared the texts of Kissinger's 

_ ___ rema_rks_. __ T_llpse texts· suP.p_O_rt.?_cl�e_l._f-qe_te:rmina tion" in 

Rhodesia and South Africa (which is to say eventual black 



majority rule). When news of Kissinger's delivering those 

texts reached Texas in the middle of the primary campaign, 

and were criticized by Reagan, Ford acted as if he had 

never heard of Kissinger or Africa. Although Ford did 

not directly disavow Kissinger's statements, he did not 

endorse them; he did not publicly meet with Kissinger upon 

his return; and he did nothing to implement the policy 

enunciated by Kissinger. 

f) Dropoing of Nelson Rockefeller as Running Mate - Until 

Reagan entered the race, Ford had nothing but praise for 

Rockefeller; and he indicated in August, 1975 that he would 

not want to break up the Ford-Rockefeller team in '76. How-

ever, as Reagan's strength became apparent and Rockefeller's 

liberal reputation became a· liability, Ford allowed 

Callaway and Rurnsfeld to make public and private statements 

about Rockefeller's political harm to Ford. When Rockefeller 

took the hint and withdrew, Ford did not use a word 

trying to change Rockefeller's mind. 

5. Delay in Appointing Commissioners to Reconstituted FEC 

a) When the bill amending the Federal Election Law, and 

reconstituting the FEC, was passed by Congress on May 4, 

'76, Ford delayed its implementation - and thereby the 

return of matching funds to Presidential candidates -

beyond any reasonable period. He waited one week to 

sign the new law and two weeks to appoint the new 

commissioners (though all but the chairmen were re-

appoin te:_
es )

_

. 
_ _ ____________________ _ 

b_)_�-��Qbv�o_u� ___ purpos_� of such a delay was to prevent Reagan, 
--------------------------- -- ------

who at that point was far more cash-starved than Ford, 

/ 
/ 



from competing effectively in the important May primaries, 

and to some extent the June primaries (most of the money 

for which had to be committed in early and mid-May). 

6. Use of Government Resources to Help Ford's Campaign (and to 

escape from having Ford's campaign committee exceed oerrnissible 

spending limits) 

Ford has repeatedly shown an insensitivity to the spirit 

and letter of the Federal campaign finance laws by using 

government resources to enhance his campaign; this insen­

si ti vi ty transcends any no rmal difficulty of separating 

an officeholder's resources and functions from those of 

a candidate, and it is particularly incongruous in light 

of Ford's claim of integrity. 

Examples: 

a) Placing of Rogers Morton on White House payroll, solely 

to serve as liaison with Ford's campaign committee. 

b) Allowing Richard Cherey, White House Chief of Staff, to 

assume clearly political tasks, such as trying to convince 

uncornrnitted delegates to support Ford or working on campaign 

strategy for Ford. This has been done while Cherey 

has been on the White House payroll and while his expenses 

have been paid by the government. 

c) Use of White House staff to prepare position papers for 

Ford's campaign committee 

d) Use of the resources of the traditionally non-political 

State--Department. - ---- ----- ----· 

--1-)-'I'.rips.by- Kissinge�-th�oughou-t-the-eoun-t-E-y-de-fending 

-- ---Ford-'-s-forei-gn=po-l�cy� �n?: atta_�k��g: __ �e_a _g�_n·
-��-�_o:;:eign 



policy; Kissinger has refused to admit the trips are 

political and they have thus been paid for by State 

Department; Reagan's general counsel to FEC: "If 

an incumbent is to be able to use individuals like Dr. 

Kissinger, paid for by the p �.lic, for campaign 

purposed, while these individual expenses are not charged 

against the incumbent's campaign limits, then the 

limitations in the law are a mere mockery." 

2) Use of State Department staff to prepare rebuttal to 

Reagan's statement criticizing Ford foreign policy. 

3) Use of Cabinet officials without orooer allocation of 

costs to Ford's campaign committee: 

1) Simon 

a) trip to Raleigh - January 20, 1976; Chamber of 

Commerce speech; Ford campaign speech; cost to 

taxpayers: $2,310; to Ford: $17.49. 

b) trips through Mississippi and Florida in February; 

two interviews praising Ford, two campaign dinners; 

two other campaign functions; cost to taxpayers: 

$5,352.36; to Ford: $243.43. 

c) Trips through Alabama and Texas in February; 

addresses at t•,.yo Ford functions; cost to taxpayers: 

$7,023; cost to Ford: $201.16. 

2) Richardson 

a) May 11 appearance in LA for oil industry meeting and 

� ----two -Fo-rd-meet-i-ngs-;-cost �to -taxpayers-: ---$-1-; 162 � 25-;----

cost to Ford: $5_7_. __ _ 

�· b) ----May -13-a-ppearance-in Det-ro-i-t-to-rebut Reagan 

charges at Economic Club: no cost to Ford because 



Richardson happened to be in Detroit between planes. 

f) Daily Distribution of President Ford's Official News Summary, 

prepared by more than 20 government employees, to Ford's 

campaign committee 

g) Recent doubling of size of staff of White House Office of 

Cornmunciations, whose task is, among other things, to 

distribute information about Ford Administration achievements 

h) Recent printing at government expense of 100 9age book 

praising the accomplishments of Ford's t�o years in office. 

i) Distribution of brochures printed at government expense 

in mailings of Ford's campaign committee; example: 

�The President's House,� which describes, in part, Ford's 

record and family. 

j) E'roviding favors or other entertainment to uncom.rni tted 

delegates while charging the cost for such to the 

government (A charge to this effect has been made by an 

FEC attorney to the Attorney General). Examples: 

a) Invitations to White House State dinner for Queen 

Elizabeth 

b) Invitations to view Operation Sail from the USS Forrestal 

Failure to Restore Ooenness 

Despite his repeated assertio ns, Ford has not brought open­

ness to the Federal government; to the contrary, his actions 

have repeatedly been designed to limit the flow of information 

-- ---to-the-pub±-ic-.-
- - -------

� 

1. Veto of Freedom of Tnforrnation Act Amendments 

a} Ford vetoed- the 1974 FOI- -Amendments, which _were d-esigned 

to plug the loopholes in the FOI Act and to thereby 



increase public access to government info rmation. Ford 

stated that the Amendments would m��e public u.s. Military, 

diplomatic or intelligence secrets. 

b) The veto was overridden and the Amendments became effective 

in 1975. Since then Ford has not indicated any military, 

diplomatic or intelligence secrets whic h have been made 

public. 

2. Failure to Sup9ort Financial Disclosure for Executive Branch 

a) Ford has repeatedly refused the request of Common Cause to 

sign an Executive Order requiring major Federal officials 

to make an annual financial disclosure. 

b) Ford has introduced a financial disclosure bill as part of 

his Watergate Reform Act package. However, his lobbyists 

are now trying to keep the House of Representatives from 

acting on the bill. 

3. Unwarranted Use of Executive Privilege 

a) For five months in 1975, Ford refused to allow Commerce 

Department to disclose to Congress copies of reports made 

by American business firms on ��e impact of the Arab boycott 

against companies dealing with Israel of controlled by 

Jewish interests. No reason beyond the arbitrary power of 

the Commerce Department to keep the reports secret 

in essence, executive privilege -- was ever given. Only 

after Commerce Secretary Morton was cited for contempt 

by a House Subcommittee did Ford relent and provide 

copies of the reports. 

b) In Fall of 1975, Ford ordered Kissinger to ignore subpoenas 

issues by th� House Intelligence Cornm±tt·e·e�fo·r-c·e·rt·a-in NSC 



and State Department documents concerning covert operations 

and Soviet compliance wi�� SALT. The express basis for 

Ford's order was executive privilege. Only after Xissinger 

was cited for contempt by the Committee did Ford relent 

and allow Kissinger to supply enough information to 

satisfy the needs of the Committee. 

c) In June '76, Ford invoked "executive privilege" on behalf of 

AT & T, so that AT & T would not have to honor a House 

Subcommittee subpoena seeking records of wiretap requests. 

That is the first time "executive privilege" has ever 

been used to shield-non-governmental officials or bodies 

from Congressional disclosure of information. The matter 

is now being litigated. 

4. Negotiation of Pardon and Watergate Tapes Aareement in Comolete 

Secret 

a) Ford pardoned Nixon and agreed to surrender the Watergate 

tapes to Nixon after secret negotiations between Nixon's 

and Ford's staffs. 

b) Ford failed in both negotiations to consult with the Special 

Prosecutor's Office, Congressional leaders, or to let 

the public know in advance that he was considering such 

actions. 

5. Suppression of information developed by Congressional Intel­

ligence Committees 

a) Ford sought in 1975 to prevent ��e Senate Intelligence 

Committee (Church) .-f-rorn-mak-i-ng-pub1.-i-c- i-ts- report-deta�i-l-ing--

---� 

CIA involvement in assassination atternp�ts against five 

foreign leade-rs. --The- Senate voted-t0-re±ease-the-report 
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despite Ford's objections, and the American people were 

informed for the first time of the assasination attempts 

of its government. (Ford had earlier successfully 

suppressed the report of the Rockefeller Commission on 

Intelligence on CIA) . 

b) Ford sought in early 1976 to prevent the House Intelligence 

Committee (Pike) from making public its final report. 

The House voted not to make ��e report public; when 

leaked and published, the report revealed the extent to 

which the Ford Administration refused to cooperate with 

the Committee. That refusal to cooperate, rather than 

intelligence secrets, was what Ford wanted to keep from 

the public. 

6. Weakening of Sunshine Legislation 

a) During the last two years, Ford has done no��ing to 

push sunshine legislation that would open to the public ��e 

meetings of all federal regulatory agencies: Ford has not 

made such legislation a priority (despite his professed 

desire for "openness"); he has not urged its enactment; and 

he has allowed Administration appointees to lobby for a 

weaker bill. 

b) When the sunshine legislation was recently considered 

by a Senate-House conference, the Ford Administration sought 

to exempt financial regulatory bodies, such as the Federal 

Reserve Board and the Securities Exchange Commission, 

from its full coverage. Ford lobbyists threatened a 

veto unless the FRB was permitted to close its meetings 

and. qn�y_]<eep_ rni_nu_te§___g_L_W!:!a t occ;:urrE!d. 



7. Failure to Disclose Nixon China Report 

----- -----

When Nixon submitted the Report on his recent trip to 

China, Ford refused to acknowledge its receipt. Not until 

the report was returned to Nixon was Ford's press secretary 

informed and allowed to the the public that the report had 

been received. 

8. Sacking of Officials Deviatina from Ford's Positions 

a) John Sawhill. In ��e fall of '74, John Sawhill, FEA 

Administrator, publicly suggested that one way of conserving 

energy would be an adiitional gasoline tax. Ford opposed 

such a tax, and he promptly fired Sawhill for publicly 

stating a different position. Sawhill: "I was very naive, 

I believed Nessen that dav when he said it was an ooen 

administration." 

b) James Schlesinger. In the Sunday Morning Massacre of November 

' 75, Ford fired his Secretary of Defense, James Schlesinger. 

At the time of the firing, Ford said only that he wanted 

his "own team" and that "there were no basic differences." 

Subsequently, he admitted that Schlesinger did not agree 

with Ford's views on detente and the defense budget. 

c) Daniel Patrick Moynihan. Moynihan was technically not fired 

by Ford from his Ambassadorship at the UN. However, 

Moynihan was effectively forced to resign when Ford and 

Kissinger continued to tell reporters privately that 

Moynihan's vocal sup port for Israel at the UN •.vas harmful 

to American interests. Although neither Ford nor Kissinger 

-would-publ�icly--repud-iate---Moynihan' s statements on Israel and 
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the Third World, they indicated privately that such statements 

differed from the emphasis o_f Administration policies, and 

Moynihan would therefore have to leave. 



' 
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MAJOR DOMESTIC THEMES -- GOVERNOR CARTER 

Pat Caddell's survey research has indicated that the 

single most critical· need for the Carter campaign 1s to take 

control of the definition of the general election of 1976. 

The debates are the principal opportunit� to provide this 

definition. 

The following major themes should be woven throughout the 

debate. They have been included as part of the recommended 

responses to the most likely questions. 

I. NEW t.EADERSHIP TO MOVE AMERICA FORWARD 

the country has stagnat�d with a drifting and tired 

Republican Administration still in place after eight 

years . . in-bred leaders living in a bureaucratic 

world of their own making . . out of touch with 

average working people. 

the country drifts . 

seize the initiative. 

. we react to problems, seldom 

we must ha�e new leaders who are competent, compassionate,· 

strong and dedicated_who have a clear vision of where 

the country should be headed . . who care about the 

problems of people . . who can unify the country . 

who can take charge and move America forward. 
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NEW LEADERSHIP TO MAKE G OVERNMENT RESPONSIVE 

responsive government requires new people and new 

perspectives to tackle the tough job of rooting out 
. \ 

bureaucratic mismanagement, waste, inefficiency . 

not part of the Washington budd� system . . no 

vested interests in defending and covering-up mistakes 

of the past. 

responsive government also requires leaders with vision 

and a sense of purpose . . who understand the problems 

o,f average working Americans . who are prepared to 

take charge and move America forward. 

'Jimmy Carter knows the seriousness of the Washington 

problem from first-hand experience, as a consumer of 

governmental services· . Governor, state legislator, 

farmer, businessman. 

�� �-t �� (-"1.( Tk-� . 
. 

���-f 
government must .fi.eliver 9H its . restore 

the people's trust . . and this can never happen 

without needed reform arid reorganization. 

III. A NEW ADMINISTRATION C OMMITTED T O  MORE JOBS, LESS 

INFLATIO�, BALANCED BUDGETS 

the Republicans have created record peacetime deficits 

while failing to attack bureaucratic wa�te and mis-

management . . at the same time record numbers of 

·..,..,-:...,..,.---,-------__..,.,.,.- .,--,---_c_-------'--'--- --- -

---- - - -�- - --------· -
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Americans have lost their jobs . . infiation has 

soared . . the Republican Administration has achieved 

wpat most economists 

�����..c.F fla tion 'A stagnation, 

believed to be impossible: in-

and recession at the same time. 

a new Democratic Administration will lead us toward 

vigorous and sustained economic growth. 

will root out waste and inefficiency, will mean more 

jobs, stable prices, and a government that truly re-

sponds to the needs of average working people. Needed 

p�ograms such as health insurance and welfare reform 

will be initiated as real growth makes revenues 

available for them. A balanced budget will be achieved 

by 1981. 

IV. A NEW DEMOCRATIC ADMINISTRATION COMMITTED TO MEETING 
THE NEEDS OF THE AVERAGE FAMILY 

the Carter-Mondale ticket stands squarely in the 

Democratic tradition -- Roosevelt, Truman, Kennedy 

and Johnson -- of making government the servant of 

alL the people, not just a privileged elite. 

the Ford-Dole ticket stands squarely in the Republican 

tradition of Coolidge, Hoover, Dewey and Nixon -- tight 

money, preference for' big business, isolated from the 

average man. 

-----'------- -- - - ---- ---

� �- -�-
--

----- �----- -

- -- -----·--,---
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the Republican Administration's record is timid and 

negative . eight years of drift, stagna�ion, and 

stalemate . . . eight years of ignoring the problems 

of average men and women while looking out for the 

big shots and special intere�ts. 

Democratic Presidents have always fought for the 

people . . .  worked to solve the problems of families, 

neighborhoods, the little guy . . . jobs, stable prices, 

and the chance to get ahead. 

V. A NEW ADMINISTRATION TO UNIFY THE NATION,· A FRESH START 
AFTER THE TRAUMA OF VIETNAM AND WATERGATE 

national unity and a common sense of purpose is vital 

in everything we hope to do in America . . healing 

the wounds of Vietnam and Watergate . . .  rebuilding 

the people's trust in their government and in their 

national leaders. 

the Republican Administration is out of touch with 

the people . . . tied to the tragedies of past years 

. lacking vision, a sense of direction, and the 

capacity to make government responsive to people. 

The same people and policies remain from eight years 

ago .wft.-.v �·'{ ;/(MeN �-1 vt,VJ..Jit? � �r&rl-� · 

� �'YJ� � ����� 
Jimmy Carter has the vision, personal qualities, and 

background to heal regional divisions . . . to reach 

- ---- --- ---- ----'------------------'---- ·------ ----------- -------
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out to the American peopl� in their diversity . 

. across racial, ethnic, and ecortomic lines. 

Jimmy Carter campaigned in.every primary, in every 

section of the country . . he won the nomination 

without being captured by any special interest group 

� . he will go to the White House obligated to no 

one, except the people. 

as a leader not connected with mistakes of the past, 

and with a vision of where America must head in the 

future, Jimmy Carter will .move America forward 
. 

make government responsive to the people . restore 

the people's trust in government . . these are the 

essential elements in unifying the country, healing 

its division --.a fresh start after the trauma of 

Watergate and Vietnam. 

---------------'-�---------
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MAJOR DOMESTIC THEMES -- GERALD FORD 

I. EXPERIENCE IN RUNNING THE GOVERNMENT 

We need leadership experienced and knowledgeable in both 

foreign and domestic affairs. Governor Cart�r is experienced 

in neither. In a danger·ous age, he has no foreign policy ex-

perience. He is a one-term Georgia governor who has been out 

politicking for the past two years� changing his positions o� 

issues in response to political pressures and the desire to 

win votes. He has little personal knowledge of the people or 

problems ·of the industrial Northeast, the Midwest, or the 

West. In the nuclear age, the Presidency is no place for on-

the-job training. 

CARTER RESPONSE 

As JFK said, there are many paths to the Presidency: 

Annapolis, nuclear engineer, farmer, businessman, 

local and state government, Governor, a consumer of 
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Prior to his election as Presid�nt, Lincoln had 

served a single 

plus service on 
I 

I 

Carter brings new vision, new perspectives, a fresh 

approach, not linked to mistakes of the past, free 

of �he Washington establishment. Republicans have 

had their chance for the past eight years and failed 

. time for a change . . time for new leaders 

to move.America forward. 

C�rter's record as Governor: positive action and 

leadership in the common interest; reform and re-

organization, tight management, balanced budgets, 

new vision and leadership that transformed State 

government; standing up to the special interests. 

Carter campaigned in·all sections of the country, 

urban ghettoes and suburban shopping centeres, farms 

and factories . . .  out with the people, learning 

their problems. 

years of reading, study, and travel on foreign policy 

issues, membership on the Tri-lateral Commission, 

personal knowledge of nuclear weapons and their 

dangers; careful assessment of foreign policy mi�takes 

of the.past eight years, specific proposals to get 

our foreign and de�ense policies back,on the right 

track, to be explored in detail in the second debate . 

. . .. . .  ·---- �-----'-------
- - -- · - · ---��----- -'-------, -· 
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II. IN TUNE WITH THE PEOPLE 

• 

' 

President Ford reflects the thinking and attitudes of an 

overwhelming majority of Americans. He is open, honest, straight-

forward, a moderate conservative, opposed to excessive government 

spending, successfully leading the country back to economic 

health, securing the peace abroad. By comparison, Carter is 

ruthless, devious, fuzzy on the issues, inexperienced, a closet 

liberal who supports the big-spending, over-promising schemes 

of Congress and the Democratic Platform. Carter is out of step 

with the country on social issues, such as abortion, amnesty, 

busing, marijuana, and gay rights. His proposals for national 

health insurance, welfare reform, and the Humphrey-Hawkins bill 

would bankrupt the federal treasury, trigger a new round of in­

flation, .and destroy all hopes for a sound and sustained eco­

nomic recovery. 

CARTER RESPONSE 

people ate tired of political labels and they're out 

of date. I believe 1n compassionate and efficient 

government. 

Mr. Ford spent 25 ye�rs repr�s�nting one Congressional 

District before moving directly to the White House . 

Carter has been gaining experience in the country in 

a series of responsible positions. 
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the Republican record flatly contradicts this �icture 

of the nation: record p�acetime deficit�, high and 

continuing unemployment, high inflation . . coupled 

with a failure to control the Washington bureaucracy 

. no vision or plan to �et things right . 

reacting to problems rather than seizing the ini­

tiative to solve them . . defender of special 

interests and big shots, part of the Washington 

establishment. 

the choice is between drift, stagnation, and defense 

of the status quo and new leaders with new perspectives 

to attack these problems . . with a specific strategy 

to move America forward, including vigorous economic 

growth, an anti-inflation strategy, government re­

organization and reform, and a pledge to begin new 

programs only as we can afford them. 

moving the country forward along these lines means 

more jobs, stable prices, and government able .to 

respond to people's needs . . the Democrats promised 

such a program in the early 1960s and they delivered 

. the Carter-Mondale Administration can do it 

again. 

lead the nation back on the path of morality, traditional 

values, the work e�hic . . people are properly appalled 

- --- - - - · -- - - - - - -
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by the corruption and deception of past years . 

the answer is to find new leaders, not part of the 

system, not committed to defense of the establishment 

. who can bring to Washington the same common 

sense, decency, and moral values that motivate most 

Americans . coupled with a new toughness and de-

termination to make government work in the common 

interest. 

Republican argument is same old line as it has been 

since days Hoover opposed FDR, Dewey opposed Truman, 

and N ixon opposed JFK. These great Democratic leaders 

have shown we can have social and economic progress. 

III. TRUST AND CONFIDENCE 

You can trust President Ford. You know where he stands. 

You cannot trust Jimmy Carter. He shifts position� and trims 

his sails according to the political winds. In his 1 970 cam-

paign, during the Democratic primaries this year, and since 

his nomination, Carter has either refu�ed to address the tough 

issues, such as the cost of national health insurance, or he 

has been on both sides of controversial issues, such as abortion. 

Just who is Jimmy Carter and what does he believe? Is he a· 

populist advocate for the little guy or a friend of big business-

men lunching at the 21 Club? Is he an efficiency �nd management 

expert or a politician who won't identify a single government 

--:- - - -;;_-·--- - -. - -�--- --
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agency that would be abolished . . or a single tax loophole 

that would be eliminated? Is he an advocate of a balanced 

budget or a politician who refuses to put price tags on his 

wild spending programs? Is he in favor of abortion or against 

it? 

RESPONSE 

__,�.,.--��..,..,.,,_,-...,..,.=-""""'-.........,���·'"iWhd"N"' 
n uc:o•• •f¢l' ·�- .. 1l:t!f&r-""'k''?'"e�. 

clear sense of direction or purpose 

\ 
����� 

l 

like. 

the debate provides a platform for straightforward 

and concrete Carter statements in key policy areas: 

economic growth, inflation controls, new programs 

and the goal of a balanced budget, abortion, tax 

reform, government reorganization, and defense cuts. 

willingness to stand up for unpopular positions, as 

in the pardon speech before the American Legion and 

restatement of the abortion position before those who 

disagree. "Politicians who say only what the audience 

wants to hear are guarante�d a favorable reaction 

every time." 



'
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IV. ARBITRARY ONE-PARTY GOVERNMENT 

• 
' 

We need a Republican President to keep the lid on big 

spending Democrats in Congress. ...The sickness in Washington" 

is really the irresponsible Democratic Congress. They have 

been in power for 40 of the past 44 years. In addition, our 

experience of the past few years has demonstrated why it is 

very dangerous to permit unchecked authority in the White House-

. Vietnam and Watergate were direct products of excessive 

Presidential power. Our revolutionary founders understood the 

need for checks and balances. One-party government can only 

result in our tax money being squandered and our personal 

liberties being subverted. 

CARTER RESPONSE ! 

Richard Nixon tried to ma_ke the same point against JFK, 
• • • j 

. . . · 

and the Republ·ican:s against. Roose�e-lt. 

the present stagnation has not resulted in economic 

security-for the averag� family or a qovernment truly 
,, 

·�responsive to the needs of people 
: 

. instead, we . . . 

1: have "a nation drifting aimlessly, no sense of direction 

or purpose, a stalemat�.b�tween Con9ress and the 

Executiv�, an Administration that has failed to check 

the waste of taxpayers• mohey in the Executive branch 

. coupled with tax giveawuys to special interest 

groups and big shots . . the·voter has to decide 
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whether this is the kind of government he or she 

wants for the next four years. 

we can do better . we can move the country forward. 

Fresh, new leadership, with a sense of purpose can end 

not only the waste and mismanagement in the Executive 

branch but give Congress the direction it has lacked 

for the past eight years. Continued stalemate is no 

answer . . because this strategy only means four 

more years of stagnation and drift. 

never doubt Jimmy Carter'.s capacity to oppose 

legislation not in the public interest . . as 

Governor he won passage of numerous bills that served 

the needs of-the public at large . . but he also 

vetoed bills that served only narrow special interests 

. and he would follow exactly the same course as 

President. 

as for uncontrolled spending, a specific pledge not 

to begin new programs until money is available to pay 

for them, toward the goal of a balanced budget by the 

end of 1980. The key is more vigorous economic growth 

and rooting out needless waste of the taxpayers' money 

in inefficient, outmoded, or overlapping executive pro-

grams. If Congress moves beyond these guidelines, of-

fending legislation will be vetoed . . just as Harry 

Truman and Franklin Roosevelt occasionally had to kriock 

- - - -- �-�-·-- -

·--�--,----C --. ·:- - - ··c-·• - =-=��=-=-=-:---::--:-::--------,--
----- - - -



,_/'. 

-----,--------

' - 14 -

c 
c 

down unwise legislation (but not bills to provide 

jobs, help our veterans, and train our nurses) 

the Carter-Mondale Administration will move swiftly 

to provide an open administration . . with pro-

cedures to gu�rantee a check on the arbit�ary exercise 

of executive power, quite apart from the concurrent 

check of Congress. 

Jimmy Carter comes to Washington free of any obligation 

to any political group or special interest, in Congress 

or elsewhere. Given the .nature of his campaign for the 

nomination and his campaign in the general election, he 

is obligated only to the people. 


