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TERRORISM

_QUESTION

What should_be done about international’terrorism?:

ANSWER

A. Attack Points

1. The administration has shown no leadership in getting an. .
international agreement on terrorism; inexcusable that no agreement--
or progress toward one--exists so many years after terrorism. became
‘a regular international occurence.

2. Admlnlstratlon has not .even enforced the anti-terrorism laws

on our own books--such as law to deny landing rights to aircraft
from countrles——llke leya——whlch support terrorist act1v1t1es.

B. Positive Points

l. Would make an international agreement the highest priority;
only such an agreement--one designed to ensure the swift and certain
punishment of terrorists--can end the problem; action of Israelis
at Entebbe was heroic, but their skill and courage is ununsual and
such counter—measures cannot be COunted upon as a permanent solution.

2. Countrles which do not part1c1pate in an agreement——and
continue to provide sanctuary and support for terrorists--must be
treated as international outlaws as well; that lesson must be taught
to Libya and Uganda immediately. - :

3. My commitment to solving the terrorist problem is example
of type of moral leadership needed; human life must be given higher
priority than at present when 1nternatlonal trade and balance of
power are preoccupylng concerns.




DETENTE/HELSINKI/EASTERN EUROPE/SOVIET JEWRY

QUESTIONS

1. How can you take a tougher line with the Soviets without
losing your leverage with them? '

2. You say we pay too much attention to the Soviets, yet
you say these relations are essential to peace. So don't they
deserve a lot of attention? '

3. You advocate a complete withholding of trade if the Russians
provoke as in Angola. But the Soviets can buy from other countries,
so what would this accomplish?

4. You criticize the Helsinki Accords for recognizing Soviet
domination of Eastern Europe. Would you have refused to sign
the Accords? :

5. Would you send aid to the communist states of Eastern
Europe? What would you do to make them more independent? Wouldn't
that raise false hopes, or intensify Soviet repression?

ANSWERS

A. Attack Points

1. ‘Republicans have been out bargained

a. grain sales 1972

b. space flight :

_ c. Soviets encouraged oil embargo, intervened in Angola,
worked against Israel at UN.

~d. Hels1nk1-—recognlzed borders in exchange for vague
promises. :

2. Republicans giVe human rights low priority; Mr. Ford's
" statement about Eastern Europe far more than a slip of the tongue.

a.  Sonnenfeldt doctrine held out no hope

b. Solzhenytzin snub ,
: c. No effective protests over treatment of soviet Jews,
"jamming of Radio Free Europe, refusal even to let Nobel Prize winner
leave the country. .

3.~'Arms control on the back burner too

a. Vladivostok ceilings too high
b. SALT II still pending



4., Detente used for domestic political purposes

a.  Summit meetings to distract from domestic embarrassments
b. Detente tied to Kissinger's personal prestige
c. Vacillation: detente first oversold, then dropped

from vocabulary.

-B. Positive Points

1. Russia needs our food, electronics, heavy machinery, and
credits. ' _

2. I would bargain from strength

a. strong economy

b. strong modern defense

c. our allies in support

d. our people united behind leaders they can trust

3. A clear sense of purpose and resolve

a. not silent or timid about human rlghts
b. reduce nuclear arsenals and opp051ng forces through
verifiable agreements.
. c. avoid confrontations in Korea, Africa, the Mid-East,
the Indian Ocean. -
. d. seek Soviet cooperatlon in limiting arms sales, and
dealing with other global problems. :
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'GENERAL ATTACK THEME

This Administration has failed us in national_security and -

‘foreign policy because it has forgotten just who and what we are.

We have loSt respect in the world because We€have failed to live

;up to our own 1deals.

| The Unlted States of Amerlca 1s not a 19th centruy monarchy

attemptlng to establlsh hegemony through balance-of -power. pollc1es._-

It is not a closed soc1ety where one man,. app01nted by the Pre51dent,

fcan make and carry out ad hoc forelgn pollcy dec151ons w1thout
-‘elther'Congre551ona1 or‘publlc consultatlon or support.: It is

_not an authorltarlan state where bargalns are to be made with

other states over the heads of our allles and partners.

- Our country is a democracy, where po11c1es are to be formulated
and carried out w1th the knowledge and support of the people. It
is a country whlch_ldent;fles Wlth movements throughout'the world
toward greaterfhuman freedom and well-being. It is'a great engine‘

which; once set to work; has great capacity for good indthe world

h_and,fbrvits oWn’people.'

But until our'economy gets moving again..-until-our leaders

'w1ll again trust the people to partlclpate 1n de0151ons about

thelr country's role in the outside world...and untll our relatlons

w1th our allles in Western Europe and Japan, and Wlth the

|  developing peoples of the southern hemlsphere, are restored tO'

ahealth, thlS country w111 not be respected as the shlnlng symbol

of stlll-young_revolutlon. Nor will we regaln our. self-respect

. or the respect of others, untll;our-leaders set forth a comprehensive‘

view of where our interests lie and just where we are going. I

. say this AdministratiOn-has_no such view -~ except for a 19th



A-19

century balance'of power view -- and the people sense it. The

 world is waitihg for us to-cbme_awake."i'mean to. do thegwaking.
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Telecopy to Atlanta
For:  Stuart Elsensatat/Al Stern
"Prom: John Stewart

- Third Debate

////’///// With the oeries t1ed one to one, the third debate will
g be decisive in determining the "winner". It 1s also likely,
' I asoume, that vicwer interest will be wmore intensoe, at lecast
among voters who are undecided between Carter and Ford or
< who are unsure of whether or not they will vote. In other
AN ‘worda, unlike 1960, the critical debate will be the last
\\\\Efbate instead of thc first debate.

Carter has already demonstrated his comm1nd of facts

and of his ability to stand up to an incumbént President.

These goals noed not be accorded the pame priority as 1n
ebates one and two. Above all other consideratlons, however,

ic the need for Carter to projecct an attractive, comfortable,

competent, and responsible Image. . . the kldd'oi image that

~wWould lead people to want to have him around for Tour years
an Fresident. 1t 1o my strong feellng that pcople are not
rolng to be attracted by someone who 18 perceived as divialve,
| ~ bitter, personal in his attacks, no motter how “Informed"

) . these salvos might appear.

L . ¢

Q@ffgﬁp Several objcctiven‘ﬂlow rrom-bhls approach ,uAdCbﬂtc _%;;é
- _ three: oo L %

P2

1. A return to the basic themes df’the first debate,
-egpecially those touchinp on the nced fér "new leadership."
Viewers will be nttracted by the man who 13 better able
fo articulate & natlonal Tuture that iz achlevable,
BE]IEVESIET‘and aﬂvantanvous In pergsonal terms. Ho one
Presideny, at least within the coqfinen of hin first

“term, 30 it 1c a mistake to oversell what can be accompliehed.
But we can begrin, pet things back on the right track, and
slowly bulld the kind of government that cervea the needs
and concerns of people. The esasentianl elements of this

- ‘message ore clear articulation, composure, snelf-confidence
without belng arrogant, 8nd an occaslonal note of humor, -
and a gencrogity of spirit.

2. Carter attack themes should be focuned almost
*~:§9excluoivéiy on the Ford cconomic record. 1 would not mention
anything more about Ford's income tax returnc, the special
prosecutor, Eastern Europe, brainwashing, etc. In fact, I
would urge Carter simply to ignore Ford in the sensc of
Zi::ifintlng out his personal deTi€fencien in the Prestdency.

Carter's criticioms should be directed toward Ford pollcles.
et the viewer make the obvious connectlon between ncompetent
policies and the incompetent incumbent.
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3. Ford is bound to come at Carter likc a buzz saﬁ,

~ thereby giving Carter the opportunlty to appcaor the muie

composed and cool. However, Carter must be ready with

short, fact-supported answers on defense cuts, the cost

of thc Democratic platform, tarn reform, the Playboy lnterview,
taxing of church propcrty, the administration of the

Georgla state povernment, the 1970 campaign contributora,
_and-the conduct of the 1970 campaiyn. B P

. wuntcver the. 1csuc1_Cartcr ghould work 1n thc

theme of "Where do we want .this ccountry to go for the
next four yearn?" The'winner will be the candidate I
who can better answer his queution, and who demonstrates

the ideas and insights'to moye the co nbry forwvard ccmbined 74
with the personal abllity to put tha¢ “ideas and insights -
to work. The economy 1s Carter's Jumpfﬁy off polnt for - ‘

this central theme.

5. Lactlv the undecided vicwcr will b" Jnflucnccd by.

the candlnatc who demonstratea the personpl Qhacagtﬂrintiganh

contenaing forcen in Amerlcnn n soclety. This nuryests, at
1caxt to me, the desirability cf toning down acmewhat’
he very tough populist rhetoric. There are positive ways

of making those same points, such aa emphasizing the need

'®<R'o( /
Cot

for 8 government. that serves the interests of all the
people, that 1s open and responsive, that i3 not afraid to
admit its mistaken, ete. In ecsence, this is the Carter
message that brought him through the primaries nucccauful]y.
It should domlnate the third debate, v

Questions

. Governor Carter, you have been charqed by President
Ford as advocating defense policles that would seriously
weaken our military posture ‘in the world. More specifically,
he has charged you with advocating a $15 billion cut in the

"defense budget.  These charges were made in the second debate

but never answercd. Will you address yoursclf apecifically
to the: $15 billion reduction? Did you ever make such a pro-
posal? And how can you defend your proposal for a $5-7

" billion cut which, 1 believe, you have never denied maklnq?

'°//2.  Governor Carter, you have been attacking the_Ford»
Administration for its inability to control inflation, 3s
illustrated by your comments following the most recent increase
-in the wholesale price index. But Prenidont Ford and’ othcrq
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have pointed to your support of the Democratic platofrm
which is estimated to fncrease government spending by
another $100 to $200 billion. How can you expect voters
. to belleve your criticism of Ford economic policies in terms
rot controlling inflation when you are supporting the level
SE%T of governmental spending, advocated by the Derocratic plat-
2 (’ form? tWon't your proposals for national health insurance,
V) ~ welfare reform, and gov Ynment jobsa guarantcc another round
of inflation? , \ '
. ) . _ 7// ‘k I

. Governor, you havc taken President Ford to task for
his remarke about the absence of Soviet domination of
Eastern Furope. Without raising the izsuve of what Mr. Ford

'/////mqy have meant by thosc comments, aren't we faccd with some

: stern realities of Soviet pouwer in that part of the worldz?
You have called President Ford's remarks a8 "disarace", but
what new policies would you pursue as President that could
bring some additional hope to the people of Eastexn Europe
80 that someday they might be free of Soviet domination? ,
‘Would you risk a nuclear confrontation with the Soviet Union
over the freedom of pcoplc living in Poland, Hungary, and
Czechoslovakia?

4. CGovernor, youw have said that as President you would
oriéider another Arab oil enbargo to be an cconemic declaration
of war ogainst the United States and that, in the event of
another embargo, you would cut-off all U.S. econemic contact
and assistance to countries participating in the embargo. .

But don't we need their ol more than they neced our food and
oil riga? 1Isn't your statement just a bluff that the nrab
‘members of OPEC would call?  Then where would the United:

. States be, given our increased dependence on Arab oil?

5. Governor, in the first debate you were asked about
your progrem to lower uncmployment. 1 think you would agree
that your answer was lacking somewhat in clarity. Your most
consistent attack against the Ford Administration has dealt
with its alleged failure to lower unemployment. Could 1 ask
you again what specific steps you would take as President to
bring down unemployment and how these stcps can be taken
without triggering a new in[latlonary spiral?

. Governor, you ‘have been very critiLal of Prcnident
in his handling of campaign funds and in his reporting
f theje matters to the lnternal Revenve Service. You! ve
alpo cr{iticized him for accepting golfing wcekends from
friends. But your record as Governor of Gecorgia
discloses\ some of the same kind of activitics, where you
accepted Jdcs on corporate plancs and used corporate rccrea-
tional facf\ltles. llow do you distinguish betwcen President
Ford's condu t in this regard and your own as Governor of
Georqia? Hogb specifically, when can we expect you to release
~ the names of corporate cantributors to )our campaiqn, for

. Governor in 19702
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. OGovernor, what can you say speclf'ically nbout the
priorities of your first _term 1f you are elected in November?

~You have promised a lot to the voters over the course of »
this campaign. But il there i any lesson to be learned from
recent Administrations, 1t 1s that delivering con prcmices 1s
much harder than making. them. What do you recalistically
belicve can be accomplished over the course of four years?
How would the country te different from what 1t 13 today?
llow would your goals differ from the ones cspoused by
President Ford? _
_ 8. Governor, your program of econcmlc recovery secms
to be premised on the telief that this country can maintain
a 5% to 6% economic growth rate for the next four years,
and that this csn be done without sectting off another
inflationary spiral. Yet even today, in the immecdlate after--
math of the worst rccession since the 1930s, our economilc
growth rate seema to be slipping buck to a ﬁ% annual range.
What spgcific '

to this atTfclerated rate of cggngmlg_gggggyvand how will
this be done without setting ofﬁ.g_gsy round of 1inflation?

. 9. It's been almost a month since we firat lcarnct of
your ceontroversial interview in Plaghov, In the aftermath
of its publication, have you come to any concluslons about
the wisdom of granting the interview in the firat place.
‘Do you think it was wice to permit the interview. . . or was
it a mintake? 1Is there anything in the interview, 1in
addition to the remarks about Fresident Jchnson, that you
would change? How much politica mage hasg done,
particularly among the more conservative religious denominations

— 10. QGavernor, you would spell out the specifics of your
. tax reform pregram? We've heard many proposals over the.
course of 'the last year, such as repcal of the mortgage

" interest deductlion and tesx lncrezoes for everyone over the .
‘median annual income, that were later clarificd or chsanged.
More rececntly, ycu've been gquoted ns.naylng that tax-{ree
church property ahould be taxed. And ycu've been highly
critical of the present tax structurc. What, then, 1s the
Carter tax refo gram?

o _ 11. Governor, ycur critlcs have charped you with being
" ruthless and vindictive. For example, you once 82id that you
'{3_ regretted Senator Humphrey's declsion not to challenge you 1n
- New Jersey because you looked forward to defeatinpg him. More
recently, you have sald that Presjdent Ford probably wos :
brainwvashed during his trip to Foland. Do ycu gctually belleve
_ that the Pregsldent was bralnwashed? And 1f you don't, why
~+~ are You out on the stump makinpg such charces? I3 that any way
a - . to . bulld the peopnle's confidence in their government?
I - -_ ('Stu/nlmmmdmiom; but thes.
are amonig. the more obviour ones, it seems to me

S : A ‘ . SRR
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B-1 BOMBER

QUESTIONS
1. Are you still opposedvto production of the B-1?
2. Don't we need the B-1 to replace the 30-year-old B-52's?

3. .How_can‘Werhave a strong defénse with a'30—yearéold.bomber?

- ANSWERS .

'A. Attack Points

1. Administration failed to be open with Congress and people about
the choices ‘and costs involved; tried to push full B-1 production without
careful examination of need. : -

2. Whatever the reasons for the B-1, one of them is not Governor
Reagan's victory over President Ford in the Texas primary.

3. Ford changed entire timetable of B-1 solely for political
purposes. Outrageous politicizing of a major issue.-

B. Positive Points

1. The B-1 should be built only if case is proved that it is
best way to maintain our manned bomber deterrent.

2. Cost to build now projected at $100 million a plane, or the

"_mbst expensive .planein history. If we buy the number sought by Pentagon

(244) the total cost for this one weapon will be $24 billion at a minimum.

3. That is not too high a price to pay if it can be publicly shown
that B-52 is obsolete and cannot be modernized or alternative types of
bombers are inadequate; U.S. must have strong defense, no matter what
the cost. But Administration tried to go from Pentagon blueprints to
full production without careful examination of need. Stopped only by
Congressional restraints. ' ' ” :

4. I have favored continued R&D funds. The decision about produc-
tion must be made shortly after new term; by then, the further research
I have supported will provide the information upon which I, along with
‘the Congress, can make an informed decision about how best to maintain
a bomber deterrent. ' o ‘



SOUTHERN AFRICA

- QUESTIONS .

1. Won' t support for the blacks 1ead to- guerrllla warfare,
dictatorships, and communlst influence? ' :

2. Falllng to stop the Russians in Angola -= 1isn t that a
‘'signal that we' ve lost our will? :

3. How can you gain South Afrlcan cooperatlon for Rhodesia
and Nambla, when South A-rica’ s pollcy of. apartheld is the
root cause of these problems? :

4. Do you support KlSSlnger S South Africa pollcy°

5. Would you use economic leverage to influence - South

African policies?

ANSWERS

A.- Attack Points

1. For years the Administration has ignored the rights of
the majority, under a policy begun by Nixon and Kissinger with
Naticnal Security Study Memorandum #39, 'in 1969. Policy was based
on false belief that colonial regimes were "here to stay."

2. The first U.S. Veto in U.N. history, in 1970, was against
further sanctions on Rhodesia. ' '

- 3. With the Byrd Amendment in 1971 the U. S. became the only
country in the world to support sanctions of Rhodesia, and
then violate them. Ford led House fight for Byrd Amendment.

4. Only after the Angola fiasco, which was ended by

Congress, did Secretary Kissinger finally see the need to support
majority rule and end colonialism.

' B. Positive Points

1. I welcome Kissinger's belated efforts; I also hope they
~will hold up, unlike the Vietnam peace settlement.

2. Doubts about rabbits out of the hat
L --how much will it cost? : . :
—-what,assurances has he made? (Prime Minister Smith has
talked of "categorical assurances" for Kissinger) '

3. We must avoid such crises by better understandlng of the
asplratlons of other people S.



INTERNATIONAL TRADE

'QUESTIONS
1. Implement a different trade policy?

2. How protect U.S. workers from import competition?

ANSWERS

A. Attack Points

- 1. Under Republican Administration, nation recorded its
first trade deficit in 1973 (imported more than exported); for
first half '76 -.running deficit at annual rate of $5.3 billion:

2. Trade balance will continue to worsen as long as
American economy continues no-growth performance, unemployment
1s at second levels; value of dollar is weakened as‘result of
(" rampant 1nflat10n, and the no-energy policy requ1res massive
Ve 1mport1ng of expen51ve foreign oil.
A '
N '3. Administration allow1ng current round of trade
negotiation in Geneva--which would broaden greatly the markets
for American products (espec1ally agrlcultural)——to beog—Pamerica
deown—ard become deadlocked

B. Positive Points

‘ 1. First step toward improved trade position is improved
economy: need to reduce unemployment, curb inflation, utilize
full industrial capacities., Strong domestic economy will lead
to improved world economy. ' S ' '

2. Also must adopt a national energy policy that can. :
produce domestic energy at affordable cost (example: expand coal
use, develop eglgr;eceﬁemy); get away from Ford's . policy of higher
prices and ‘increased Arab imports (more now than before embargo).

¢ ﬂ} . Must get trade negotiations off dead center; can do this
Q” by applylng greater pressure and by. show1ng far greater concern
for the problem; because the subject is boring to him, KLSSlnger’has
not become interested enough to show that concern. Our goals in ,
negotlatlons should be to reduce both tariff and non- tariff. barrlers,
in order to expand markets for us. a4~ ereoynyl weonlf écwmu Jrtew 74,

3
JRS
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WORLD FOOD POLICY

QUESTIONS
1.. What'do about population 0utstripping'food.resources?

_ 2. What do about-disorder in food snpply that Soviets
can cause? ' ‘ '

3. What do about a major famine in'underdevéloped world?

ANSWERS

A. Attack Points -

‘1. Administration has completely failed to develop a wéll~
managed, coherent food policy; the result has been periodic disasters
for foreign as well as domestic consumers.

2. Examples of disasters:

_ -- '72—-sold grain to USSR at bargain prlces as result
of detente pollcy——result here was greatly increased bread prices

-- '73--allowed price of soybeans to triple before dctermlnlng
domestlc supply :

C-- only after 4 domestlc food shortages and 4- ombalgoos

‘did Administration 1n1t1ate monltorlng system to determine likely

forelgn needs

-- stop- and -go policies on food price controlq—-nspeCLally beef .

have caused ~our: food prices to increase nearly 50% in last 4 years.

~B. Positive Points

1. World food probiem concerns all Americans: half- billion
starving people pose long term security threat——natlonal self-

respect requlres concern and. assistance.

2. Do not want permanent international giveaway program--that

’zonly breeds increased dependence; need forthright, imaginativo

strategy to feed world's poor while keeping domestlc prices below
inflated levels.
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3. My program

_ -- encourage mutually benef1c1al tradc between daveloped
~and developing countries; for U.S., would mean:more exports

- prov1de more food aid to poor countrles -- directed to
‘economic and -humanitarian needs and not short- term polltlcal purposes
(in '74 great part of food aid went to support military proglams in
Southeast Asia--should be Food for- Peace, not war) :

: -- encourage all-out U S. food productlon to sustain both
grow1ng food trade and food aid -- provide farmers with adeqguate
price incentives and stable policy -- not sudden embargoes :

-—- encourage agrlcuLtural development in poor countries
(technical and research aid); they muSt carry main burden in long. run

"4, This program would av01d the rapid fluctuatlons in supply and
demand of past 8 years;. would also be beginning of policy to prevent
possibility of any one nation distorting world food supplies or
of any natlon suffering famlne.

o




CIA OPERATIONS

QUESTIONS

1. Continue to allow covert operations?

2. How control illegal domestic actions of CIA?e,J
ANSWERS | |
A, : Attaok Poihts
1. Administration has ﬁade only cosmetio ohanges to cohtrol

our intelligence agencies; the Control Board intended to monitor
the agencies has done nothing to arrest abuses recently disclosed--
it has almost no staff or budget :

2. Administration failed to cooperate’ fully w1th Congre551onal
committees investigating abuses; and failed to clean house at
conclusion of investigations; failed to prosecute any of those
-who broke the law--domestic spying, break-ins, opening mails

3. Administration learned nothing from revelations; tried
to conduct CIA covert war in Angola; tried to give greater wiretap
authority to govt.--allowing w1retaps of citizens not even suspected
of crlmlnal activity

B.. Posibve Points

1. Country needs its intelligence agencies——perform vital
function; planning our defense depends on getting best information
possible.‘ﬂ : ' : : B

2. Information can be gathered mostly from open ‘sources, though
some clandestine ones also needed; doesn't require subverting or
overthrowing govts.; assasinating foreign leaders; surveillance of our
own citizens; opening our citizens' mail; conducting secret wars--

- these types of abuses undermine our democratic system more than they
preserve it. T

3. Would take'following steps. to end abuses:
--end all CIA activities inside U.S.

--stop covert action against other countries except
under the most extraordinary circumstances truly threatening our
‘security, and then only under closest personal control——Angola '
was not such a. 01rcumstance

--cleah house 1n»1ntelligence‘agencies

--work with--not against--Congress to ‘adopt precise
leglslatlon adopting authority of 1ntelllgence agenc1es

-

_ ——take personal responsibility for actlons of our 1ntelllgence
serv1ces -- not allow them to operate on thelr own.



4. Would be a President who took charge and made
sure laws obeyed; officials caught violating laws would not
escape prosecution--as in this Administration; only professional

- and thoroughly horiest officials would be placed in charge of
'1ntelllgence agencies. :



BASIC RESPONSES TO FORD

1. Peace

Peace is more than the temporary absence of war. We are living,
at best, in a period of transition in which we have only a short
time to prepare for the dangerous éeriod that lies ahead. The way
we are driftin now, and selling arms and nuclear technology to all
comers, within a decade over 40 nations could be able to play the
game of nuclear blackmail. some of these nations are: Eygpt, Iran,
India, Pakistan, South Korea, to anem only a few. This Administration
has no policy to stop it. We aré in the midst of a genuine energy
crisis, and this Administfation's only policy is to buckle under to
OPEC blackmail. Our relations with our partners in Japan and Western
Europe have deteriorated and our standing in the developing countries
-- those countries which used to look to us for leadership -- has
never been lower. We can use this time, or we can drift in a kind
of caretakership for another four years. I don't think we can afford

to drift.

2. Increased Spending

No administration has been quicker to make arms policy a political
pawn than this one =-- whether it is selling missiles to Saudi Arabia
or manipulating the defense budget in response to Ronald Reagan's.
primary campaign. Our economy is weak and stangnant -- that is
the cornerstone of national security. The roles and missions for
which our defense establishment must‘prepare have not been systematically
reviewed since 1947. We afe wasting preéious resources on useless

and duplicative support missions, while we have too little budgeted



fof strengthening our actual combat strength. We ére spending
billions (?) preparing for contingencies like another land Qar in
Asia, in which we will surely never become involved again, “while

- resources are inadequate for serious dangers we face in other areas.
Too much for support -- not enough for combat capability. This
administration has no clear view of our interests in £he world.-;'
other than a 19th century balance-of-power view which places: a
higher value on relations with our potential adversaries than with
our friends and allies. And the American people do not know where
their country is headed in the world. More dollars to the Pentagon'

won't set that right, but a new President will.
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GENERAL

CARTER ATTACK POINTS

. Q.: Who makes Republican foreign policy? Mr. Kissinger, Mr.

Ford, or Mr. Reagan?:

A.}.The Republican:platform -- from its statements on the Panama

- Canal to its implied criticisms of Mr. Kissinger's agreements‘

‘with the Soviet Union -- is not Mr. Ford's platform. It is Mr.-

Reagan's piatform. It seems apparent to me that Mr. Ford is
perfectly willing to delegate his foreign policy not only to
Mr. Kissinger, but also to Mr. Reagan or to anyone else who

seems to have a strong view. . The President is the man who

"must lead in this area, not abdicate his role to others.

2.19th century balance of power;politics‘and neglect of-Allies.

The present administration pblicy is built bn 19th century

balance-of-power principlés. “ It places'relations with our

'potential adversaries ahead of relations with_our allies, -such

as Western Europe and Japan. We do not have the confidence of
people in the world we must depend upona Nor have we.bought the

respect of our adversaries.

3. Policy made in secret by one man, without Presidential leadership

Our present policies are conceived and carried out by one
man, often in secret. That man is not the President. The American

people will nd;{support policies which they db not-underétana

-



.or,favor - The Pre51aent hlmself must take charge of forelgn

o policy. He must tell the Amerlcan people what he is thlnklng,

- and llsten to what they are saylng. The Pre51dent cannot delegate
- this- llfe-and-death respon51b111ty to someone else. 1If I were .

~Pre51dent,'the-buck‘would stop with me. -

4. U;S. pollcy’does_not reflect the United States.ofdAmerica,r

B _'The people of the United States do not'support the'crushing's
',of Cypriot independence- . .. the surrender that has been made' |
to the OPEC Oll cartel ‘and the Arab boycott 'f' . the Sonnenfeldt '
Doctrine whlch abandons the people of Eastern Europe‘; ,:; the
graln glveaway to Russia . ;'. the secret and non—so-secret
1nterventlons 1n Cambodla, Chlle, Angola ...7; the humlllatlon

and snubblng.of Mr. Solzhenltsyn‘when he came'to‘this country.
;Butrthat is what'our-policy-has been. U.S. pollcy can and must

rreflect the w1ll of the American people.

5. Waste and mismanagement in national security sector

Mr;tFord.added’an ektra:3.billionrdollars tofthe‘defense»“
budget he.proposed:thisiYear_as "a cushion” fénandxthose are thevp
words of his-own‘Office”of Management and,Budget'?;‘against'
'possible reductions by the'CongreSs. New weapon-systems are
bullt to replace old weapons sytems:-- not because _they meet
any defense prlorlty, but because the’ contractors and the Pentagon
are ready to bulldvthem., We must have thoughtfully-concelved
policies‘and programs which‘flt the needs of the future. No

-airplane‘or tank'should'be built . . . no action should be taken



6. Sonnenfeldt Doctrine and Helsinki.

7. Detente

This administration can't seem to decide whether it's for detente
or against it. I have no problem about this. I'm for déntente -
that is, relaxing tensions with the Soviet Union =-- but only when it
does not mean one-sided .concessions to the Soviet Union or leaving
ourselves or our allies in a position of insecurity. We had peace
and cooperation with the Russians under Presidents Kennedy and
Johnson, summit meetings, negotiations, arms limitation agreements,

cultural exchanges. The only difference the Republicans' .-



detente seems to have made is that we now cannot criticize aeprivations
of human rights witﬁin the Soviet Empire or entertain Alexénder
Solzheniﬁzeﬂ. For instance, i htink wé»might well have gottén greéter
Soviet concessidné -- especially in the field of human rights -- for

" the big grain giveaway and for'the'Helsinki'égreemént. We héed to
bargain hard and patiently with the Soviets on issues.where‘We'both

" have something to géin -- arms limitation,-for inStance.v We need to

- enter that bargaining with a’strong.hational defense. »Wé.need tox‘
bring our allies into the process from thé ﬁery beginning; If we don't
do those thiﬁgé, detente will be ﬁust‘one more fancy word_and'the

world will be far less safe.

8. Solzhenitsyn

Mr. qud.and Mr. Kiésingéfrhuﬁiliétéd éﬁé émbérrassed
,Americé by their snub of Mr. SolzhenitSyn-When he visited this -
_COuntry. He spould have been publicly hono;ed at the White
HOuée, but he was snubbed. I can assuré“ydurthat‘the Soviet
leaders'would have respected us more; rather;thanjless,whad
the administration‘given'Mr.vSolzpenitsyn the honor that ﬁas

due him. Surely we haven't become so cynical, or timid,:that'

we would pretend Mr. Solzhenitsyn didn't exist.

9;*'Israe
This administration's policy toward Israel must be judged by

deed, rather than by word. fCBEEfgfyffﬁ“ﬁﬁéf“ﬁfééﬁ&éﬁf”Fafafééiaf“

Eﬁ“fﬁé_éﬁa_ﬁffiﬁéfiastVdebate, his officials induced Senator Tower

‘to filibuster to kill legilsation which would have penalized thdse



who participate in theboycott. That law willkéass'if I am
~President. His officials also lobbied and testified_agaigst the
pfovisions"of the tax reform bill, which he takes credit-ﬁow for
signing, and indeed they even thfeatehed a"vétd'if the>anti4bOYC0tt
provisions stayed in the bill. In my judgment; this admihistration
~has given too much weight to the‘ihterests of,the‘big‘oil‘compénies
and the Arab 0il producers. It has armed ﬁhe Arab countries to

the teeth --_lb billion dollars in sales made or pending since-

'1974. It_has buékled under to the Arab_boycdtt of American companies;

It has surrendered to OPEC oil blackmail.

10. ngruS' | I |

The Fordfédministration policie§ have-béen unjust to b@th»
Greece”and-Cyprus. We have alienated two close friends without
buying -the frlendshlp of a thlrd (Turkey). I woﬁid, as President,
make falrness, equlty and 1nternat10nal law the basis of our
‘pol;cy in the éastern Medlterranean..”I would begin by making
real efforts---‘not cosmetiC'eforts -- to allow the Cypriot

'refugees to return to their homes.

1177 Arms Sales

When Mr. Ford defends thebfree enﬁerprisé'syétem, and when
he supports the'right of anyone to bear arms; he undoubtedly haé
in mind our international arms traders; In places like Iran ahd'
Saudi Arabia, the Defense Departmeht‘seems'to function as if it were
a branch of the International Chamber of Commerce.’ But his policy

is one of "Let the seller beware" -- and the seller is the United
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States. No oneis'interests except the big arms manufacturers':

are served by this unprecédented weapons merchandising canaign,
Certainly the world five or ten years from now will not bé~safer

for us or for Israel or for aﬁy ofmour allies if this keeps going

on. Last year alone the Unitedisfate§ §o1d lO:billion dollars ..

;n arms:to the rest of thw world.' In many cases, thesé sales havé‘i.
been without regard to whether the recipient nations -could afford
_bsophisticated weapons . . . Whether they had personnel or'skilis

to utiliée them . . . and whether the sales_cdntribﬁted tb‘instability
and.arms buildups in various parté of the Qorld; As President, I

would make a careful assessment as to just how and where arms sales

might be justified or in our interest.

12. Energy Policy

The 0ild companies could see the oil cfisis coming. The Arabs
could see it coming. Our government could not. Today, t&o years
after the embargo, we are importihg more OPEC 6i1 than ever. It
now'accbunts for .percent of our total enerqy supply. The big
winners from our rising dependence on foreign oil  have been‘the
Arab governments and the big energy companies. The rest of us have
been left out in the cold. This administration's policy thus far
has amounted to nothing more than higher prices ét the gAS'pump and
the slogan "energy Independenée."‘ That slogan is a joke. There is
an energy crisis and the American people sﬁould be told the truth
about it. We need to provide more of our own energy -- host
immediately, from coal. And, as we begin to do that; we need to
institute immediate conservation measures to save the energy we have.

Unless and until we do that, we are hostage to the OPEC cartel'and



this administration.

13. Nuclear Proliferation

The world is playing nuclear roulette.

Only five countries are now known to posSess nuclear weapons.

‘But if present trends continue, some 40 countires could have the bomb

within a decade -- Egypt, Iran; Pakistan, India, Téwian}>Sbu£h.
Korea, aud many others.  This administration is pursuing policies
that cou1d>hasten_thé spread of the §ower té'play.the game of nuclear
balckméil. Some natioﬁsy feeling insecure or unsure bf‘our suppurt,

may soon opt to build their own nuclear weapons. Others, because

~of present slipshdd transfers of nucleér materials for so-called

peaceful uses, could "do the éame; I would do what this admini-
stration has not done. I would take immediate stepsrto curb further

proliferation, beginning with a call upon all nations to adopt a

voluntary moratorium on the national sale or purchase of enrichment

or reprocessing plants. Unless we take these and other stéps
immediately, we are buying Armageddon on the installment plan. But,
just as with energy and other pressing world problems, I see no

coherent administration plan of action.

;14. 3Human,rights_.f;

At

Whether-the.isSueéhasvbeen 0ppressioh of Soviet Jewry...the

"1nva51on of Cyprus,..or v1olat10ns of human rights in Chlle, Uruguay o

or Brazil, thls admlnlstrat1on has con51stently put realpolltlk

.ahead of human values,



_.For,instance;:in7June, Mr. Kissinger"asserted_thevimportance
of human rights in’Chile;' Then Seeretaty'Simon.folloWed-mith.a
whitewashing trip, putting a fine, positive pOllSh on the regime
there. Then Mr. KiSSinger -returned to the United States to oppose
a Senate amendment cutting off arms to Chile. When it passed, he
‘51gned a midnight 9-million dollar arms deal for Chile before-
the final bill could become law. ' |

I do not suggest that we have it within our means to directly

~ stop violations of human rights in other countries aronndithe

world." If-we,do\not'at least speak out ; and place ptesSure.on
repressive.fegimes;nwe are guilty for our silence. iBeYond'that{.
"I, as President; would;ptess for Senate'ratification ofﬂseverald
important treaties drafted-in'the United Nations forrthe'protecf'
vtionhof human rights._ These 1nclude the Genoc1de Convention |
drafted more than 25 years ago, the convention against rac1al
»~discr1m1nation that was signed during the.Johnson,Administration,
‘and the covenants:on civil and politioal rights,.and on social and
economic rights. | |

1

15, Domestic economic weakness

We will notlbe strong or‘secure'in'the world-sollong as we
| are weak and inseoure atdhome’-- and l am;talking about the
condition of our domestic economy..von that soofe, this'Administ:a-
tion has failed. | | | l o

When our economy is operating below full capac1ty...when
‘fumillions are unemployed and millions underemployed...when'our"

rate of inflation is unacceptably'high;.{when'the Administration
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-continues to incur record‘budget deficits,'we are Qeakening_
ourselves internationally'just as snrely as if we_were cutting
“the size of*our army or navy or utilizing tanks-and planes from
World War II. | | | | -

‘.Mr. Ford seems to'equatefnational securityvmithvwhether-or
not the Pentagon budget is blgger thls year than it was the year 7"
”before. We need a strong defense establlshment'--'an eff1c1ent and

modern defense establlshment able to meet roles and m1551ons

r.'a351gned to it by the PreSLdent-of-the.Unlted States._ And, 1f I

vam Pre51dent, we w111 have that klnd of defense establlshment.

‘But it is also a Pre51dent's~job to foster a strong domestlc

'“-economy, able to carry our burdens both at home and overseas; to

: forge a unlty and sense of purpose among the American people, and
to define the international 1nterests whlch-the ‘United States shall
_choose to pursue. On all those counts---on management of.the_'
eCOnomy, on unifying and leading our people, on'setting.forth a
coherent world view -- this'Administration has failed in the area

of national security. I do not 1ntend to fail.

16.  Arab Boycott

Contrary to what President Ford said at the end of the last
.debate, his officials induced Senator Tower to filibuster to kill
legislation which would have penalized_thOSe who participate in the
boycott. That law will pass if I am President. Hisvofficials also
lobbied and testified against the provisions of thetax reform bill,

‘which he takes credit now for signing, and indeed they even threatened

i



a Veto if the anti-boycott provisions stayed in the bill, ' The

whole purpose of foreign peolicy is to enable our citizens.to

enjoy the American way of life, free from foreign interferences.

The Republican administration hasbappfoached thedArab'blacklist
guestion in the spirit of making a business deal.kgThe'Arabs want
our government to become a partner in a venture_designed'to-make
some of our own citizens second-class participants in our own
economy. No deal is the‘only anSwer‘an American government shouldi
ever make to that-sort of proposition! The whole purpOSe-of foreign
policy is to enable our citizens at home to enjoy the American wayb
of life, free from foreign threat. If ever there was a direct
foreign threat to our freedom to follow our‘Constitution.and our
way of life, this has to be it. Participation in the Arab blacklist
ought to be againstlthe law, and it would be, if the man on my right
had not killed the bill that would have outlawed such discrimination.
My administration will never appease pressures which demand a

comprimise between special financial interests and human rights.

17. Angola

~ The Congress had the common Sense‘to say ”No“"to another
d'Vletnam in Angola, whlle Mr. Ford and Mr. KlSSlnger wanted to
get us in up to our necks. Nothlng in Angola could p0551b1y justlfy '
‘the rlsk of a 51ng1e Amerlcan life. Yet‘thls Admlnlstratlon pro-
vided $32 mllllon in secret mllltary a551stance to two factlons'
1n the Angolan civil war..When the Senate voted to stop such

a551stance; the Admln;stratlon tried to sneak another $28 mlllion



_1n secret fundlng 1nto Angola. Both the policy ——'leadlng to an
Afrlcan Vletnam - and the procedure - secretly commlttlng U.S.
money and people without publlc knowledge or debate -- 1llustrate

what is wrong w1th the thlnklng of thls Admlnlstratlon.’

':i&. United Nations.

I regret hav1ng to say, in thlS c1ty on- thlS day, that
many of our shlnlng hopes for the Unlted Nations have been
dlmlnlshed., The ideals which underlay the U,N.:at 1ts.founding'
are still,iI am‘convinced, in the‘hearts of most of the’world's |
beople.’ Onehday,'asnfresident Eisenhower once said,fthel | :
people of the world_are guite likely_to push;the leadersiof the
worid-aside and declare peace., But evenbifdour hopes havef, L
'been dlmlnlshed I believe the U. N. is still worthy of our |
part1c1patlon. And we should try to make those changes in U.N.
'procedures—-such'as weightedbvoting--which might make it once |
again a more viable and responsible body. I regret to say
that I do_not'believe the present.administration views the
U.N. seriouslyrany'longer and is not likeiy to make any reali
effort-toward reform Certalnly, for the past elght years,

we have been constantly on the'defen51ve 1n the U N.



" CARTER POINTS TO MAKE

l. Sweeping the House of Government Clean.

If you don't clean house when you move in, you won't clean it
two years later. President Ford has. already been in office for
800 days--nearly as long as President Kennedy. What has Mr. Ford
done to reorganize the government and cut the costs and waste and
unresponsiveness in Washington? Not only has he done nothing--he
hasn't even made a serious attempt to get the statutory authority
necessary to undertake reorganization. The revelations of ‘
pervasive, blatant fraud and mismanagement in major programs like
Medicaid, food stamps, housing, and others appear more and more
frequently with each passing week. But we don't hear so much as
a response from the White House, and we are not going to get any
action to solve these problems as long as this caretaker
Republican administration stays there. If I am elected, I will take
a new broom to Washington and sweep the house of government clean.
And I won't wait two years to begin.

2. 1Inflation.

Economic statistics are complicated and hard for everyone to
evaluate. But there is one recent figure which every shopper will
understand all too well--the wholesale price index jumped almost
one percent in September --which is about ten percent on an annual
basis. The Republicans have deliberately held the economy back,
tolerated unconscionable unemployment and stagnation, because they
say all this is necessary to stop inflation. The result is that
double-digit inflation is once more just over the horizon. My
policy is that of Presidents Kennedy and Johnson--strong growth,
low unemployment, and low inflation maintained by vigilant and
active monitoring of the big corporations and industries which can
raise prices at will. President Kennedy had the courage to stand
up to U.S. Steel in 1962, but U.S. Steel has a different kind of
relationship with the current resident of the White House. General
Motors announced record profits in 1975 and promptly raised its
prices for new cars by more than seven percent. There wasn't a
word from the White House.

3. Unemployment and Deficits.

For every added one percent of unemployment, the federal
government loses $16 billion in revenue from lost taxes and added
expenditures for welfare and unemployment insurance. That means
that unemployment is not only a tragedy for the families where
fathers and mothers have no jobs. That $16 billion is the
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equivalent of almost $300 for every family in the country,
employed or unemployed. I will cut the deficit by putting this
country back to work -- and by getting people off welfare aqd
back on the tax rolls. :

4. Tax Relief Plan

President Ford's tax relief plan is like an insurance contract. .
When you look at the fine print, you will see that it won't really
provide $250 for every person, or $1,000 for every family of four,
as he implies. It will only reduce the taxes they pay on that
last $250 or $1,000 of income. That would be $700 in tax-savings
for a family earning $110,000, but only $  for a family earning
$8,000. The savings for low and middle income plan would actually
be less than the new and higher social security taxes which he
wants to impose, effective next January. So from the individual
taxpayer he will be taking more with one hand than he gives with
the other. The only taxpayers who will really benefit from
President Ford's concern about high taxes will be corporate
taxpayers and the people who own them. Corporations now bear only
about one seventh of the total income tax burden, although twenty
years ago they accounted for one fourth. President Ford's tax
plan proposes ten all-new loopholes which would cut the corporate
tax contribution by still another twenty percent. .

5. Balancing the Budget.

I am not a big spender and I never have been. As a businessman
I had to balance a budget and meet a payroll. As Governor, I always
had a budget surplus. We can balance the federal budget only by
putting the economy back to work at full capacity, putting people
back to work so they become taxpayers instead of tax-dependents.
Last year alone we spent about $17 billion, or roughly $300 for each
family in the land, for increased unemployment benefits and welfare
costs generated by the Republican recession. The Republicans say it
is too expensive to put people back to work. The truth is, it is too
expensive not to. o _

6. Government Morality

The Republicans often excuse the lack of any notable achievements
over the past two years by pointing to the difficult circumstances
under which President Ford took office. But for a truly creative
leader, those difficult circumstances would have been an opportunity,
not a roadblock or an excuse for inaction. That's the way it was with-
President Roosevelt in 1933, with Harry Truman in 1945, and with
President Johnson in 1963. Watergate was not replaced by reform, but
with a return to business-as-usual. President Ford has written no new
code of ethics into law and he has opposed the efforts of Congressional
leaders to do so. The Calloway affair and other widely publicized
cases are just the tip of an iceberg. The laws against conflicts of
interest in the bureaucracy have been filed away and forgotten .in this
Administration, as a long series of studies by the Comptroller General
have shown. I have announced a code of ethics for the federal gov-
ernment and campaigned for it over the past two years. If elected,

I will enact that new code through executive orders which I will issue

)



myself, and through new legislétion, Most'important, I will enforce
the law and require rigid adherence throughout the federal government.

7. Knocking down the Charges

(To be said on first Carter rebuttal or the first time that
Ford makes his ritual charges that the Democratic Platform will
cost $100-$200 billion in new programs; that Carter will raise taxes
for all people making over $14,000; and that Carter will abolish
mortgage interest deduction.) President Ford has just repeated
charges that he and his speechwriters must know are in error. To-
night I will respond just this once. Our time is better spent on
the real issues of leadership and policy than retrac1ng the same
ground to correct the factual record.

_ First, as I have said throughout my two-year campaign, I will
introduce no new programs except to the extent permitted by new
revenues produced increased economic growth -- growth, by the way,
that we will have under a Democratic Administration. I will not
raise taxes for lower and middle-income taxpayers. I will give them
tax relief. Second, my tax reform program will only raise taxes for
the rich who can take advantage of the loopholes I will eliminate --
that's why the Republicans are desperate enough to keep repeating
this charge, based on a mistaken transcription. Third, I would not
eliminate the home mortgage interest deduction. .
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3) 1.

Detente -- what do you maan by being tougber in datents with the Russians?

1) 1In our relatlons with the Soviats, we have givan them access to .our
sophisticated research and devalopment. and to our trade credits.

N
~ -

Ve bhave not sufficlantly Insisted in reocurn on reastraiat by the Soviet
Union in their Ipternatiomal coaduct (Angola) or a greater respe2ct
for human rights :

exanple of the U,3. having traded tangible benefit

3) HKelsinki is parfact ex
to the Soviet Union for mere promisas -- Lom-aos we have not called
upon the Soviet Union to fulfill.

4) We have allow°d the Sovieats to define datente to suit th2ir own pur-
poses -- for -example, detante in Wastoarn Europe but no; in the Middla
-East or in fome2nting disorder in other areas such as Africa.

5) Russia n2eds detente ac much as United Statss does «- maybz even more
' (weak economy, etc.). ' '

6) State detente must bo rOuLprocal and FCﬂpl?bSHb‘V&.
7) Rusgsia is 2 growing wmllitary powar but vzt cne w

i
weaknasses -~ will Lake advantage of sitvations wh
not Treckless -- Russiaus respect hard ba*‘ainln

uQ

1iddle East -- Soviet rele -- {mposed settlcmant?

1) The Soviet Unlon has so far acted as th2 spoilar in tha Middle East.

it.

2) Hopes for Suviet restraint and would press fo:

i

3) The U.S. should be strouger in Eastegn “ud1"=‘ anean,

4) The Soviet Union should be made to fz2l part of an eventual avrange-
meat so that it doesn't more easily suvccumd to th2 temptation to
subvart it.

What would you do diffzrently than thz cuvrenr Administrailon to bLM

peace to the Middle Fast -- aren't your stateien
i

5 about the b0/cort
and arms sales to Arabs likely to reduce our inf ca

with them?

1) Current policy has tended to create Lastability in the area by
both defeasive and offenslve arms to. tite Arab and Moslem countries --
we have reversed percentage of aid te Israal, vis-a-vis Araba.

2). As shown by 1975 '"reassessmeat', w:
concessions from Israel aad have
.\- N
-in our comnitment to her.

2 have usad aid as a lever to force
given appearance of being equivocal

gpest following pobitive policy:

o



a)

o o

Step-by=step negotiations have run their course -- now time to

"set out ccaprebengive proposals.

b)

c)

Encourags fuce-to~face nogotidtions to iimplemzat those principles
5L : ‘

ica-
using,n_gol atina 24

Recog nttlon of Israzl's vight to exist as Jewish state as key
lew¢1t. :

Spread out implementation sattlement over period of years to
give both sides time to cdavelopz mutuval confidence.

: If pressed, your position on whe Palzstinfans is that they
ave encitled to their own: homeland, if possible, prefecably
in some relationship to Jordan. Should there be a sepacate

"Palestinian stata? ' ‘

VI. How would your for.ign'poliéy differ from that.of}the current Administra-

tion?

A;. Spec
1y
2)
3)

B

ific Criticism

ur policy has bzen immoral -- has not stress=d basic Agerican
values (Vietnam, Cambodia, CTA) -- it has failed to recoganize

human rights (Arvab Boycott, Soviet iEﬂ’”rd;L01, Solvﬁ;11t5vn)

it has been secret (Vietnum assurances).

Rather than lead, the President has b ren lbd -- drroping namne of
o¥n foreion policy -- his foreign policy repudfated by his own
party's platform -- made foreige pollcy according o Ronald Rea-
gan (Panama) -- Siron—&xssing*r conflict shoaq no 1de°csnip at
top. :

Improper prilorities (too much attention on Soviets -- too little

on alltes aud tatal slighting thivd world) -- no senze of direc-
ticn and history of foreign policy in this Adminisiration. ’

Positive Prozrams

1

~2)

Renewad emphasis on morality and human rights and opennass ~--
American foreign policy. based on American principles '

Presidential leadership to restore basic Awerican values to

foreign policy and wore integrated managenent of our foraign

3)

policy.

Greéater attention to allles ~- third world -- problems of hunger,
arms control and proliferation. '



VII. JIsa't bncrvry nacessary to th2 type of agreemants Kiss )nPor has b2en able
" to negotiate? ' :
: 1) 'Avxo“ment. dea't last which are basad on having told parties to the

agrecments difieresut thiags ~-- for ewampla, Vietnom agreeaz2n: hes col-
lupsad. ‘ _

N
~r

" OFf course, negotlations nwst be. in secvet, but fguce -agrea2sent is reachead,
all of its terms must be made krown to the partics and to the American

. people ~-- for example, secret assurances to Ian Swith, to Genzral Thicu,
etc. ' : :

o~

greaments must reflect Awerica's baslec wmoral principles or they cannot
2 the support of the American people. : :

3)

o

eygarv

4) Agreements have not brought last
have not bean followed up ~- for
example, Vietnam.

ing paace -~ for examnle, Mid-Easc -~
exawmple, SALT -- or cellupsad -~ for

5) Isn't secrecy necessary?
VIIL. Who will youir advisors be ia foreign affairs?

1) Tuwprorer duving a cawpaiga and never dene hnfote for candidate to
attempt to name his Secretury of State. , :
2) I have used a blead of ewperienced hands and new facas aad have
attemptad to obtain Iaput from a wide variety of opinions -- prob-
lJem with many Presidents has been thiaz they ovarly limited the ad-
“vice coming fo them =~ I will not do this ‘

3) I have clearly enunciated my views on Fovoiﬁn'qff 1r3 and the need
dar

foreign affairs ~- I would expect wuy aJvLa ru.tO'fit in with this
philosopny. ’ :

4) Wiil get advice F ca wide reonge of p2o
my Secretary of Sitate Is or othar adwvise

will wwake tha dv" itsions

IX. You supported the Vietnam war -- how can you now speak of che nrasad for
' morality and not intervertlon?

1) Like wost Americans, [ initially support.

tad the United States' rospouse
" to North Vietnumese agresslon. From the [ficst, it was obvious that
the United States' role was to imake South Vietnam strong enouzh to
defend herself -- bacause of Scuih Viatnum's orftu*'ov and lack of
" populace support, it bacame obvious she would aevayr b2 able to dzfznd
herself. Also, it becane obwious Lhat America's national intevests
~ware not directly affected by that civil war. ’ '



2) lLassons from this involvement are:
a) The b:{t States sheuld not bocomz involved in civil wars unless
‘ its natio 11 interoat is dL«-Ltlj dftvuhud

b) We should not SuﬂﬂOtL regunes wath are an*pdulo of obtainiag
populace support and defending th-nsalvese

c) It also fz2iled because AumaricHa priuciplas and values ware not
reflected in our policy. ' : ‘ '

X. Doesn't your proposal for Koresan troop withdrawals serve as sizgnal to
thz world as lack of Arerican commitment to resolve?

1) South Xorea, due to our help over the last 25 years, is a strong and
© . healthy military powsr. ' T '

2) Prasident Park has bhimself Sult:l that by 1980 his ccuntry will not
‘ arican ground forces. : : )

3) - My proposal is for a vast long-temn witudrawal based on full coasul-
tations witia Korsa and Japan -~ with ladafinite maintenance of air
and sea-based American forans, !

4) MNuclear weapons should be withdrawn over a fast period of time since
thay serve as more  of a dacger than a detervent, and we arc unlikely

to usz them in any local war, and their use sqould be unnacessary.

5) Mever recommendad unilateral troop wfrld*awalf froa Wasteen Europe.
- Troop ¥aductions only within context of MIFR t11ka.

6) America has beesn plamning for a protrdctnd oround war in Europe which
.many military experts - feel is unlikely to vccur and for wvhich cur ad
varsaty 1is not plauning. '

X{. China -~ Taiwan?

1) Since 1972, no rzal moveinent in U. Se.-~Cualnese’ relations -- let golden
opportunity pass -- leaders then are d=&d now -~ era of uncertainty.

2) MNormalization of relatioas with China must come but within coatext
of assurances by Ctha that there will be no use of force agalnst
Ta&wan. .

3) Arms shles'-~ we need not reach this question, sincz China has never

© requested them -- if they did ask in the future, our respecnse would
depend on the circumstances of our relationship wAth them and othars.




L

X1I.

-

b=
[

L1V,

.

CRVI.

Proli feration -~ undercuttinz our allies?

1) W2 will consult with our allies and not, as haz been deaz-in the last

elignht y2ara, dictate to them.

-

4

'2)  Any restraiuts would be reciprccal so that the United States would

vecelive a8 unilateral advantage.

3) Restate your own non~-proliferation policy -- for example, U.S. must
be ready scurce of enriched uranium, we should not sell raprocessing
. plants, etc. ‘ ‘

4) Remind audience of your speach to U.M. on this subject and your per-
' sonal experience as nuclear englrear. : .

Congrassional involvement -- how can it bz done?.

1) Any forelgn polley witnout wide congressional support will ultimately

feil.

2) In developing wid2 rang2 of epinions for foreizn policy formulution,
~ congressional leaders should bz consulted at ths baginaivg before
-policy 1is formulated and should be involvad at all stagzs of develop-
ment and implemsntation of such policy. ‘

3) Most productive American forelgn policy period was dmuadintaly afzer

torld War IX where leaders of both parties (for cxample, SFeaator Van-
denberg) were deeply involved in all phasas of policy.

Should Israel withdraw to her pre-1967 borders?

1) Resolution 242, which all partiess, including Israsl, accept 1s a
basis for solutien. This Resolutlon vaquires a taal p2ace for a
territorial withdraual ~- but such withdrawal should only be wmide
by Israel in face-to-fiace nzgotiations -- ha should wot be required
to return to indafinable bocdars. ' '

2) Wote Forelgn Minister Allon's reeent supzesticn of territorial wiche-
druwals Tsraal is prepared to make as sign of lsraeli flexibility aed
desire for paace. ' '

Tarrorism: What can  we do?

‘or internatioral conveation on tarrorisa.
1 Support for internati 1 tio ter
2) TInternational sanetions and U.S. sarctions aguinst . any country
. which harbors, trains or facilitates terrorism -~ for example, sus-
© pension of landing vights in th2 United States.

Roie of CIA abroad?

‘1) We must maintain a CIA as an effective gatherfer of intelligence in

imperfect world.
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res ident must- assert c oter oversieht on CIA and other intallipence
2) I dent t-assort 1 wht CILA and ot i 1lip
units. ’ '

1

3) We should not engugevin the violcn: overthrow of o

4) Covert activities by the CIA must be ended, except undar the most |
extraordinary circumgtoncas that dircctly Lumgaten 0ur own security
and then only under close and direct control of the Presi L“uL '

i5) CILA should not be used for any demestlc fatelligence.

AVII. Defans2 cuts -~ don't thay jeopardize our position as leader of the free
© world? : ‘

_ 1) Ue nezed a tougher defenss -- wiich involves certain additions to the
o ‘ "defense budget (Mavy, troop readiness, MHATO standardizatlon) and the
elimination of waste. ' '

2) UWhat % anm. sugzast;ﬂﬂ is'a 5% nat savings from the levels ol spending
which have been prposod by Mr. Tord in the curant budgei. '

3) These cuts will coma in the followlng areas -- cut insurance, cost _
ovarruns {renegotiation board), standardization of UATO, ilwmproven2nls
in training and travel, waste (give examples of subsidized hunting,
golf courses, Feantagon lunches, excas sive military brass, etc,).

4) YNone of the cuts are in weapons systems,

5) Waste and inefficiency weaken our dafense and awvr capacity to respond.

" XVIII., Trade and human riphts?

1) We should use all mmans at our disposal to encourage th2 Soviet Union
to respect human rights and accord greater immigrationa

,;
"

2) I will iwplement all exiszing to encourage this, iacluding Jack-
son-Vanik, T
s and

‘3) Ve wmust show that we are a couutry conces t
r iet Uniocn

thar our actions will be guidad by the
in this area.

4) Under H51sinki the Soviet Union has an obligation to acéord human
rights and greater independence for Eestern Europe. W2 should insist.
publicly on Soviet compliance with thesz promises. ‘

XIX. ~You talked a lot abbut.helping developing couutrlu,. What épecifically
would you do? ' ’

1) Insure that our 2id go2s dircctly to the pzople and not to buy limousines
for their leaders -~ we pust target our development aid for basic tuman
.. needs.,




2) Yo have defaulted on our commitmeats to multilateral development agen-
' commitments must be ke e

3) Ve must m2ke greater use tha woxid
bank. "

'4) Ve should take a closer look at loag-term commodity ecmants to
insure a stable supply of zaw materials for this ccuntry and a q;ablc
rmactez for developing countries. ‘

5) W2 should insist on greater Soviet involvemant in shariang the burden

of aid to LDCs -~ 3oviat Union gives only 1/10 of 1% of its GHP? to for-

elgn aid.

XX. ‘Waat dmplications does SQVLuu bu'ldup have for American foreign poli c; and
defense policy? '

1) We cannot ignore trends in Soviet military ovuildup.

that wa expect them

ncknu=d 2o00d v
.‘

ov
3

to moderate that buildup as a central elegeat

tions ~- otherwise detenta 13 good for very 1li

vould naver let the 3oviet Union obtain o unilateral militaryﬁndv

2) @ur response must be o make clear to the 3

ot
%]
O rt

over us,

3) How cnn the Admteistvation on the one haad thare ha

success dn detente and on tre othar hand fellus that thure-
Soviat buildup? ' '

4) Ve have had too much feast or famine in the dafense bu
steady cou

swings up and dowa ~- we need a consistent, 32 == d concensus
on defensa spending in chis countwy -- for our owa internal reasons

as weall as to imprpss the Russians.

'5) Cutting waste will make our defensa zougher asz well as a shife in co-
phasis to troop readiness, I\Lﬂ standardizat

L. Southern Africa?

1) As shown by HSSM 39 of 1969 the Popu;?ican Ad 11 tration for eignt
years sided time and time arain with the minority Tulars dn Afvica.

2) Only when we werc at the brink did w2 recognize the moval and poliri-.

' cal imperative of majority vule. . ;

'3) Ve have focused on Rihodesiz but dene little with Souwnh Africa. The
© Administration oppozed btime aud again Conpliﬂﬁaﬂ with U.M, sanctlons
“against Rhodesia (Byrd Ameadment). .

’I"C.v‘

4) " We are meoving iun the right direaction now, but it na be too late --
-we hope the Rhodesian matter will be sertlad, but thars are alvcuady

signs it is falling apart -- what s2cret assurances wera_mnde to Smith,
if any? ' ’ ' :
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5) As shown by our policy in Avgola aad in Rhodesia, we react only whan

the Soviaet Unioa attompts. to cxploit a situation -~ we nead Lozdu:qn'p
‘that will act rather than react. ' ' : '

RHXTL. tleglact of allias?

1) lhn'c hJS ba en a consistent Republican failura  to consult our allias
-~ for ‘example, on dealing with the Middle East -~ the yoear of Euvope
never came ’ ' : '

2) We profoundly hurt our rélations with Japan through tha failure to
consult them on Chinn, through tha soybean emdargo and by failiug to
be more cooperative with the Lockrzead scaadal,

~3) In 1975, we imposed a wvirreal arms awmdargo on Israel, our closest ally.

4) Ve continue to deal directly with the Soviat Un vion on matt of direct
Liavort to Europe aund inform Europe of it only‘Lhereafuer.

XXITI. Won't x ductlon of arms Jalaa give Russia advantagpge?

1) We must insure that our closa allies have all. tha arms necessacy for
theic defense -- but Mr. Ford's policy has b@*ﬁ simply to sell arms
to anyon2 with money,

2) Ue have often armad mutual antagoolsts -- for example, Iodia-Pakistant
" == we have given Saudi Arabia offensive missiles which could be used -
against Israel, :

3) Simce the Republicaas hivd' taken over, we have shifted our prioricias
of arming our friecnds to arming poLnu,“al advarsavies of .our friends.
Indead, we are arming other countrles befors ourszlves -~ for examplz,
F-14s to Iran before our own forces are fully equipped with thea,  Qur
priorities ought to be first curselves, cur traditional d‘lxn NATO
and Israesl and only then other countrias with defensive arms,
X{TV. What spz ificaTI/ ld you do that the Administration has unt doce to
bring pesace to Cyp rus '

P

s

This Administration, despite repsated wacrnings, failad to prov ent the
1974 coup eozaianst Makarioz, failed to pravent or limit the Turkish in-
vasion and failed to speak up for the rule of law. C

2) Peace must be based on tha U.¥. resolution of 1974, axn’ end to foreign
troops of altl kind and a respect for the rishts of Cypriots, including
G;oek Cyprlogo, who should be allowad to return to tiheir homes.

XXV. The. Soviet navy has grown cromendously, but our own Navy has Fvwor shin
than before Pearl llarbor. What can wa do zbouit this challenga? How can
we do anything if you are going to cut $5-7 billicn from the defoase bud-
get? : R




&

XXV,

2)
3)

g ine

-10~ .

w o
sad naval buildup -~ but ot a dlfie(uw; emphasis -- lecs on
outmodead, coztly and vulnerable s irrlers ‘

3

Maas saviangs will be only In cutting waste -- I 2m on rocord as favor-
cyea

Shift in enphasis to less costly and greater numbar of shilpa.

Mavy is perfect exampls of mismanagement (for oxcmpnle (1) lack of
five-year_ship builJLng plan has'reau1rhd in fewer and fewsr shipyards
' _ atracts are such a mess
than two hlpyﬂrdw are tvn,aubﬂtnu £ stop all current navy work, (3)
thare are censtruction da2lays in 50 out of 56 navy ships furrﬂntly
Lnder cons truckion, (45 the £lest 15 in such poor ceadition rh the
Navy's own official ipspection showed that only 2 out of
at random counid parform all of thexr anLA*y misslons).

Que tion re DB-17

1)

2

See.your'staudard.responsa.

Perfect example of Ford Admluistratiou using defense department for
political purposes.
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TO:  MILT- hMIFT HHH
EROM: HL HTERH

mE:  FURD CHARGE:S AMD REZFOMZES

~UFD IHHF::f CHETER HAZ ZAID WE ARE ZTEROMG AMD THHT e
miE fi[lf ZTROMG.

SEZFOMZE: THE ZTREMETH WE HAYE 1% MILITAEREY ZTEEMGTH AMHD
A LHDERCYIMG ECOMHOMIC CAPACITY.  THE WEAKMHEZE 12 OUR LACK
OF POLICY AMD LEADERZHIF, OUR DAMAGED MORALT AMT GUR :
UHMDER:UTILIZED , ' 3 : ‘ : .
-UTILIZED ECOMTOMH : . . . ’ : ‘
‘ ' IC CRFACITY.

FORD CHRFGE:  CARTER CLALTMES THAT THE HELZIMKI AGREEMEHMT -~

1% HOT MAKING FPROGREZE.

N .
FEZFOMEIE:s  THE FATE OF lPMI H EHIHFHTIH I1Z THE ZAME AZ
: ' O 1% THE ZAME A%

FRE- HELSIHEI HHD LOWER THHM EHRLIER YEARRZ.  CEZOVIET CITIZEME
ZIDA : » _

Hi HU LDHHEF FECEIWE FOREIGH _ :
' I LUFrEHil, SOVIET DIZZIDEMTE
HEE ”4UEH FREZZLRE, AMDRE D THEHARDY WHAE HOT ALLOWED T3 <0
TO O:i0 710 b:T THE MOBEL FERCE FRIZE. FADIO FREE
CUROFE T ZTILL BEIMG JAMMED. MO RSLASATION gr  UFFREZZIAOM
SO FROGEEZZ M HMEM 2 TeHTE,

FORD CHARRGE:  SOVERMOR CHETER WAZ COMPLETELY WROMG IH CLATMIMG
THE UHITED ZTHTEZ WHAZ EMEBAREIMG UFOH AOTHER Y IETHAM-LIEE ,
EITUATION I COVERTLY. PROVIDIAG MILITARY AZILISTAMCE TO FORCES
I AHGOLH. S

REZFOMZE:  THE FACTS DISFROYE THIZ.  WHEM THE AMERTCAY FEOFLE
BHDTHE COMBRESE ARE MOT AFPRIZED OF 38 MILLIOM 1M COYERT
MILITHEREY ASSISTAMCE BEIMG CHAMMELED IM A& SIMGLE YEAR TO A .
SIWIL WAR I A n TTAMT COMTIMEMT. WITH 22 MILLIOM @ORE IM THE
WORKZs 17 13 READILY APFHFENT THAT wIETHAM 1S A FPROFER AMALOGY.
WHEM THE AMERICAM FEOFLE AMD COMBRESS ARE HMOT GIVEM FACTS MD muUsT
PHITEAD RELY O HEWES REFURTE UF UMITED STATES IHWOLWEMEHT.
FIMAMCIALLY OF MILITARILYs THE WIETHAM AHALOGRY BECOMES FARTICULSELY
AFFROFRIATE.  WHILE I3 HAZ HEWER BEEM LIZCLOZED THAT TROGFS OF OGLR
HRMET :ﬂFEEZ WERE UZED IM AMGOLA -—— AZ DIZTIMSUIZHED SROM CIA
FERZOMMEL. 0F CIA-TURFORTAD FERIOMMEL —-- THERE 1T o wav OF

TELLIME MHEFE THE FORD ADMIMISTEATIONS OFEM-EMDED HHE
TURREETITIONS COMMITMEMT WOULD HAYE ZTOFFED. HEZEMT SEHATE ACTION
TO EEM - : :

A FURTHER COVERT AIZZIZTANCE TO ANGOLA.

CORD CHARGE:  GOYERHOR CARTER ZAID THE GA0 REFCRT ON ARYAGUED WA
REFROYED EBY THE RDAIMIZTRATION.  THAT 13 IC
' ’ HOORFEDT.

FETFOMIE:  THE GOYERMOR LID MOT STATE AZ A FACT TAT THE
o : _ : - : HET THE HlIHEHL.
OF TTHE "REFDET HAD EEEM CLEARED. [ COMTESTs. HE ZAIDs "I
UHDERSTHHD THAT EOTH THE DEFARTHMEMT OF ZTATE AMD THE DEFEMZE
DERARTHMEMT HAYE APFROYED THE ACCURACY GF TODAYS S REFOET. OF
YEZTERDAY @ ' : v :
FEFGRT AMD ALSO THE MATIONAL SECURTTY A58
OO T EHON WHAT WAT RTGHT OF WHAT URE ueEaeE O0F WHAT s
THE OHLY THIMG [ BELIEWE 1% THHAD WHHTEWER THE EHDULETRE WAT
THAT FF. FORD HAD SHOOLD HAYE BEEM GL1WEM TU THE ARMERICAN FEOFLE.
It OTHER WORDZ. THE GOVERMHOR SAHIL 1 DOHST EdlW wHAT W8s DOHE
BEv THE FORD FEOFLE. IMCLUDIMEG THEIR REWIEW OF THE REFPORT. EUT
I DO EHOW AM ACCOUNTIMG 15 DUE THE AMERICAM FEOFLE OH. THE
EMTIRE MAYEEUED THCTTENT . '
THE Orly RESFONZE THE FORD FEOFLE HAWE 1T DIVERZIONARY.
[EHORIMG COMPLETELY A FULL ACCOUMTING TO THE FUBLIC. _
\ HAYE THITEAD CHOZEN 7O FOLNT QUT THE FEFORT WAT ST CLEARED
Fo HOCUEATY . WELL THAT 15 HICE TO EMGis BUOT 20 WHAT —— THAT
T MDY THE RENL TTTUE. '

n-\Truw- FETHT
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Leaders, fora change.

1976

’

October 6th

The Debate,

.ﬂ.:



Followtng 15° a trwuzript of last;
night’& debate between: President Ford." 4
"and Jimmy Carter at the Palace of Fina .
Arts in-Son Francisco, as recorded: by ;
The New . York Times through the:
facthtma- of ABC News. The modgm:or
‘was . Pauline . Frederick'-of . Na.tional
"Public - Radio. -The'' questioners - were. |
Max Frankxt of The New.York Tlmes,
HcmyLTrethtt of The Baitimore’Sun: !
cmd Richard - Valemd- of- NBC Newo.

MODERATOR.Good eves:dn I'm.Pa o
-line Frederick of NPR. modentnr of
“this second. of the. historic debates of-:
the 1976 campaign between Gerald R. :
- Ford of Michigan, Repuhlican candidate
for President, and Jimmy Carter-of :
Georgla, Democrauc mdxdate for
Thank you, Precident l-'ord and’ ank
You, Governor. C:umer for hemg mth
us tonight, - - -

P - ?

audience in the Palace of Fine ‘Ars s
Theater-in San Francisco, An estimated
. 100 million Americans. are watching on ;
television as well. San Francisco was ..
thesxtecfthes:gmngottheUmted
:Nations. Charter, .31 years; agp.. Thus, .
xtxsanappmpmate ace to hold. this -
debete.fthesub]ecto whxchiatorexgn B
and defense issues.:- e A

" The. quesnonen tomgﬁt are' ‘Max -
l’mnkal associate editor of ‘ The New ;
" York Times; Hemyr..mwhztzdxplo- ‘
matic: eurrespondent of The Baltim
~ Sun, and Richard Valeriani, dxplomgm
- correspondent of NBC News.: .

. The ground rules tonight are bﬁczﬂy
thesmneastheywerefortheﬁrst-
- debate. two weeks ago. The questions .-
wxl.l be altermated between. candidates. .

y .the-toss of a.coin, Governor Carter :
wxll take the first question: Each ques- ;
-tion sequence will be-as. follows: The -
- question will be:asked and. themnchr-
.date-will have up to: three minutes to -

-, ansSwer, Hisopponentwmhmveupm
- two minutes:to- respond. And.prior to ;
. the: response, the questioner may -ask -
a follow-up question to clarify the.can- -
didate’s answer when necessary’ w:t.h
- up to two minutes to reply. Each candi-
date will have three minutes for a clos- -
(ing statement at the end. President -
.Ford and Governor Carter do not have
notes . or. prepared remarks with them
this evening, but they may take notes

dunng the debate and refer to them. .- .

- Mr. Frankel, you have the f‘u-st ques- :
tton for Governor Carter.

'Q: Governor, since the Democxats last *
“‘ran our fareign policy, including many
- of ‘the men:who-are advising you, the.:
- country: has-been. relieved .of -the Viet- "
nam agony, the military draft, we've -
started arms control negodanons WIth :
the Russians, we've opened. relations !
with Chima, we've arranged the disen- -
gagement in the Middle East, we've re-
gained influence with the Arabs with- *
out deserting Israel, now, maybe, we've
even begun a6 process of peaceful
change in 1 Africh. Now you've objected
in this campeign to the: style with
which much of this was:done, and
- you've mentioned some other things
that: you think ought to have been -
done, But do you really have:a quarrel '
‘with this Republican record? Would *
" you not have done any of those things? _

"TTCARTER: Well I think . this’ Republi-t
can Administration- has been almost all-
style and spéctacular and. not .sub-
stance. We've'got a chance tonight to’
talk about, first of all, leadership, the
. character of: our counfry and a. visiofi;
of the future; In-every ‘ane.of- these:
‘instances, the:Ford Admimstration has"
failed and 1 hope- tonight that .I and
'Mr‘l-'ordwxuhaveachmcemdmam
thermnsforthnsefadms. SR

when
‘we will not only be strong. in t.hose
areas -but "also in defense=a defense
eapablhty second to none.
~We've-lost in our foreign policy the.'

characn:r ‘af the American people.
We've. ignored or excluded the Ameri-
-Can, people and -the Congress from par--!
- ticipation in.the shaping of our foreign ;
-policy.. It's: been one ‘of secrecy and

- exclusion, In addition to that we've had ;

a chance to become ROW—CONLIary to”

our longstanding beliefs and principles -
—tfhe arms merchant. of the -whole
-world. We've tried to buy success from '

' our - enemies, and at. the same time

we've excluded  from: thepmc& the. 1
mal friendship of our allies.:
In- addition. to - that * we've. become
feartul 'to.- compete’- with _the Soviet 4
‘Umonon an equal basis; We. talkabout
" désente. The Soviet.Union knows. what. ;
‘they want in détente, and-they've been 4

- getting it. We have. not' kmown what’’
tmded; }

.we wanted; and we’ve: beenou
_/ma!mostevexymstance

_mation blessed with a defense capabrl-"
ity that is efﬁcxent, tough, capable, well -}

-narrowly focused—f}
_@Pabzh'ty—the ab}r’hty ‘to iigtrgtfﬁ:n "

necessary,- is the best’ way' to avan
a- c.harnce for or the xequmgnmtito-

- Repnblican Plaunm Cited :

Amdthelastpomtlwmttomake.
is- this: Mr.. Ford, Mr, .Kissinger have !
° comtipued  on with, the . poticies and .
pledges: of Richa:n! Nixon.. Even the
Republican platform- has criticized the
lack of leadership in° Mr. Ford amnd -
they've criticized r.he foreign policy of .
.this Administration. This is ome in-
stance where 1 agree with the Repubu-
can plat

I might say this in closing, and that |
is that as far as foreign policy goes; .
Mr. Kissinger has been the President
of ¢this country. Mr. Ford has showm .

. an absence of leadership, and am ab--

sanceofagmspofwhatcmscounay
is and what it ought to be. That's .
‘got to be changed. And that's one of -
E%e major. 1ssues in this campaugn of
MODERATOR: President I-'ord. would
you like to respond? .
FORD: Governor Carter again is talk-
ing in broad . generalities. Let me take -
just one question that he raises, the
.military strength and cepabmty of the
United States. .
. Governor Carter in November of 1975
Indicated’ that -he wanted to cut the.
defense budget by $15 billion. A few.
‘months later, he said he wanted to cut
the defense budget by $8 or $9 billion.
And more recently; he talks about cut-"
ting the defense budget by $5 to $7
billion.” There is no way you can be
strong mlhtanly and have those kinds_
gf reductions in our mlhtary appropria-
on.
- Now let me just tell you a little story.
About late October of 19:3, I asked

ot

- the then'. Sea:eeary “of ‘Defense, Mr."
‘Scidesinger; to" tell-me what had to-

- be done if we were going to. reduce -

the defense budget by $3 to $5 billion. ;
“A few"days later, Mr." Schlesinger..
: . came back and ‘said’ i!wecutthede-
fensebudgetby $3. to- $5 billion, we;
...Will have to.cut military personnel by '
250,000, civilian ‘personnel by a hun- !
~ dred. thousand, jobs in America by a’
-~ hundred thousand- We ould have.to :
- stretch. out our: aircraft procurement, .
we. would have to reduce our naval'
. construction. program, we would have'!
to reduce the research and develop-:

“ ment for the Army, the Navy, the Air-

- Farce and Marines by 8 percent. We
-would have to close 20 military bases.

- in the.' United States immediately.

That’sthekmdafadefensepmgmm

thatMr Carter wants.. - .
- Letmetellyouthxs’stmight—ﬁom
the 'shoulders You don’t negotiate with :
Mr. Brezhnev from weakness. And the :

» kmd of a defense program.that Mr.:

;- Carter wants.will mean a weaker.de--
\ fense and a poor negotiating. posmnn.
" MODERATOR: Mr. mehm, )/ques- i
tmro:' President Ford..
"QMr.. Pmndeut.my qu&s&m y
~{g the other side of-the coin from Mr. :
- Frankel’s, For a generation the. United.
" States has had’ a foretgn policy based ’
" on cantainment of Communism. Yet we :
haveloscthefn-stwarmvaetmm ‘we*
"..got a shoving matchin ' in ‘Angola. The .
Cammunists  threatened to etoa?e tg
- power by peaceful means in Italy an
" retations generally have coaled ‘with :
*.the  Soviet Umon m the last few
..months.

" So let me’ ask you. ﬂxst—what do
* you do about such: cases as Italy? And -
semmﬂy ddes thig general drift- mean -

. that we're moving back toward some-

- thing like an old cold-wa.r zela.uonsbxp

_ with the Soviet Unian? .. ;

" President Cites Some Successes

- FORD: I don't believe we. should -
move to a cold-war relationship. I think -

" it’s in the best interest of the United

States, and the world as a whole, that
the United States negotiate rather than
go back to the cold-war rela.nonsm;;
" with the Soviet Union.

T dog't look at the picture as bleakly -
~as.you-have indicated in.your question,:.
“ Mr.. Trewhitt. I believe that the United *
States has-had many successes in re-

'centyeaxs,mrecentmonths.asfar

as the ‘Cammunist movement is con- -
cerned. We have been successful.in
Portugal - where a.year. ago it laoked
like there was.a  very great possibility °
- that the- Commumists would take over

* in Portugal. It didn’t happen. We have

- a democracy in Portugal today, °

- A few months ago—or, I should say, -
. maybe two f'ears ago—the Soviet .

Union looked like theys had continued
" strength in the Middlé East. Today, ac- .
- cording to Prime Minister Rabin, the
Soviet Union is ‘weaker in the Middle
East than they haye have been in ma.ny. )
' many years.. - S
Ebb in Sovnet Relattons Seen

The facts are the Soviet Union rela- -
- tionship with Egypt is at a low-level. '
- The Soviet Union relationship. with
Syria is at a very low point. The United
States today, according to Prime Minis- :



. ment, But at the time that I submitted \

the Simai agreement to the Congress
of the United States, I submitted every
single document that was applicable
to the Sinai II agreement. It was the
most complete documentation by any
President of any agreement signed by
a President. on behalf of the United
. SWS. . ) .

Average of One Meeting a Month -

Now ag far as meeting with the Con-~
‘gress is concerned, during the 24

months that I've been the President .

of the United States I have averaged
- better than one meeting a month with
' responsible groups or committees of
the Congress—both House and Senate.
The Segetary of State has appeared
in the several years that he’s been the .
Secretary before 80 different commit.

tee hearings in the House and in the .

Serate. The Secretary of State has
.made better than 50 speeches all over

the United States explaining American .

“foreign policy.

1 have mede myself at least 10

- speeches in various parts of the coun:
try where 1 have discussed with the
American people defense and~foreign
policy. 7

MODERATOR: Mr. Frankel, a ques-
tion for President Ford.

Q: Mr. President, I'd like to ex-

plore a little more deeply our relétian-

ship with the Russians. They used to
brag back in Khrushchev’s day
that because of their greater patience
and because of our greed for business
deals that they would soaner or later:
get the better of us. Is it possible that
despite- some setbacks in the Middle
East, they've proved their point? Our
allies in France and Italy are now flirt-
ing with communism. We’ve recognized
the permanent Communist regime m

East - Germany. We've virtually signed -
" in Helsinki an agreement that the Rus- :

-sians have dominance in- Eastern Eu-
rope. We've: bailed out Soviet a

ture with our huge grain sales. We've

cul- -

given them large loans, access to our -

best technology and. if the Senate had-
n't interfered with the Jackson Amend-
ment, maybe you would have given

them even larger loans, Is that what

you call a two-way street of traffic .

" 1n Europe?
Cltes Examples
FORD: I believe that we have negoti-
ated with the Soviet Union since [ve
been- President from a- position of

strength. And let me cite several exam- °

ples. ; )
Shortly after I became President in
December of 1974, I met with General
Secretary Brezhnev in Vladivostok and
we agreed to.a mutual cap on the bal-
\listic missile launcher at a ceiling of
2,400. which means that the Soviet
Union, if that becomes a permanent
agreement, will have to make a reduc-
tion in their launchers that they now

have or plan to have. ’
I negotiated at Vladivostok with Mr.

Brezhnev a limitation on_the MIRVing

of their ballistic missiles at a figure

of 1,320 which is the first time that .

any President has achieved a cap either:
on launchers or on MIRV's.
It seems to me that we can go from

~

there to grain sales. The grain sales -
have been a benefit to. American agri-

culture. We have achieved a five' and"™

three-quarter-year sale of a minimum -

six million metric tons, which means
that they have already bought about.
four million metric tons this year and
are bound to buy another two million
metric tons to take the grain and corn
and wheat that the American farmers
have produced in order to have full
production and these grain sales to the:
Soviet Union have helped us tremen-
dously in meeting the costs of the addi-

_ tional oil==the oil that we have bought

from overseas. - :
Defends Helsinki Agreement’

If we turn to Helsinki—'m glad you

-raised it, Mr. Frankel. In the case of

Helsinki, 35 nations signed an agree-
tate

- ment, including the Secretary of

for the Vatican. I can’t under any cir- '.{-:
cumstances believe that the—His Holi- :
ness, the Pope—would agree by signing -

that agreement that the 35 nations

have turned Gver to the Warsaw Pact '

nations the domination of Eastern Eu-

rope. It just isn't true. And if Mr. Cart-

er alleges that His Holiness by signing
that has done, he is totally inaccurate.

And what has been accomplished by -

the Helsinki agreement? No. 1, we have

an agreement where they notify us and -
we notify them of ‘any military maneu- -

vers that are-to be undertaken. They

. have done  it. In both cases where

they've done so, there is no Soviet

- domination - of Easterm Europe and.-

there ‘never will be under a Ford Ad-

ministration. o .
MODERATOR: Governor Carter?

" 'Q: Pm sorry, could I just follow—did - :
I understand you to say, sir, that the. :

Russians are not usin;

and making sure with their troops that

Eastern Europe-
~ as their own sphere of influence in ac-. ;
" cupying most of ‘the countries there:":

it’s a Communist zone, whereas on our
side of line the Italians and the French

_are still flirting with . . .

FORD: I don’t believe, Mr. Frankel, -

that the Yugoslavians consider them-
selves dominated by the Soviet Union.
I don’t believe that the Rumanians con-
sider themselves dominated by the
Soviet Union. I don’t.believe that the

‘Poles consider themselves dominated

by the Soviet Union. :

Each of those countries {s independ- -

ent, autonomous, it has its own territo-
rial integrity and the United States
does not concede that those countries
are under the domination of the Soviet
Union. As a matter of fact, I visited

_ Poland, Yugoslavia and Rumania to.

make certain that the people cf those
countries understood that the President
of the United States and the people

_of the United States are dedicated to

their independence, their autonomy and
their freedom.

MODERATOR: Governor Carter, now
-if you will respond. : '

CARTER: Well in the first place, I'm:

not criticizing His Holiness the Pope..

I was talking about Mr. Ford.
The fact is: that secrecy has- sur-

“rounded the decisions made by the

Ford Administration. In the case of the
Helsinki agreement: It may have been

a good agreement at the beginning, but .

we have failed to enforce the so-called

basket three part, which insures the

right of people to migrate, to join their

families, to be free, to speak out. The -

Soviet Union is still jamming Radio ~

Free Europe—Radio Free Europe is
being jammed. ‘
We've also seen a very serious prob-

lem . with the so-called Sonnenfeldt -

document—which apparently M

o

ir. Ford

. hasn’t has a tough cross-examination-. :

~ poenaed.

. has just- endorsed—which ‘said that.:
“there's an organic linkage between the

Eastern European countries and the So-
viet Union. And I would like to see Mr.
Ford convince the Polish-Americans -
and the Czech-Americans and the Hun. .
‘garian-Americans in this country that.:
those countries don’t live undep. the
‘domination and supervision -of the-.
Soviet Union behind the Iron Curtain. :
_We also have seen Mr. Ford exclude
himself from access to the public. He::
type press conference in over 30 days. |
One press conference he had without :
sound. . .. .o
. Yielding to Soviet Pressure .-
He’s also shown a weakness in yleld- .
ing to pressure. The -Soviet Union, for"

<

- instance, put pressure on Mr. Ford and -

he refused to see a symbol of human -
freedom recognized around the world, .,
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn. The 1
have put pressure on Mr, Ford, and °
he’s yielded, and has permitted a boy- .
cott by the Arab countries of Americamr
businesses who' trade with DSrael, or-.
who have American Jews owning or -
taking part in the management .of
American companies. His own Secre- -
tary of Commerce had to be sub- .
poenaed by the Congress to reveal the .

" names of businesses who: were subject ;

to this boycott. They didn’t volunteer
the information. He had- to be 'sub__-

"And the last thing I'd like to'say

" is this: This grain deal with the Soviet -

Union in ‘72 was terrible, and Mr. Ford'.

" made up for it with three embargoes, -
. one.against our own ally in Japam. -

That’s not the way to run our foreign :

policy, including international trade. ;
MODERATOR: Mr. Trewhitt, a ques. -

tion for Governor Carter. * ’ :
Q: Governor, Pd like to pick up on

" that point, actually and on your appeal .

for a greater measure of American -
idealism in foreign affairs. Foreign af-
fairs come home to the American pub--
lic pretty much in such issues: as oil
‘embargos and grain sales, that sort of -
thing. Would you be willing td risk- -
an oil embargo in order to promote
human rights in Iran and Saudi Arabia,
withhold arms from Saudi Arabia for
the same purpose? I think, as a matter -
of fact, you've perhaps answered this
final part, but would you withhold
grain ?rom the Soviet Union in' order
to promote ‘civil rights in the Soviet
Union? . C
.. ‘Economic Declaration of War* =~ " :
CARTER:. I would never single out :
food as a trade embargo item, if I ever
decided to impose an embargo because
of a crisis in intermational relation-
ships. It. would- include all shipments

- of all equipment. -

" For instance, if the Arab countries -
ever again declare'an embargo against
our nation on oil I would consider that- -
not a military but an economic-declara-
tion of war and I -would respond in-
stantly and in' kind. I would not ship
that Arab country anything—no weap-
ons, no- spare parts for weapons,.no -
oil-drilling rigs, no oil pipe, no nothin
I wouldn't single out just faod. -
Another thing that I'd like to say
is this: in our international trade, as
I said in my opening statement, we,



"have bécomie the rms: mercamt or the:
“‘world.. When ' this- Republican . adminis- -

tration came into office we. were ship--
- ping about $1 billion dollars worth of::

arms overseas, now $10:to $12 billion : -

dollars worth.of arms overseas to.éoun- -
“tries- that quite often use these wea.po :
‘ons to fight each other:. ..

A ‘Dlsturbmg‘ Shift on Mldeast

d,sE,"’b""" 3 e““’ﬁi’m“? ;"::3{’“’
ing to me, :
Middle East. . Lo

Under the Iast Democratxc adfnms- x
tration 60 percent of all weapons that .,
went into the Middle East were for -
. Israel. -Now: 60 percent goes to t.he
~ Arab countries and. this does not in<
_-clude. Iran. ‘I -you ‘include. Iran in ousr:
- present. shipment of \weapans' to- the:.
NﬁddleEmt.onlyZOpementgmto

Israel. This is a deviation from. ideals.’

- ism;. it’s: 'a deviation from . a. mmmxtJ
menttoaurma]oranymmedele 2
East, which .is ILsraeh it's a y'ieldmo%_
_to. econiomic, presSure on: the: Y
_'the Arabs on'the oil issue; and.xt’sals&
a tremendous'indication that under the.
Ford ﬁdl;fnxstrauon wle ha:ge not teal»:l-
df&‘se €- energy policy adequately. .
>-* We still have no comprehesnsive ener-’
' gy policy in'this country. And it’s an’
overall sign:of weakness. When we are :
weak ~at’ ‘home " -economically; ; high-:
- unemployment, - high' inflatian; a‘ con--
fused government, a westeful defense-
eestablishment, this encourages: the kind.
dpressxnet.hat’sbeenputonussuc- :
mfully. \Q

It would have been Inconceivable 10 2
or '15:yedrs ago- for us to-be:brought :
“to our knees with an Arab oil embargo.
"But it was: done. th:eeyeaxsagoand
- they’re still put:mg pressure onus from: -
,-the Arab : . > discredit

—ll—ﬁ—.mx e

~ ....b...‘ .:un. R ""'.."-..—'.u

'rhese dre e weakneses that I see’
and 1 belleve jt's not-fust a-matter of

; idealism. 'I’s- a: matter of being tough. '3

It's a matter;of being.strong;. it's: & 1

. matter of being consistent.. Our. priori- :

tles ought: to firse. of AN to - meet 4

‘our own. mxhtary needs, “secondly” to- -

" meet the needs of our allies:and friends:

- and only then should we ship. mmaty
equipment forexgn countries. .. - ;
As a matter of fact, Iran is gomg’

.. to get 80 F-14's before we even meet |
our: own- Air -Force: order- for- F-14’s..
. And the shipment of Spruance-class de- -
. “stroyers:to Iran are much- more highly
sophisticated  than thie. Spruance-class
- destroyers- that ' at. present:.are- being ..
delivered to-our own: Navy, This i3
ridiculous: and it ought.to be. changed. -
: ‘Governor,. let ‘me pursue-that’if.*
I may 1f' 1 understand: you correctly
you would in-fact ase nry:examples:
withhold . arms from Iran” and Saudi
- Arabia even if the risk was an oil em-
-bargo and if they should .be securing '
those arms from somewhere else, and
then if the embargo came, then you’d
respond in_kind. Do I have it correctly?
CARTER: Iran'is not an Arab coun. -
. try, as-you know, it’s.a Moslem coun- -
try. But if*Saudi Arabia should declare -
an oil embargo against us, then.Iwould
- consider that an economic declaration
of war. And I would make sure the
Saudis understood- this ahead. of time -
'so thereswould be-no doubtin their -
~mind. I think under those circumstances
they would refrain from pushing us to
our. knees :as. they did in 1973 with
their previous oil embargo

MODERATOR: President Ford2. .-~

FORD: Governor Carter apparenﬂy
doesnt n:ahze t.hat since T've- beem "

Ll L el L S L s

- President we ‘have sold to the Israells
;- over $4 - billion in military’ tardware.’
" We have made available to the Israslis
' over-45 percent of the total economic
:/ and military aid since the establish-
. ment of Israel 27 years  ago. SO the:
" Ford Admxmstnnan has done a.good.
. -job in -helping our ‘good ally, Israel;:
.~ and we're.dedicated to the sunnva.land
- security-of Israel. :
I believe that, Govertior Caner doean’t

E
#3
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e .seaurity, .
"‘ag a strong aﬂy‘at the United States,
“‘Neceasary for Our Security’ i\

" The histary of our relationship with
Inngosbackto the days of President
,Tnmntau when hefdedded that it was.

~vitally necessary for our own ‘security:
as well as that of Iran that we should:
~help that countxy Andlrznhas been

ally; -
In1973whentherewuanoilem-
te. Iram
. United:
smns.lbehevethatlt'smourmt.
- and in. the: interest of Israel and Iran:
-"and Saudi Arabta, for-the United States
. to sell arms to those countries, It's for
therrseamtyasweuasaurs S g
“MODERATOR: Mr. Valean;; qtm-
uon for Prestrilent Ford.
- Q. Mr. President, the pohcy of yvur
= admmxslntxon is to normalize relations
' with mainland' China. That means es--
- tablishing at some point full diplamatia.
‘relations. and. obviously doing some-:
. thing about the mutual defense ueaty
" .with Taiwan. If you. are ‘elected, will
"_you move to- establish full d;plomano
' relations - with:. Peking, 'and will: you'
.-abrogate the. mrtual . defense treaty
" with™ Taiwan?- And, .as acorollary,:
wou!clmﬁou provide. mainland. China;
tary equipment. 1£ tbe Chmese
‘Were toask for it? -
. FORD: Our: rolauonsh.lp w1th the Peo-
- ple’s Republic-of China is based upo.
the Shanghai Communiqué of 1972, and

that communiqué .calls for-the normal- .

ization of relations between the United
States and the People’s- Republic.. It
: doesn’t set a- time schedule. It doesn't
make.a determination as to how that
. relationship should be achieved in rela-
“'tionship to our current - diplomatic -
recognition ~and" obligations to
Taiwanese  Government.: - i
The Shanghai Commumqué does say
that the differences between the: Peo--
ple’s Republic on. the one hand and .
. Taiwan on the other shall be seztled.
by peaceful means.. -
The net result is this Admmt.stratlm
and during my time as the. President-
. for the next four years, we will contin-<*-
. ue-to move for normalization-of rela-i:
. tions in the.traditional sense,.and we+
_“will insist that the dxspute between Tai-
.wan and the People’s Republic be set-
tled peacefully, as was agreed in
Sh anghai Communiqué of 1972.

The Ford Administration wili not lét R

down. -will not eliminate or forget our.,

we

..obligation- to-the people of Taiwan. Wg
" feel tbat:there-must ‘be 'a; continued
obligation - to -the: people, to the some
" 19 to 20 million peotile in Taiwan. And‘
. as we-move during the next four years,
- those will be-the: pOhaa of t!ns Admm
; istration.. .- T ..
Q: And sir, r,he mmta:y equxpment
- - for the mainland Chinese?
.. FORD: There is no policy of this Gov-
) emment to give to the People’s Repub-
. lic, or to sell to the. People’s Repubuc;
- of China, military equipment. I d.onot
- believe- that we, the United: States,
.. should sell, give or otherwise transfer
" military- . hardware - to' -the People’s
’Republxc of China, or any other Com-
. munist:nation,. such as the Sov:et Uman
- and. thellike. - :

MonmA‘mn: Govumorc.amr
"+ CARTER:-T. would- uketo g0 back
]ust one moment to the mom quess
. tion, where Mr. Ford,.1 confused
“the issue by g to say that we are
: - shipping: Israel 40 percent ‘of our aid.
-As a matter of fact, during this current
- year we are shipping-Iran, or bave con<
" tracted. to ship to Iran, about $7.5_bil«
- lion worth: of arms, and also to Saudi
Axabm, about 37.5 bxnmn worth ot

Also in 1975 we almost bmught Is-
rael to their knees after the.Yom Kip-
put War by the so-called reassessment

of our relationship to Israel, We in efs
.fect tried to make Israel. the scapegoat
"for the-problems.in the Middle East,
and . this: ‘weakemed our: relationship
- with Israel a great deal and put a clond
.on the total commitment that our. peo-
ple feel toward the Israelis. -

There ought to be:a clear, imeqmvo-
cal oommnnmt. mthon changa tg_ls-

mek B2
In thaFarEast-I t.hmk weneed,tu
' contimue tq be strong, and T would cer-
_ tainly pursue the normalization of relay
txonshxm thh the People s Repubhc o!

- We opened up a great oppommty
~in 1972,” which:-has. pretty well been
" frittered away under Mr. Ford, that
" ought to be a:constant in connection
- .toward friendship, but I would never;
-“let that friendship -with the. People’s
Republic:of- China™stand in the way
_ of the preservation of the mdependencet
and freedom' of: the people. in: Taiwang

. MODERATOR: Mr. Frankel, a. ques-
' tion for Governor Carter. -
Q: Governor, we always seem in our
- elections, and maybe in between, too,
to -argue about who can be tougher:
in the world: Give or take a few billiony
dollars, give or take one-weapons sys-
tem, our leading politicians, and I think'
you, too, gentlemen, seem to settle
roughly on the same. strategy in the
world at’ roughly t.he same Pentagon
_ budget.cost. .-
How bad do thmgs have to ‘get !n.
. our own economy, or-how much back-
wardness -and ‘hunger would it -take in
the world, to persuade you that our
nat.ionalﬁ-seCm'ity. and. our survival re-
‘quired very drastic cutbacks in arms
spending and dramatic new: efforts m:
other directions? . ~
CARTER: Well, always ln the pasf.‘
we've had an ability to have a' strong
defense and also to have a strong do-
mestic economy, and also to be strong

the: ‘in our reputation and influence within

the community of nations. . These
characteristics of our counrtry ‘have
been endangered under Mr. Ford. We're
no longer respected, and in' a- show-
down vote in the Umted Nations or

Continue on Followmg Page. =
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"+ Continued From Preceding Page,

Zin any “other international council,

..-we're. lucky to- get 20 percent of. the
- other nations to vote withus. =~ »

o Our allies feel that we've neglected '
them. The so-called Nixon -shock .
.against Japan has weakened our -re-

lationships there.. ‘Under - this Admin-
’istration we've also had an inclination

-to keep' separate the European coun- .

-tries, - thinking that if they separate,
-then we can dominate them and pro-
ceed with our secret, Lone Ranger-

__stype diplomatic efforts.

- Under this Administration we've had -

_#ve, in this country, have let aur econo-
Ay go down the drain: The worst infla-
i™Won ‘since the great Depression.  The

'

_dighest unemployment of .any ' de-

#veloped nation of the world: We have -

.2 higher unemploymen?® rate in. this
country than Great Britain %d West
: ze

" Germany, © /- :
T Our unemployment rate is twice as

-high as it is in Italy, is three or four

times ‘as. high as it is in Japan. And .
- that terrible circumstance in t%?: coun-
a

ug i3 exported overseas. ‘We comp
_about 30 "percent of the. world’s. eco-
_Domic trade. power influence. - And
. when we're weak at home—weaker
than all
“weakens' the whole free- world. So
.strong economy is very important.
Allies ‘Have Felt Neglected’

---Another thing that we need to do
is to re-establish the good relationships
that we ought to have between: the
United “States and our natural allies
-and friends. They have felt neglected.
And usihg ‘that base. of strength, and
. using the idealism, the -honesty; the
predictavility, the commitment, the in-
tegrity of our own country, that’s

"where. our strength lies. And that
would permit us'to deal with the devel- .

‘ oping nations in a position of strength.

a continuation of the so-called balance,

_of power. politics, where everything is

looked on as a struggle between 'us
on ‘the one side, the Soviet Union on

the other. Our allies and smaller coun-

tries get trampled in the rush. .

~What we need is to try to seek indi- -

vidualized bilateral relationships ‘with
countries, regardless of their size, and
to establish world-order. politics, which
means that we want to preserve peace.

through strength. We also want to re- °

. vert back to the stature and the respect,

" that our country had in previous: ad- -

ministrations.

-..Now I can't say when this can come."
But I can guarantee it will not come -
if: Gerald Ford "is re-elected -and his

present policies continue. It will come
if-I'm elected. ' S

"Q: If 1 hear you right, sir, you're saying '

guns and butter both, but President John-
sen aiso had trouble. keeping up both
Vietnam and his domestic programs. I
wzs realiy asking when do the needs of
the cities and our own needs and those
of other backward and even more needy
countries and societies around the world
take precedence over some of our mili-

tary spending. Ever?

CARTER: Well, let me say very quickly

that under President Johnson, in spite

of the massive investment in the Vietnam

-~ T would also like to point out-that

rise - .

our - allies—thdt weakness

War, hé turned over -a balanced budget.

to"Mr. -Nixon. The unemployment rate
was less than 4 percent. The-inflation
rate under Kennedy and Johnson was

" about 2 percent—one third of what it

is"under this Administration. So we did
have at that time as good management,
the ability to do both. E :

Number One Responsibility

“1 don’t think that anybody can say that-

Johnson and Kennedy neglected the poor
and the destitute people in this country
or around the worid. But I can say this:

- the number one responsibility of any.

President, above all eise, is to guaranty
the security of our nation, and ability
to.be free of the threat of attack or black-

mail and to carry out our obligations to-
our allies-and friends, and to-carry out.

a legitimate foreign policy. They must:

go hand in hand, but the security of this

nation has got to come first. -
‘MODERATOR: President Ford?

* FORD: Let me say very categorically _

you cannot maintain the security and
the strength of the United States with
the kind of defense budget cuts that
Governor Carter has indicated.

. In 1975, he wanted to cut the budget
815 billion." He’s now down to a figure -

of $5 to $7 billion. Reductions of that

kind will not permit the United States

to be strong enough to deter aggression :

and maintain the peace. Governor Cart-

er apparently doesn’t know the facts: -

< As soon as I became President, I

initiated a‘ meeting with the NATO -
heads of state and met with. them in *
Brussels to discuss how we could im- |
prove the defense relationship in West-

ern Europe. i
i~ Cites Meetings With Leaders

‘In November of 1975 I met withthe -
leaders of the five industrial nations °

in- France for the purpose of seeing
what we ‘could do acting together to
meet the problems of the coming reces-
sion. . oo
- In Puerto Rico, this year I met with
six of the leading industrial nations’.
heads of state to meet the .problem of

inflation so we would be able to solve .

it before it got out of hand. -

't T have met with the heads of Govern-
ment bilaterally as well as multilateral- -

ly. Our relations with Japan have never
been better. I wasthe first United
States President to visit Japan. And
we had the Emperor of Japan here this
past year and the net result is Japan -
and the United States are working
more closely together now than at any
time in the history of our relationship.
" You can go around the world—and
let me take Israel for example. Just
recently, President Rabin said that ou
relations were never better. .

.MODERATOR: Mr. Trewhitt, the
question for President Ford. .

+ Q: Mr. President, you referred earlier
to. your. meeting with Mr. Brezhnev at .
Vladivostok in 1974. You agreed on
that occasion to try to achieve another
strategic arms limitation — SALT —
agreement within the year. Nothing
happened in 1975, or not very much
publicly at least. And those talks are
still dragging and things got quieter -
ds.the current season approached.
.Is there a bit of politics involved
there, perhaps on both sides? Or per-
liaps more important, are interim weap- °
ons devtlopments—and I'm thinking of
such things as the cruise missile and
the Soviet SS-20 intermediate-range
rocket—making SALT irrelevart, by-
passing the SALT negotiations?

FORD: First we have to understand
dhat SALT 1 expires Oct. 3, 1977. Mr.
==zhnev and I met in Vladivostok in

7 Deé;:-ezﬁ"beAr\df 1974 for the purpose of -

to- take the: initial. step so we

- tryin
could: have a SALT Il agreement that .

would go through 1985. ) .
- As I indicateda earlfer, we did agree
on a 2,400 limitation on launchers of:
ballistic missiles.- That would mean a.
cutback. in the Soviet program; it. would .
not interfere with our own program.
At the same time, we put a limitation
of 1,320 on- MIRV. Our technicians
have been working since that-time in
Geneva, trying to put into techmical

" language . an agreement -that can be. .
-_verified by both parties.

In the meantime, there has déveloped .
the problem .of the Soviet Backfire—-
their high-performance aircraft which

they say is. not. a long-range aircraft .

and which some of our péople say is -
an intercontinental aircraft. In the in~
terim, there has been the development
on our part primarily the cruise mis-
siles: cruise missiles that could be .

-launched from ' land-based mobile in- ..

stallatioms; cruise missiles .that could -
be launched from high-performance air- °
craft, like the B-52’s or the B-1's, which -
I hope we proceed with; cruise miissiles :

- which could be launched from either

surface or submarine naval vessels. _

- New Arms Complicate Talks \< . °
Those gray-area weapons systems are
creating some problems in the agree- -
ment for a SALT II negotiation. But -
I can say that I am dedicated to pro-

- ceeding, and I met just last week with -

the Foreign Minister of the Soviet .
Union, and he indicated to me that the -
Soviet Union was interested in narrow-
ing the differences and making a realis-
tic and.a sound compromise. SN
_ I hope. and trust in- the best interests .
of both countries, and in the best inter-
ests of all people throughout this globe, -
that the Soviet Union and the United
States can make a mutually beneficial .
agreement. Because if we do not and
SALT I expires on Oct. 3, 1977, you

. will unleash again an all-out nuclear

arms race with the potential of a nu.

-clear hclocaust of unbelievable dimen-

sions. : -

So it’s the obligation of the President
to.do just that, and I intend to do
so. : :
Q: Let me follow that up by—I'll -
submit ‘that the cruise missile adds a
whole new dimension to the arms com- =
petition—and then sight a statement -
by your office to the Arms Control As-
sociation a few days ago in which you
said the cruise missile might eventually
be included in a comprehensive arms
limitation. agreement but that, in the
meantime, it was an essential of the
American strategic arsenal. Now, may.
I assume from that you’re tending to
exclude ‘the cruise missile from. the
next SALT agreement, or is it still
negotiable in that context? .

The Cruise Missile .

FORD: I believe that the cruise mis-
-sile, which we are now developing in
research and development across the.
spectrum from air, from the sea, or-
from the land, can be included within
a SALT II agreement. They are a new
weapons system that has a great poten-
tial, both conventional and nuclear-
armed. At the same time, we have to
make certain that the Soviet Union’s



> Backfire; which"they' claim 1S ot an:’

- intercontinental aircraft. ' and.~which':

‘- some: of our-people.contend: is,: must :
.also. be-incjuded if we:are to get the:

. kind' of :agreement-which-is_in-the.best -

* . interest of both' countries.’And.I really*

:-believe. that 'it's-farbetter for us and :

.. for }hef-osroget Uniclm; an&!.‘lhﬁc:h e impclai: . . ,

o tant y e peop e m 'e. wor ' ._‘”.-"..'-:/"'-‘-(u-" ;_.,.:: :-'-‘.,-.'.‘::..;v~;.-;.~.-:-:z-::-;..r:»:i;,i ,.ﬁ‘p'-;-__l =

- that"these  two_ super: powers- find an- :from.the people, the Congress, the Sec:
answer.for a SALT II agreement before - . retary, of State, the. President, sharing "
Oct: 3, 1977, I think good will on both . ,in: theevolution. and. carrying-out. of "

. parts; hard bargaining by both parties - ‘iaforeign policy,.as far as strength de-
and a reasonable compromise will be  ~rives from the respect of our own allies ;

_'in the best interests of all parties,~ . -and”frlends, their .assurance that we-;
- CARTER: Well, Mr.-Ford acts like Wil be staunch in. our commitment, .

* he's running for President for the first - that we will not deviate and that we'll ;.
time. He’s been in officeétwo years and. | §ive them adequate.attention, . as_far:
there has. been: absolutely no progress = s strength derives from doing what's ..

_made toward a.new SALT agreement. = . 'ﬁ%'ﬁﬁ?ﬁ?&%ﬁﬁﬁ&kﬁ?ﬁd&% _‘
He has leamed the date of ‘the expira- .world. instead of the arms merchant

. Wee Soen i this world s develop- | Of 1l world-rin, those respects, we're ¢
" ment.of a tremendous. threat to us. As . ,BOLSUORE:.-

" a nuclear engineer myself, I know-the = .- Also,:-we'll never'-te strong ‘again.,

* limitations and . ol ilities.. of’ atomic 'j;bver;egs..unl&ss=w9‘:e.s}£qng at_home. ;
I'power: I also know that as far as the,' .And:with our economy in such terrible ;
- ‘human’ beings- on : this - earth-‘are con--> .-disarray--and-- getting warse: by the:
”, cerned: that - the: nonproliferation of ; -month, we’ve'got 500,000 more Ameri-..:
- atomic weapons ig No.. 1. Only. the last.: :¢ans: unemployed today than we ll}ad :
* few days with the election approaching . :thres months ago; we've got 2.5 million .
- has Mr. Ford takep any:interest in-a. .more-Americans out of . work now- than :

2 b . Ford ta . . 'we had when Mr. Ford took office. This -:
i Tull s Alles /o “Hind f deterioraton In ou ecanomic !
.. T adbécated” last May in- a. speech’” - ff:"éﬂ;,i“““d”i’ aen u\sqaro
*at.cheUnitéd: Nations that we move = " o " e S ’

- immediatelyas"a- natiom todeclare.g : -~ Problems That Reach Overseas-
- complete moratorium on-the-testing of i - . And‘ we not_only have problems:at
. all nuclear devices, ‘both' weapons and-: - tiome but we export those problems™
* peaceful' devices, that we not ship any : .overseas. So as far as-the respect of
more atomic fuel to-a country that'ré-: our own people:toward ‘our own Gov>::
__fuses to. comply - with strict’ controls:: ernment,. as far. as participation in. the -
aver :'the ' waste;_ . which-.. can be ; shaping for concepts and commitments, :
_-reprocessed into explosives,: . :..v:°7. 7 ag far. as-the . trust of our country :
*° . I've'also advocated:that we stop.the- ; ‘amang the nations. of - the world, -as
" sale by Germany and France:of repro-:s - far ‘as dependence -of our country in.:
* cessing' plants for: Pakistan and Brazil. ! ;.meeting the needs and:obligations that .-
- Mr. Fbrd hasg't mioved on this. Wealso- ! ~ we've .expressed to: our allies, as: far’
-‘need to’provide an’ adeqyate supply-of.. -ias’the respect of ‘gur’ country——even-:
. enriched\ uranium.. Mr. " Ford. again,*« among: our potential: adversaries—we -
!’ under; pressure’ from the atomic.energy.: are wealt: - oo s s e
: lobby, has: insisted that this reprocess- - .- potentially We're strong. :Under. this |
: ing or-rather- re-egrichment, be done,. -administration, that: strength has not. -
: g{;g;xvm ernmen mdut;y;a[ndg?o_lthby_hth:dexo; t beenrealized. ..l
= gov .plants, - This- kind of ‘- g IS
"confusion-and absence ofleadership ; -° “MODERATOR: President Ford. . -~
* has'let us drift.-now for two years'with © ° FORDz 'Governor- Carter brags about
ac tty increasing threat-of atom- ¢+ 'the. unemployment: during. Democratic .
ic weapons throughout the world. . -+ - Administrations - and - condemns the :
. -We mow have. five nations:that'have < _unemployment at the pre§ent- time. I-.:
_atomic-bombs ‘that we. know about. } * . must remind him that we're at peace
we comtinue’ under:Mr. Ford’s policy : _-apd-during- the peried: - that -he brags "
-by 1985 or "90° we'll have 20 nations - ..about- unemployment- being -low, the--
-that have the’ capability. of: exploding ~ ,:United States was-at war. " ... . ",
- atomic- weapons. This- has' got to be’~ -, Nowlet-me. corréct ope oth |
~ stopped. Thatis one of the major chal- © - ment that Governor Carter has made. :
lenges- and major- undertakings that I I have recommended to the Congress .
- will assume as the next President.. . . -.that:we develop the ugnglltin @Tﬂf&‘
. ) < Mr.. iani:  youe . Ment’ ‘Portsmouth, Ohio, which °
MODERATOR: Mr. Valeriani, your. .ment phll;]?cla’t'-or;vned‘ U.S.- Government
question for Governor Carter.. .. - o .-ig a; publicly-owned JOVE it
. e " eardi = . facility and have indicated that the pri- -
Q. Governor Carter,. earlier tonight . . which would follow on -
you_.s;d America is not strong. any. Y:tfugﬁgﬂms one that may or may
more; America is not "‘respected any ‘. . » i E
more. And I feel that ;_I-mugt ask yog' not.be constructed. But I am commmed'

Do you really believe ‘that the United” t0.thewneatP ortsmouth, Chio.
States is' not the. strongest country in .. - - Initlatives Clted.

. the world, do.-you really believe that::
the.-United. States .is-not the most re-

. spected country.in: the werld? -Or is:

~ that just campaign rhetoric? .- . v

- b ]

. is at'peace today? , - )
" "'What is more moral in foreign

"CARTER: No, it's not just campaign-- o :

. rhetoric. I think that militarily we are -

. as strong as any natioor.on earth. I :
" think we- gotta stay that way and con-

. tinue to increase our capabilities to -
meet any potential threat. L
_ But as far as strength derives from
commitment to principles, as far as .
strength derives.from: the unity within::
our country, as far as strength derives

‘Rome in 1974 when the United States’
committed 6 million metric tons of -

S el = T eamEg et T

""" The Governoralso talks about moral: -
ity in foreign policy. The. foreign policy .-
.'of the United States meets the highest .-
! , "1 _standards- of morality. What- is .more :
_ Strong and ‘Gotta Stay That Way* - - .. moral than peace and the United States :
policy - -
“than for the Administration to take the .
lead in the:World Food- Conference in .-

-food, over 60 percent of the-food com- -
mitted for the disadvantaged and un- ..
. derdevetoped nations of the world? .- -

- underdevelope
Ceworldl

The ' Ford ‘AdmiriiStration’ wants to -
eradicate hunger. and. disease in-our.
“countriés . through’ the "

" "What is” more.‘moral than. for the:
. United States-under the Ford Adminis-.’

- Africa,”in" the Mi 5t? Tha :
" initiatives in foreign: policy which are:
" _of the highest moral standards and'that .

;. this country. <
" MODERATOR: . Mr..'
“stion for President Ford... ...

*, Qs Mr. President scan-we' stick

tration, to take the: lead in southermr-
ddle East? Those are:

iz indicative: of 'the_ foreign ‘policy- of |

oot Tk :

Rrankel,-

ques- -

with

- morality? For a lot of:people it seems. -
" to-cover a: bunch of sins. Mr. Nixon
. and. Mr.. Kissinger used:to teil us that :-
. instead' of morality. we had to worry .

in the world about. living with and let- -
“ting live all kinds of governments that

" ‘we really didn’t like, North and:South :

. ‘Korean dictators; Chilean fascists, Chi-" .

nese - Communists, Iranian- emperors
and so on. They said. the only way:
to get by in-a wicked world- was to .

" treat.others on the basis of how they -

treated us and not- how they treated -
their own people. LT
But more recently we seemed to have -
taken a_different. tack. We. seem to::
.Have decided that it.is part of our busi- .

", ness. to: tell the’ Rhodesians, ‘for in-
" ‘stance; that the way” they’re trea.tini_j;

_their_own black people:is- wrong an

-'they've got ta change their government
 Or. we.put pressure-on them. We were

rathier liberal.in our advice to the Ital- *

ians as'to how to vote.” .

* . Is.thé new Ford. foreign. policy in :
" the ‘making? Can we expect that you :

' are now .going to turn to South Africa...

-and force them to-change their govern-

. ment to-intefvene in similar ways to:
: end.the bloodshed, as you called it, .

(24

er com- | -~ ‘Highest.Standards of Morality’ i3 -

say, in Chile: 6r Chilean prisons; and -
~to- throw. our ‘weight. around for- the ,
. values that’ we hold dear’in the world?. "

7 Az T' believe that our foreign policy :
must express the highest standards of °

_ morality.” And -the initiatives that we -

” took.in southern Africa are the best

examples of what this Administration
is doing and will continue to do in :
the "next  four years. If the United

- States had not moved .when we did

in - southern* Africa, there’s no doubt
there would have have been an accel-
eration of bloodshed in that.tragic part |
of the world. If we had not taken our

- initiative, it’s very, very possible-that '

.. dominated southern Africa.. .

the..Government of .Rhodesia would- -
have been overrun and that the Soviet
,Union--and. the Cubans ‘would have. .

So the United. States, seeking to pre-

"serve the -principle of self-determina-

tion to -eliminate. the possibility of -
bloodshed, to protect the rights of the |

" minority as we insisted upon the rights -

of the majority, I believe followed the
good conscience of the American peo-

- ple .in foreign policy, and believe- that .

we have used our skill_.- e L
. . Kissinger's African Mission - . =~ -

* -Secretary of State Kissinger has done

a superb. job in working with the black .

" African nations, so-called front-line na- -

-

“tions, he has done a.superb job in get- -
ting the Prime Minister of South Africa, °
Mr. Vorster, to agree that the time-had
come for a.solutionto. the problem of ~
Rhodesia. - . - o

- Secretary Kissinger, in -his meeting
with Prime Minister Smith of Rhodesia,
was able to convince him that it was
in the best. interest of whites as well
as black in Rhodesia to find an answer
for a transitional government and then
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mafority. governmene. :Th

18.a

“a per-;
fect example of the kind of leadership: !

-, that the, United: States under ﬂus Ad-
; mimstnuon. has taken. -
o Andlcanassureyouthntthstd-
. mimstranon will fallow that high moral -
..-principle in our future efforts.in foreign. -
. policy,-including our efforts in the Mid- .
: 'dle East where it is vitally important :
. because the Middle East is.the cross- -
-roads: of 'the- world. There have  been -
more disputes "in this' area ..where .
there’s more volatxlxty than any. ot.her
place in-the world. .

;-l AnAmeﬂcanLeadlnSlnal

. But because "Arab- nations and . the”
- Israelis trust the United States, we-
" were able' to take the lead in the Sinai !
T Agreement. ‘And I can assure: you.:
a that the United. States will have the
- leadership. role in ‘moving towdrd: a.:
.. comprehensive - settlement of the Mid-
"dle: Eastern. problems; I hope and trust.} !
i+as 'soon-ag possible,"And we -will do}
: ‘it with.- the highest “moral’’ pnnmplec. 3
£ - Q: Mz President, Just to- clarify one]
-"point:’ There are- lots of ‘majorities: in
-the ‘world that feel . they’re: 'being
- pushed " "around: by ' minority- govern- i
- ments, and are you saying -they cam -
now: expect to look to us for not just..
good” cheer but throwing our weight _
on their side—in- South Africa or on
Taiwan, or in Chile, to .help change
' thelr govemments as'in Rhodesia.?". f

'FORD: I would hope that 'as we move
: to one area of the world from' another-
. ‘and. the United States must not spread ;
itself too thinly—that was one of the *
" .problems that helped to create the. Cir-y
cumstances in Vietham—but as we as :
: ' nation find that we are- asked: by-:
. the various.parties; either one nation !
- ‘against-an - or’ individuals within. : 1
~ a: natjon, that the United. States wm-z?

. ,Létme take Sonth Korea asan exam-.;
ple .I" have ‘personally told President
Park .that' the United States does not -

- condone the- kind of repressive meas- :
ures that he has taken in-that country.
But I think-in all fairness and eqmty
. We have to recognize the problem that,:

“South Korea has. On.the north' they |
"have North. Korea: with 500,000 weli- .
trained, well-equipped. troops. They are *
supported 'by. the" People’s Repubhc of ;

. China. They are supported by the Sovi- -

-‘et. Union. South. Kom faces: a very :

. dellcate situation. g

Konean Conference Suggested

Now the United States; in this case
this Administration, has recommended
a year ago, and we have reiterated’
again‘this year that the United States, '
South Korea, Nozth Korea and the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China sit “down at
. a conference table to resoive the prob-
lems of the Korean peninsula. This is
a leadership role that the United States -
under this Administration is ¢
out, and if we ‘do it,.and I think the.
opportunitiés -and- the possibilitiés are -
‘getting better, .we  will have solved "
many of the internal' domestic problems

- that exist in South Korea at the present
ume. ol

MODERA'fOR: Governor C&!te.t._

: sl'up

Q-and I don’t believe Mr, Ford would

'the most communications .
concermed Panama. Would you as -
. President be prepared to sign a treaty :

CARTER: I notice that Mr. Ford did- -

n’t comment on the prisons: in Chile. :

. This is.a typical example, maybe of °
many others, that this Administration
overthrew.an elected government and -
-helped. to estabhsh a mhtary dxctator-

- This has ot been-an ancxent hxstory :
story Last year- under ‘Mr. Ford, of all -
" the Food for Peace that went to-South
 America, 85 percént went to the nnh- v:;
tary dictatorship in Chile. -: - ;
Another point I want to ‘make is thxs ;
. He said we have. to- move from.one
" area .of the world to .another.” That’s :
““one of: zhe problems with this Adminis-.
- tration’s. so-called-:shuttle dxplomacy--
" ‘While. the' Secretary “of State’s ‘in.one ; 4
commy.'there are almost.150. others i
that are wondering what, we're going .,
-to.do next, what ‘be the next secret 1

j agreement. We don't have ‘a’ compre=

. hensive - understandable foreign po lcy
- that.deals with world problems of even -
regxonal problems. :

- Another thing that concerned me was
: what Mr.. Ford said about unemploy~
' ment, nmnuatmg ‘that under Johnson: :
“and-Kennedy that-unemployment could
only be held down when this country-*
- is'at war. Karl Marx said that the free -

: ent.erane system-fa a democracy can .

" only continue. to: exist when they are at
* war- or preparing for war. Karl Marx :
_was ' the  grandfather of Communism.:-:
"1 don't:-agree with that sta:.ement. I
hOpe Mr. Ford doesn’t either. .

L . Vietmam in Angola'
He has put pressure on:the Cangress

« even: deny ‘this=—to: hold “up- on - non-
prouferauon legislation until. the Con-:

ss-agrees for an $8 billion. program !
gre ‘private- mdustry to start producmg
- enriched uranium. -~ . .24 _
-.And-the last - thirig T’ wang to make
1s this.. ‘He-talks -about” peace and I'm .
- th, ‘for peace. We were peaceful:
‘when Mr. Ford. went into office:. But -
"-he and Mr. Kissinger and .others tried ‘:
“to start a new Vietnam.in Angola and
‘it was only the outcry of the American:
: people and. the Congress when. their '
- secret . deal was- discovered that pre-:.
:.vented..our renewed involvement  in -
that. conﬂagrauon whxch was: :akmg ;
“-place there.. ] i

e R e s s

" - MODERATOR: I'm sorry we do not
' have time enough for two complete se--
 quences of questions. We now have “:

only 12 minutes left. Therefore, I would -
like to ask for shorter questions and

- shorter answers.. And we also will drop -

* the follow-up questions, Each candidate
may still respond, of course, to the
other's answer. Mr. Trewhitt, a ques-,
tion for Governor Carter. K

Q Governor Carter, before L\ns event. :

which at a fixed date yielded adminis--

" trative. and- economic control of " the

Capal Zoge and shared defense, which,

" as I understand it, is the posmon the

- United States took in 1974?

CARTER: Well, here again, the Pana-
manian question is one.that's been con-
fused by Mr. Ford. He had directed
-his diplomatic representatives to yield
to the Panamamans full sovereignty

- aver the ‘Panama Canal Zone at the -
end of a certain period: of time, When -
Mr.  Reagan raised this question in .
Florida- Mr. Ford not only disavowed -

: hls instructions,

lEa;:ed parentheueally t.he use of the -
“détente.” .

but .he also even

.1 would never give up complete con-

trol or practical control of the Panama -

Canal Z:ne, but I would continue to

. we bad soverexgnty.

FR - Would Negotiaté !
v Now I would be willing to go ahead’

f-: foreseeable future.

. terest.in the Panama Canal.*’ ;=

‘" Canal started- under President Johnson -
-~ and have continued up to the present:
- time.,
i+ should continue. But there .are certain:

I received: .

e T e o z_",",.s Y e --\ ._~:g

_ negodata wnh the Panamanians; When
: was signed back in
y 19 00’s, when Theodore Roose--
- President, .Panama retained’
soverumty over the Pamama Canal
“Zone." We. retained control: as though.

. “with- pegotiations.. I believe that we:
_“could share more fully responsibilities:
" for the Papama Canal Zone with:Pana--.

ma. I would be- wﬂ.ﬁng to -continue to-

the payment for shipment of.
; goods through the Panama Canal Zone.-

. 1 might even be willing to. reduce to-
- . some degree our military emplacements-

.in the Panama Canal Zone, but I. would-
.. not relinquish. practical control of the:
~Panama- Canal Zone, any _time in the,
* MODERATOR: President Ford.z‘\ f
FORD: The: United States must and

;':-.wﬂl maintain complete access to the’
"> Panama Canal. The United :States-must |

maintaim.: a: defense - capability of the'

- Panama; Canal’' And’ the United States:

will maintam our national secuﬂty m—;

- The  negatiations. .for. the Panama.;

1 Dbelieve those negotiations-

guidelines that must be followed, and

fe I've just defined them.

7. Let me take just. a minute to com-
ment on something that Gorvernor Car-:
ter said. On nonproliferation, in May:
-of 1975, I.called for a. conference of

*. nuclear supphers. That conference has:

.- met six times. In May of this year,
-.Governor Carter- took the first initia-'
- tive,. approximately 12 months ‘after I:
_-had taken my" initiative a- "year ago.:

> MODERATOR: Mr. Valeriani, a ques-:
" tion for President Ford.. -

Q. Mr. President, the Government:
Accounting Office has just put' out a.
report suggesting: that you shot from-

< the hip in the Mayaguez rescue mission
and that you ignored diplomatic mes-
sages saying that a' peaceful solution
- was in prospect. Why didn't you do
.more diplomatically at the.time; and.

-~ a related question: Did the White
- House u'y
. that report?-

prevent ’t.he ‘release- off

“FORD: The  White: House dld not !
vent the release of that report. On: uly'
. 12 of this year, we gave full permlssxon
 for the release of that report. .

. I was very. dxsappomted in the fact;
“that. the .G.A.O. released that report be-:
_<cause | think it interjected political-
partisan politics at the present time.

But let me comment on the report.

- Somebody Wwho sits -inr. Washington;"
D.C., 18 months after the Mayaguez
" incident, can be a very good grand- .
stand quarterback. And let me make:

_.another observation. This: morming, I:
got a call from the skipper of the-Maya-

guez. He was. furious' because he told
me that it was the-action of me, Presi-:
dent Ford, that saved the lives of the"
crew of the Mayaguez. -

And I can assure you that if we had .

" not taken the strong and forceful:ac-:



- tion that we did; we- would ‘have. been

. critiaized: very, very severely for stttmg

back and not moving. ... ..
s {We pid the Right 'rhing'

made by the National Security Council .

cand by ‘myself at the time the incident

was developing in the Pacific.
Let me assure-you that we made

every- possible overture ta-the People’s -

/Repubhc of China and through them
to. - the. Cambedian - Government. 'We: -

made d lomatic protests- to.the. Cam-- .

overnment through the United -

Nenons. Every possible. diplomatic.. :

' means. was. utilized. But-at. the: same ;
ume.lhn.daresp i i

. the problem at. h
. it.responsibly and. I thmk Captam Mill-
.er’s tutlmomy tothat etfect Is. thebest
" ev:dence. N 1
MODERATOR: Govemor Carter?: :
N ‘CAm!R: Well, Pm reluctant to'com-.
-ment.on the recent report—L haven't .
-read’. it I' think tlie American’ people--
*" have: only -one’ requirement—that “the
. facts about-Mayaguez be given to them
. accuntely and completely.. .
Me., Ford “has been there. - for 18 “
. ‘months: He had - the facts that. were: !

o e
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 released.: today, immediately after the. i °
Mayaguez ‘ificident. I understand that ., :

the report todayis accurate. Mr. Ford. .

. has said; I believe, that it was accurate,

and that the White House made no at-

.. tempt to block the issuing of that re- :

. port I'don’t know lf that's exactly ac-

. ‘curate or'not.. . 22

7. I understand that both the Secreta.ry
of the: Department' of State' and the .
.~ Défense"De, o{artment ‘have approved. the: .
-‘accuracy. of today’s. report,” or.yester- ¥
" day’s ‘and ‘also the. National: Se-. ,

~curity: Agency I don’t know what was.

" right; or- what was wrong; or what was..
~ done. The-only thing I believe is. that

. whatever the knowledge was that Mr. "

Ford -had ' should " have. beep given to g

.the' Americam people ‘18 months’ ago,’ .
unmedlately after the: Mayaguez inci- !

- dent occurred.
TR

‘What the People Want ‘

‘This 'is what the - American: people
‘want. When " sometlung happens.” that 1
endangers-our security, or when some--
“:thing happens that atens: our. sta-.
~ture -in.the world, or when the Ameri-;
-can .people are  endangered by:the ac-
tions. of 'a foreign country, fust 40 sail-
ors.on the :Mayaguez, we' obviously.
‘have to move aggressively -and quickly -
to rescue them, But then after the im--
mediate action is taken,-I believe the -
President has an’ obhgatxon to tell the
American people the truth and not wait -
18 “months later for the report to be
issued..

MODERATOR. Gentlemen. at tlus
. time we have ‘time for only: two very--
short questions.. Mr. Frankel, a questton
- for Governor Carter. - -

-Q: Gavernor- Carter, if the price of
gaining- influence among the Arabs is *
closing  our-eyes a little bit to" thelr :
boycott agamst Israel, how would you
handle that?'

- CARTER:. I beheve that the . boycott
of American businesses by the Arab.
countries because those ~businesses’
trade with Israel or because they have -
American Jews who are owners or
directors in the company is ‘an absolute
disgrace. This is the. first time that.l
remember 1in the history of our country
‘when-we've let a foreign’ Country cir-
cumven'“ or change our Blll of Rxghts. i

cemamat

-

1..4_..4

it e - ...’.- - a

“ " Captain Miller is- thankful. The'crew.
- Is- thankful.* We did 'the- right’ thing; -
"It seems to me that those who'sit in
~ Washington -18 months ‘after the inci- ..
dent are not the best judges of the :
decision-making process that had to»'be.. .

Il do- everythmg I can as Presxdent

- to stop- the boycott of American busi-«

nesses by the Arab countries: It's riot.

* a matter of diplomacy or trade with .

- me. -It's-a- matter of morality. And'‘l

*--don't: believe that Arab .countries- will .-

_ pursue: it.. ' When we - have -ad. strong :
President wha will pratect the integrity-

_- of. our country,. thé: commitment of our..:
. .Constitution and Bill of Rights and pro- :
i " 'tect people;in this country-who happen -
> to ba Jews—it may later be-Catholics;.
s it ma

later be Baptists who are threat-.f
-ened by .some “foreign- country, but we:
- ought to stand staunch., - 1
I think it’s-a- disgrace that”so far‘
.,Mr Ford’s- Administration ‘has- blocked -

.~ the:passage of legisiation: that would. :
... have. revealed. by law every instanca.:

‘of the’ boycott and it would have pre-

: _Vvented the boycott from continuing.’

. ".MODERATOR. President Ford. 23

‘'FORD:  Again Governor: €arter. is

B -maecurate., The Arab - boycott . action -
* was first taken in"1952, And in Novem--

ber of 1975' 1 was .the- first President :

* to- order ‘the- executive branch. to- take

- action, affirmative action, through the

"7;_, ness: organization- should .

:.'Depanment of: Commerce and “other:
{_-,'Gabmet departments,: to make' certain'

that no American businessman. or busi--
discriminate

: _agamst—.lews because of an- Arab boy-

ott.. ~
“Am:LI nught ad;l that m Admmxstra;-v

. tioh—and P'm.very proud. of it<=is the:
“*first Administration that has taken an:

antitrust action against’ companies in:
this country’ that have allegedly coop-

- erated:with the Arab boycott.

.Just'on. Monday of this: week I’ agned

*"a ‘tax bill that included an amendment’

.- that”would prevent-companies in-the:
‘. United States from taking a tax deduc-:

i-.tion if they-have in-any way whatsoev-:
.. er- cooperated. with- thé Arab. boycott.'

- Arab Cooperators.to be Named. .
“And last week, when we were: trymg,

i ~to ‘get"the Export Administration Act,

; “through the Congress—necessary legis=,
¢ lation—my - Administration.” went to:
" Capitel Hill and tried to' convince: _the:
+ House ‘and the Senate that we should:
- have an amendment on that legislation ;

whichrwould take strong and effective -

* action against those “who. participate”

\

" Arab boycott."
.. We can do; the Congress fa.lled to d.o
d ,1t, andwe intend to.do it.

~or- cooperate with the Arab boycott..

"One other point. Because the: Con-
gress’ failed- to act, I am going to-an-’

© nounce*tomorrow that' the Departrhent .

of Commerce will disclose those com--
‘panjés: that haye .participated . in the'
is is something’ that

"MODERATOR: Mr. Trewhxtt. a very

. brief question for President Ford.

Q: Mr. Presxdent if you get. the ac-

- counting. of missing in action you want-

" .from North Vietnam—or from Vietnam,

I'm sorry, now—would you then bei

" - prepared to reopen negotiations for res-:

toration of relations with that country?:

FORD: Let me restate our policy. As’
long as Vietnam, North' Vietnam;, does

'_ not give us a- full .and complete ac--
"~ counting . of our.missing in action, I’
- will never go along with admxssxon of.-

.. Vietgam to.the United Nations. .,

I they do- gwe us.a bona flde com- -
plete. accounting of the 800 M.LA. Sy
en: 1- believe .that: the United: States '
should begin- negotiations for .the -ad- :
mission. of . Vietnam to the -United Na- .
tions. Butnot until they-have ngen‘
s, the' full-accounting of our M.LA.’s .

. MODERATOR: Governor Carter.

- CARTER: One: of the most embar~
- rassing failures of the Ford Administra-:.
. tion, and' one -that' touches specifically -
-on_human rights,. is his refusal to ap- :
pomt a Presidential commission to go -
to Vietnam, to go to Laos, to go to,
Cambodxa and. try to trade for the re-'
" lease of information. about those: who
' are . missing -in’ action-in: those. wars;
" This-ig. what the- families' of- M.L.A.’s:

.want..So-. tar.. Mr. Forr.l': has not done::

We've: had” ;everal fraémentary et‘-/T

. forts by members of the Congress. and
by private citizens. Several months ago -
‘the Vietnam. Government said, " “We '
- are. ready to sit down.and negouate
for release of information on M.LA.’s.” ,
So far; Mr. Ford has not.resporded.
" I also_would never formalize rela-’
tionships’ with Vietnam, nor. permit.’

+ them' to join the United Nations until

“they’ve: taken this action..But" that's.
not enough. We need to havean active '
and aggressive: action on_the part of:.
_the President, the leader of his country, -

. to seek out every possible' way to get

- that informatiofi which  has .kept the :
" MIA. families in despair-and doul bt, ..
and Mr. Ford has just not done it.” o
"MODERATOR: Thank you Govemox”
Carter That completes the questioning *
- for this evefiing: Each’ candidate’ now-
has’ up to three minutes.for a: closmg
statement., It was determined by thex

~ toss’ of ‘a “coin..that Governor: Carter

.. would".take ‘thé’ first question. .and he';

. now ‘goes first: with: his: closing: re-

_marks. Governor Carter. 24
CARTER: The purpose of this’ deba.te

‘and the- outcome of the election will

determine " three basic .things: Leader-:.
"ship; upholdirig the principles of our .

- country, and: proper’ pnontxes and com—

. mitments for the future.. .-

.. This election will' also- determme
what: kind of. world- we. leave our chil- '
_dren.” Will it be x nightmare wosid:

. threatened with. -the- prohferauon of .

. atomic bombs, not-just in five major-:
- "countries- but. dozens of smaller coun-’

. tries*that have been pemmitted to devel- .
op atomic weapons because of a failure

* of our top leadership to step prolifera-
.tion?

Will' we have a world of hunger and’
~hatred and will we be living in an arms
camp stripped of. our friendship and
allies,. hiding behind- a -tight defense :
_that’s been drawn around us. because"

_ we are- fearful of the outside ‘world?"
Will we have a.government of secre=:
cy:that excludes the American people.
from -participation in. making basic.
decisions .and therefore covers up mis-:

- takes and makes it possible for our
" government-—our government—to. de-:
part from the principles of our Consti-.'
tuuon "and Bill of Rights?" : :

An Appeal for Unity

"Or will.we have. a.world of peace’
thh the threat of atomic. weapons:
eliminated, with full trade,” with" our;
- people at work, Inflation cpum‘,l!w,
-openess - in government, our people.
proud once again, Congress,_citizens,
_President, Secretary- of State working.
~in harmony and unity toward a com-.
mon. future?. Or will our people have'
eriough to eat and. a world where we-
_care- about these who don’t Can we’
become breadbasket- o; the world m-;

C\ ntinued on. Followmg Page



stead of the arms mercha.nt ‘of the -
werl 1d? « :
I belleve we' can’ and we ought to. - ;
.And we've.-been hurt in Tecent years .-

S,

Continued l?rom Precedlng Page. :

in this country, in the aftermath of

sary.
- T want to see our nation return to

. Vietnam, ‘Cam dra, Chile,. Pakistan, - -
. Angola, Watergate, C.LA. Weve been
-} hurt, Our people feel that we've lost -
o something prec;ous. That’s not neces- -

a’posture and an image and a standard -

o make us proud once again. I remem-
the world of NATO and the world
of 'Point: Four and the world of the

Marshall' Plan -and the world of the -
' Peace Corps. Why can’t we have that .

once again? We ought to be a beacon .

. who search for freedom, who search

for individual liberty, who search for -
 basic human rights. We've haven’t been
lately We can be once again. .

We'll never have that world leader- .

Enp u‘nlu We are strong at home, esd ot

". for nations who search for peace and -

10 the basic principles. ;

- . Tt ought not to bea strength of bom
: .bast and threats, It eu

strength based on’the integrity:of our:

* people; the ‘vision of- the Constltutlon,
and in-a strong will and purpose: that
Gad's given us-in: the greatest: -patio!

on earth—the United States, -

: VMODERATOR' Presldent Ford.

ST TN

bate methods. we_can debate one deci- -

things which cannot be debated—-ex-
_perience and. esults. .- o
In the last two years, I have made'
pohcy declsions involving long-range
difficulties and policy and made da -to[ .

" day. judgments not only as President
of the Upnited States but -as the leader -

of the free. world. -

ght.to be a quiet '

'FORD: As we have seen tonight, for :
- elgn policy ‘and defense policy are ‘dif--":
ficult 'and complex issues. We can de- ;!

sion "ar ‘another,” but- there. are two .

What la t.’ns result of that Ieadershlp? h

9 Ford. Thank you, Governor Carter, - SR

" VSummatlon of Candldates Vlews on Forelgn Affai“fs-f

“we can have that strength rfwe retum America i’ strong;” Amem:a 1s fre
; v ",Amenoa is respected, Not a single'
* young ‘American today fis fighting . or’
dylng on any foreign ballﬂeheld Amerl- i
ca is-at peace with freedom... - | -

¥
- Thank you, and good mght' ‘ » 3
MODERATOR: Thank you, President;
I also want to thank our questloners.
and ‘the audience here this evening. |

’ The third .and final debate betweel’l
‘President Ford and .Governor * Carter;
" will take place on Oct. 22 at 9:30 P.M. !
Eastern daylight time on the campus
. of the College of William ' and Maryg
in Williamsburg, Va.

The subject matter will cover all’
issues. These debates are sponsored by
. the League of Women Volers" Edupatrom
Fund to help voters become better in-:!
formed on the issues and to generate
greater- voter turnout in the November '
election. Now, from the Palace .of Fine:
Artlx‘;t Theater in San Francisco, good
- nig ,

4a
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ELECTION REFORM

Questions

, 1. All the new election reforms--campaign finance disclosure, .
limits, and subsidies--new primaries--party reforms--have they really
produced any- meaningful improvements in the way we select a President?

2. Have the new reforms endangered the nation by leaving. the
Presidency more open to capture by unknown, inexperienced, and
demogoglc cand1dates° ' ’ : ‘

_ 3. Would you make any 51gn1f1cant additions to,or substractlons
-from.the new reformed structure of our natlonal electlon ‘system?

4. The reforms have produced a petty, unenllghtenlng campaign, and
an electorate repelled by the candldates. Is that the fault of the
system or the candidates? : - ' '

. .Attack Points

1. Silver lining in the cloud created by Watergate--popular
"awareness of capture of government by special interests and political
elite, and need for reform. Republican administration resisted as
long and hard as possible, never offered leadership and has continued
to let the people into the process of election and government only
to the extent requlred by publlc pressure—— :

---Ford vetoed 1974 Freedom of Informatlon Act (after pledge
of openness when he took office)--gave no support for Watergate
Reform bill which died in House because of lack of support from _
White House--gave no support to sunshlne blll and permitted administratio
- leaders to lobby agalnst lt

--Ford and his administration have neglected and
actively fought effective cnforcement of conflict of interest
statutes and exectuive order, FOIA, Privacy Act. His attorney
qcneral failed to support consitiutionality of campaign finance
reforms in the Supreme Court--He has already stated his intent to

“control-disposition of the records of his administration and not
lcave them intact with the government, as I dld in Georgia.

3. Tord's polltlcal managers have violated_at.least the
spirit of new laws--and old--by permitting misuse of White House
and other ercutlve Branch personnel paid by taxpayer funds,
for campalan S



Positive.Points:

1. It may be that these new election‘reforms'prove_the most
important changes of our time--the .aim was to put the people all

across America--not just the special—interests— and—the polltlcal
ellte in Washlngton—-ln control of our government

2. I think- these reforms have worked amazingly well—-they have
made it possible for a Pre51dent to enter the White House owing
nothing to any special‘: 1nterests or wealthy pressure groups, -and
everythlng to the voters. : C

- 3. Because that is true, it is now possible to think realistically
about achieving things we have never been able to deliver--tax reform,
government- reorganization--and to restore things we knew in the past
but have lost--lntegrlty and respect for justice throughout the
government. .

4. By taking big money out of the general election campaign,

- reforms have had a beneficial impact on policy--Republicans cannot
accept big business contributions like in 1972 and previcusly and

during primaries--desire of the public for legislative reforms like
sunshine legislation, antitrust improvements, toxic substances

control, the tax reform act has had more sway and President Ford has
51gned these bills though he did. not support them when they were pending
in Congress (whether he will enforce them adequately is another
question, but at least they have been allowed to become law) . .

5. We need certain additional new laws, and above all, dedlcated
“all-out enforcement, to make government as truly open and honest
and responsive as it can and should be-- :

"=-public flnanc1ng of congressronal'campaigns

© ==full financial dlsclosure for congress -and executlve
(would have been provided by Watergate reform blll)_

--—prov151on1for a truly 1ndependent spec1al,prosecutor—e

--new executive orders to strengthen requlrements for
financial disclosure and . prevention of conflicts of interests,
which I w1ll 1ssue 1mmed1ately upon assumlng office.

--strong enforcement throughout government--whlch we have
had not had at 'all up tlll now. '

—-reglonal prlmarles (perhaps) to cut down t1me and e<ptnse
of prlmary campalgnlng




5, Electoral College abolition (dlrect popular vote) (.Z>

-—advantage——assure rule of ‘one-man , one—vote——remove

;'00551b111ty of popular vote loser becomlng electoral vote
winner (has not happened since 1888) o

f-dlsadvantages--lose fact that candidates are obliged

to seek the votes of individual states--travel there--get to
' know the people and needs of all parts. of the country——w1th

direct propular election would be easier to sit back in

Washington or anywhere and campaign on national television.

" NOTE:

Standing by themselves, attack points on these issues are weak.
We suggest that p051t1ve points be emphasized, w1th attack p01nts
1nterwoven and given secondary emphasis.
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MEBMORANDUM TOé.stu Eizehstat,-bick Holbrooke, Jack Watson

FROM:

— - Octeber 14, 1976

I - SUGGESTBD DGBATE TACTICS

lJ Tobe aggressive, you need not be strldent or sarcaatxc or
engage in personal criticism,

'2) To use questlons on a limited topic as a vehicle for declar-
ing broader positions, flrst answer the question briefly, then with
a transition sentence go to the broader statement. - o

3) Some’ IOng-range prcoposale and visions, some inspiring
elaoquence not already familiar to the aundience, some expreaalon
of human concerns in human terms instead of statistics and

tlashingtonese -- in the Q@ & A as well as the Closing Statement —-

are needed to rise above the petty partisan level of the debate.

4) Select a speclflc questlon. not rhetorical or cbviously
loaded but to which there is only one truthful answer -- and
politely ask that question of Ford at the close of your answer ta

a question on that toplc. juat befaore hxs time to camment begins.

II -~ SUGE ESTED RBVIGED DEEATE THEMBS (With an
© . eye on key swing states)

1) The need to restore confidence in the competence and

.Btrength of. our national leaderahxp.

~ 2) The need to get our national economy back’ on the solid

'growth track of curtailing unemployment without runaway inflation.

3) The need to remake our older cities into aafe._clean'

conters of commerce and culture with safe. clean neighborhoods

for all their residents.

... End P. 1 of 4




Rebuttal to Ford Charges of Misstatements in Second Debate

1. Charge. Carter lied in saying he had never advocated $15
bllllon defense cut. _

Rebuttal: 1) Did not recall saying it; said once/twice two years
ago. v

‘ 2) For two years been saying $5-$7 billion cut is
possible; well-known as my p051t10n, Ford trying to cloud 1ssue
of Defense waste. :

2. Charge: Carter wrong about Ford Admlnlstratlon s overthrow of
Chile government. . _ :

Rebuttal: 1) Did not say "Ford Administration" but "this Administration",
meaning Nixon-Ford.

2) Under Nixon-Ford, CIA covert operations to destabilize
Allende government led dlrectly to the military coup, confirmed by
Church Committee.

3. Charge: Carter wrong about Ford's permitting Arab boycott; began
in 1952; Ford first President to take anti-boycott actions.

Rebuttal: 1) Said in debate that Ford permitted boycott to operate
effectively; from 1952 until Ford, wasn't enforced.
2) Now 94% compliance rate; and Ford opposed anti-boycott
legislation (despite his claim in last debate).
, 3) Ford also failed to disclose names of participating
companies, despite pledge in last debate.

4. Charge: Carter wrong about State and Defense having approved
GAO Mayaguez Report.

Rebuttal: 1) Said understood that they hed.approved, but did not
know. ' o

2) But also said important to have facts out; unfortunate
that White House -- unlike State and Defense -- blocked release of
report for five months; all material should have been made publlc
immediately after Mayaguez.

5. Charge: Carter did advocate a Communist government for Italy.

Rebuttal: 1) As said in debate, ridiculous to say a Presidential
candidate would advocate such a thing.

- 2) My quote now cited by Ford -- to effect that if Italian
government had some Communists in it, U.S. should not close doors to
friendship thereby forcing government to turn to Soviets -- in no way
is advocacy of Communist government.



3) If Ford thinks friendship with government having
Communists in it is unthinkable, what about detente?

6. Charge: Carter was inconsistent; said U.S. not strong anymore;
later said U.S. as militarily strong as any nation. .

Rebuttal: 1) No inconsistency; U.S. is not strong in terms of
leadership, underutilized economy, vision of future.

2) U.S. is strong in strictly military terms; will ensure
it stays that way. ‘

7. Charge: Carter wrong that U.S. not respected anymore by foreign
countries. : : :

- Rebuttal: 1) Ford's evidence is a few quotes from foreign leaders
(France, Germany, Ireland) saying U.S. ties are closer than recent
past; closer ties is not the same as respect.

2) Ford can supply no quotes in which respect is favorably
discussed; truth is that Republicans have lost respect of Truman and
Kennedy years; does remark about: Eastern Europe bring respect for our
leader's abilities? v

3) To say respect is down is not to criticize American
citizens -- it is only to critiCize those who -run the country so
poorly. :

8. Charge: Carter wrong that 80 F-14's went to Iran before our
own forces' needs were met.

Rebuttal: 1) While our Navy did receive some F-14's before Iran,
our own delivery schedule was stretched out so Navy will be getting
many F-14's only after deliveries to Iran.

_ 2) Delay in our own deliveries is proof of preference to
Iran (with which Nixon signed unlimited arms sale agreement).

9. Charge: Carter wrong that Helsinki Agreement not enforced and
that progress not made.

Rebuttal: 1) Rate of Jewish emigration lower than pre-HeISinki.

2) Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty jammed.

3) Soviet Nobel Peace Prize winner (Sakharov) not
allowed to accept in Oslo.

4) No evidence of diminished oppression of human rights.

10. Charge: Carter wrong that Angola would turn into another Vietnam;
American troops never intended to go there.

Rebuttal: 1) American people not told of $60 million spent or planned
for covert CIia operations in Angola. : v



-~

2) No way of telling how this similarly open-ended
commitment to Angola would have resulted; forces may have been.
sent.

3) Secrecy in Angola war policy is enough of—analogy
to Vietnam.



