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QUESTION: Governor, what is your position on abortion? 

ANSWER: As I have stated numerous times in the campaign, I 

personally disapprove of abortions. I do not believe government 

should encourage abortions nor pay for the cost of abortions. 

The efforts of government should be directed towards minimizing 

abortions. However, I do not support Constitutional amendments 

to overturn the current Supreme Court ruling on abortions. I do 

recognize the right of those who wish to amend the Constitution to 

do so and would certainly not impede the exercise of their rights 

to amend th� Constitution on a matt�r about which they obviously 

feel they have a very strong religious and moral concern. If 

within the confines of the Supreme Court ruling we can work out 

legislation to minimize abortion with bettet family. planning, 

adoptidn procedures, and contraception for those who desire it, 

I �auld favor such.a law. Abortion is the result of the failure 

of measures to prevent unwanted pregnancies. Abortion should 

never be considered just as one bf a number of equally acceptable 

methods of contraception; 

LIKELY FOLLOW-UP QUESTION: But Governor, after you met with the 

u. s. Catholic Cortference and their representatives, didn't you 

indicate that you might support some amendment to the Constitution 

_ which would be a partial ban on abortions? 

ANSWER: The bishops indicated to me that their staff was working 

on some alternatives to the present Constitutional amendments to 

which I have expressed objection; I indicated to them that I would 
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certainly Took over any other suggestions that might be forthcoming 

,from them. However, as you· are aware, Bishop Bernadine after the 

meeting reiterated the fact that I had maintained my previous po-

sition in objecting to the current Constitutional amendments being 

. proposed. That was my position before the meeting, during the 

meeting, and remains my position. 

2ND POSSIBLE FOLLOW-UP QUESTION: But Governor during the 1973 

legislative session you signed into law and supported a bill which 

gives a woman a virtually unlimited right during her fir�t six 

months of pregnancy to an abortion. How does this square with your 

opposition to abortion? 

ANSWER: It was the original Georgia law which was very restrictive 

on· granting abortions. Abortions could only be granted if there was 

rape, possible damage to the fetus, or possible damage tb mother's 

physical health. It was this law which the U.S. Supreme Court struck 

down in its abortion decision. Therefore the State of Georgia was 

left without any law on abortion and the legislature simply sub­

stituted a law in conformance with the letter and spirit of the 

u.s. Supreme Court decision. And as Governor I sign�d that law so 

that we would no� be in violation of the U.S. Supreme Court and 

their. interpretation of the United State Constitution. 

-�;�:y. 3 RD POSSIBLE FOLLOW-UP QUESTION: Governor, in light of your 

opposition to abortion, is it that in a foreward to a book by 
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Dr. Robert Hatcher you stated as follows: 

ANSWER: As is clear· from the wording of that sentence, I simply 

indicated that the author in his book was discussing a variety 

of family planning devices of which this was one. That foreward 

clearly did not act as an endorsement of abortion and Dr. Hatcher, 

the author of the book, has so indicated. My position is what I 

have previou�ly stated. 

2. QUESTION: There seem to be some inconsistencies with your 

statements about ethnic purity and your support of civi.l rights. 

How do you explain these inconsistencies? 

ANSWER: As you are aware I apologized for a poor choice of words. 

The thought I was qttempting to convey is one I think is very 

important. And that is that in many �espects, led by the civil 

rights movement itself, there is a restoration of pride in our 

ethnic heritage. The ethnic diversity of our country and the 

compositiori of our neighborhoods is something that adds strength 

and character to our country. It is this diversity which distinguishes 

us from many other countries and the history and culture which each 

of our ethnic groups has brought to this country has greatly en­

riched this.nation. That is something which should never be lost. 

This thought is entirely consistent with my support of .civil rights. 

I did express this thought with a poor choice of words and for that 

poor choice of words I apologized. 
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3. QUESTION: You've taken the position that ybu wouid balance 

the budget of the federal government by the end of your first 

term if elected. Why then do you support the spending program in 

the· Democratic platform which would bankrupt the budget? 

ANSWER: (See Jerry Jasinowski) The position taken by our 

opponents on this is really a big lie. The Democratic Party 

platform sets out in clear and unmistakable terms certain goals 

toward which we should seek. It makes it clear however that these 

goals can b� achieved only within the context of a reduction of 

unemployment and the availability of adequate revenues. There is 

nothing inconsistent about setting out in an orderly way to 

achieve these goals as revenues permit and seeking to balance the 

budget with the revenues that will be forthcoming from full em-

ployment which we hope to achieve by the end of a four-ye�r term. 

4. QUESTION: There have been seemingly equivocal statements for 

and ag�inst the Vietnam war which you have made at various times. 

What are your views on the Vietn�m war and why have these state-

ments appeared to be equivocal? For example, you have stated that 

you see.a "unconscionable attitude of racial discrimination in in-

ternational affairs. I don't believe, for instance, that we would 

have ever bombed or strafed villages in France or in Germany as we 

did in Vietnam; and this kind of attitude of concentrating our own 

emphasis in foreign policy on the white-skinned people is felt 

throughout the world." Moreover, you also stated in a newspaper 

column in 197i that "there is no doubt in my mind that we went into 



-5-

' 

• 

that Conflict with the best of intentions. We believed that it 

·was not right to allow Communist·aggression to be rewarded and a 

.small nation to be c6nquered. There is no doubt in my mind that 

this country still believes in honoring its commitments and in 

halting the spread of Communism. There is also no doubt that 

America is powerful enough to·accomplish those things we set out 

to do. But a decision was made at high levels that the full re� 

sources of this nation would not be committed. History will be 

the judge of the wisdom bf that decision. I am convinced and I 

believe that the vast majority of American people are convinced 
do what it takes to 

that since we are not going to/win, it is time to come home.". 

ANSWER: Like many Americans, I initially felt that our involvement 

in Vietnam was necessary to halt the spread·of Communism. However, 

as events unfolded and it became clear that we were supporting a 

corrupt regime, I Cftme to a different conclusion and felt that our 

policy was ill�ad�ised. 

If elected Presiderit, I have learned a lesson from Vietnam 

that we should never become militarily involved in the internal 

affairs of another nation unless there is a direct and obvious 

threat to the security of the United States or its people; and 

that we cannot impose democracy on another country by force. 

(Secret decisions; American people not informed 

fully on the Vietnam war by the government) 
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5. QUESTION: You have taken the position as an efficiency expert, 

why do you refuse to put price tags on the expensive Democratic 

proposals? 

ANSWER: The R�publitan Administration has failed to meet many 

unaddressed needs in this country for jobs, for a form of our 

bloated and wasteful welfare system, for health insurance. We 

have all be�n paying as a country the terrible pri�e that Republican 

mismanagemerit of the economy ha� brought. Due to the recession, the 

federal government has lost billion of dollars over the last --------

8 years in revenues which could have gone to begin meeting these 

unm�t needs. Moreover. mismanagement o£ the government in general 

has created an enormous amount of waste. For example,.only within 

the last few weeks it has been disclosed up to 7� billion dollars 

has been lost annually of the $15 billion spent for Medicaid. This 

is money which could have gone to legitimate uses instead of to 

those who were defrauding federal government. 

"We will add to this answer with figures supplied to us 

by the Congressional Budget Office as to what amounts are currently 

within the Concurrent Budget Resolution for the beginning of 

national health insur�ncei welfare reform, and jobs. 

6. QUESTION: You have been proposing programs for full employment 

and decrying the unemployment rate and yet you have suggested there 

should be a $5-$7 billion defense cut which would lose several hundred 

thousand jobs. How do you reconcile those views? What cuts do you 

propose and how many jobs will be lost? 
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ANSWER: 

A. My suggestion fo� a reduction in the Defense budget 

will not cause a loss of jobs. 

B. It is long since time that we put up with the waste and 

mismanag�ment in the Defense Department. Let me give you some 

examples (herein cite examples). 

C. I believe that we can have a better military at a reduced 

cost and as·we get the cost under control, this money c�n go into 

the �conomy to meet the useful needs of people for health cate and 

other matters. 

FOLLOW-UP QUESTION: But Governor you have opposed the B-1 bomber 

and that is employing thousands of people. 

ANSWER: . I have indicated that at this time I do not feel production 

funds for the B-1 are merited although research and development funds 

should continue. It is important to recognize, however, that the 

cost that we will spend in the first year for production fu
. 

nd� on . 
. , ffJ .(A ltr""o��y . ..r 

the B-1 bomber this year at 1� billion dollars, would buy��, 

�submarines, 80-100 tactical aircraft or 3,000 tanks. 

7. QUESTION: Your stance and speech at the Democratic Convention 

was as a populist. Yet you met with big businessmen at the 21 Club 
nothing 

and stated that you would do precipitous on tax reform. Are you 

speaking out of both sides of your mouth on this question? 
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ANSWER: A President must be able to listen to and represent all 

viewpoints. He cannot attempt to pit one group against another. 

' This has been done all too frequently in the last few years. I 

have indicated on tax reform that it is an urgent priority and it 

will be. However, because of the complexity of tax code and its 

importance to the economy, it would be incorrect for 
·
me to pre� 

cipitously come out with proposals and I had indicated that this 

matter would receive the most thorough and studious review. Let 
when 

no one doubt my commitment to tax reform all of the facts 

and consequepces are in hand. 

8. MARIJUANA QUESTION 

ANSWER: Unfo�tunately, a lot of American families have faced a 

simil�r problem. I was very concerned when I leained that my sons 

had experimented with smoking marijuana. Both my wife and I urged 

them to stop using the drug, as did their wives. In fact, they did 

stop smoking marijuana and £or this I am grateful. 

I am pleased that my sons had enough confidence in their 

parents to openly admit to ris what they were doing so that we could 

discuss it with them openly and frankly. Those who sell and push 

drugs on others should be given th� most severe and swift of 

punishments. (Research what he has said about drug pushers.) 

However, for those who simply smoke marijuana and do not sell 

it, there should be.civil penalties. But, I believe, I believe no 

criminal penalties, partictilarly in light of the conflicting 

medical opinions. While I do not condone the use of marijuana, 
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terribly 
I think that the criminal justice system whith is already/bogged 

down and inefficient, should concentrate its resources on crimes 

of violence and crimes against property. 

The Administration has not dealt effectively with this issue. 

(Get facts) 

9. QUESTION ON 1970 CONTRIBUTORS LIST 

ANSWER: There was no requirement under Georgia law at the time 

that any list of contributors be maintained. It is now some six 

years afte� that election and I doubt whether any list exists. 

(Note that on March 17, 1976, on NBC's Tomorrow show you're re-

corded as saying "Nobody ever made a report of contributors and 

we didn't maintain those records." 

10. QUESTION: You :have pr6mised expensive social programs but now 

�ou say you would put nons of them into effect until after the 

budget is balanced several years hence. Is this your position? 

See answer to .No. 3 and make sure that it is inclusive 

enough to cover this question. Stress that these pro-

grams have to be consistent with the goal of achieving 

a balanced budget, not that a balanced budget must first 

be achieved before any of these programs are instituted. 

11. QUESriON: �ou have taken the stance as a strong positive 

leader, .why do you now have reluctance to comment on specific 

legislatiori in Congress? 
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ANSWER: I have had no.reluctance to comment on any public issue, 

many Of which there are before Congress. However, it would be 
.. 

wrong for me not being a Member of Congress or being President 

to suggest a way in which a particular Congressman or Senator should 

vote on a particular bill which may have many amendments and facets 

that I have not had the opportunity of studying during the campaign. 

I c�n assure you that as President I will have a very clear, specific 

agenda and Congress will know precisely where I stand. 

QUESTION No� 12: See Answer to No. 3_and No. 10. 

13. QUESTION: Have you been evasive in indicating that there are 

a number of important issues which you yourself would not favor and 

which have been espoused by certain groups and which you would not 

actually veto as President, such as the·repeal of the right to work 

provisions, possible Cortstitutional amendments on �bortion, or 

common situs picketing? 

ANSWER: I am not aware of any kind of conflict here. A Constitutional 

amendment on abortion would not b�come before. the President but would 

go directly from Congr�ss to State legislatures. On the right to work 

and common situs picketing, I have simply indicated that if Congress 

passes such a law, I would not veto it. I think this is a much wiser 

course than deciding to veto a bill, as President Ford did with the 

common situs picketing bill, after having told Members of Congress . 

and the public that he would support it. I will say this much, once 

I have made up my mind I will. stick to it. 

� ._ 
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14. QUESTION: Where do you stand on Proposition 14 in California 

regarding the right of farm workers to organize and bargain collectively? 

ANSWER: I have stated that I am in favor of the right of farm workers 

to organize and bargain collectively and hope that this can be dealt 

with on a state by state basis initially. 

15. QUESTION: Why have you criticized Mr. Ford's vetoes at the same 

time you have criticized his deficits �hen in fact they have kept the 

deficit from growing
. 

in the face of Congressio'nal spending proposals? 

ANSWER: First, many of the vetoes had nothing to do with spending 

items at all, such as the veto of the Freedom of Inform�tion Act 

amendments although this Administration pledged an open Administration, 

vetoes of the strip-mining bill to protect our environment, and wild-

life protection. . ·  

Second, many of the programs vetoed would have led to major 

benefits which would have redounded to the benefit of the economy 

and the country such as aid to Vietnam war veterans, child nutrition, 

nurses training, and a bill to create 700,000 jobs and take people 

off of welfare and make them productive tax-paying citizens. 

Indeed, the Republican Administration's own Offfice of 

Management and Budget, using the most liberal figures, has indicated 

that all of the vetoes taken together �auld only save $� billion or 

__ · percentage of the current deficit proposed by the Republican 

Administration. 
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But the real message of these vetoes is the failure of 

Executive leadership. What we need is a President who can lead 

Congress through a positive program rather than sitting back waiting 

for Congress to act and then saying no to what is done. A President 

with a positive fiscally responsible program could get Congress to 

pass legislation which would not have to be vetoed time and time 

again. 

(Note well, please dO not try to make a point of 

the fact that Congress was �lected and Ford was 

not anp that they have a better knowledge of the 

· will of the American people than he does. The 

American people·have no confidence in Congress 

and you should not have to be defending it.) 

FOLLOW-UP QUESTION: It's interesting Governor that you have 

talked about a need to lead Congress because as. Governor of 

Georgia you vetoed three times as many bills during your four-

year term as President Ford has vetoed. Is this the kind of positive 

leadership which we can expect? 

ANSWER: It required very positive leadership on my part to completely 

reorganize, with the legislature's help, the Georgia state government, 

something that had not been done for some 30 years. 

The legislatibn I vetoed as Governor was special interest 

legislation rather than programs of major statewide import. The 

legislation which I vetoed was peripheral special interest, local 

bills which did not have statewide application which often come 

through state legislatures but not ·through Congress. 
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My major statewide programs such as government reorganization, 

a·complete health care system for the State of Georgia, major reform 

·
in the funding for statewide education (give other examples) were 

all successfully passed. 
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2ND FOLLOW-UP QUESTION: . Name specifically some of President Ford's 

vetoes with which you disagree. 

ANSWER: I disagree with the following vetoes, among many others: 

His veto of veterans benefits to those Vietnam war veterans who 

were so badly in need of job and educational training. This veto 

also applied to all post-Korean veterans; a veto of child nutrition 

programs, nurses' .training programs, and a bill to create 700,000 

useful and productive jobs. 

I also disagree with President Ford's veto of the bill to 

remove the one dollar tariff on imported oil which veto had the 

effect of raising the price of every gallon of gas sold in this 

country one dollar per barrel above the price charged by OPEC. 

17. QUESTION: You state that you can work with Congress and lead 

it but isn't it tru� that by your own acknowledgment your worse 

personal fault is your stubbornness and rigidity? . 

ANSWER: I think the American people want somebody who will stand 

up for what they believe in. I think this is the best type of 

leadership to provide. I have always found as Governor of Georgia 

that in order to get my programs passed I needed to be conciliatory 

;�" and to reach common agreement and I have always done this. 
1 ... \�''. 

;� " 18. QUESTION: You often claim that you are a poor country boy. 

Yet your net worth is gre�ter than that of President Ford? Do you 

think yOu�re misleading the people on your imag�? 
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ANSWER: When I grew up I was a poor country boy and I was raised in 

a very simple way which is the way I. still live. As to my net worth 

·I never said, that I was a dumb country boy, just a poor country boy. 

19. QUESTION: In your acceptance speech you talked about the need 

for major tax reform and yet last year you took advantage of a 

$40,000 tax .loophole. This seems to conflict with your basic 

promises. 

ANSWER: The tax code does need to be reformed. This credit was 
.·, 

taken, as i� was supposed to have been taken under the law, because 

of the purchase of some new equipment for my business. Every busiriess 

in the country takes this type of credit on new equipment and ifideed 

the purpose of the provision is to encourage the purchase of new 

equipment. I have stated that I would favor reforming this provision 

so that it would be ·directly related to the number of jobs produced 

For example, here, some 25 or 30 additional jobs were produced be-

cause of this equipment. 

2 0. 

21. QU�STION: In 1971 you said before the House Ways and Means 

Committee you were against bypassing· the state and distribution of 

revenue sharing funds. But now in 1976 you have said just the 

opposite and that you want to bypass the states and go directly with 

the money to cities and communities. How do you reconcile this change? 
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ANSWER: When the program was in its initial stages in 1971, as 

Governor, I did feel that the states should see some portion of 

· the money. 

However, as the program developed and as I saw the manner in 

which it was being implemented by the Republican Administration, it 

appeared to me that the money should go directly to the cities and 

dounties since the Republican Administration was using the revenue-

sharing fund contrary to what they had said to offset reductions 

they were making grants.made to localities. 

I felt that by giving the money to localities this was a means 

of giving them more control over programs that affect them daily, 

and more importantly local communities did not have the capacity to 

generate extra income as states do. I took this position while I 

was Governor as well as during the time I have run for the Presidency. 

22. QUESTION: You recently said. to Walter Cronkite that you don't 

think that incarceration in prison is the answer to controlling 

crime and that the only solution that you see is to reduce unemploy� 

ment. Isn't this contrary to other positions you have taken? 

ANSWER: Our entire criminal justice system is in a shambles. During 

the last eight Republican years crime has gone up ___ % despite 

pledges of law and order. Law and order have in fact not been a 

reality. The Law Enforcement Assistance'.Administration and the 

FBI as well as the �rug Enforcement Administration are in a state 

of disarray. Recidivism by those released in prison continues at 

• • r • • 
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an alarming rate. Defendants who are repeatedly out on bail commit 

more crimes, aggravating trial delays and endless litigation are 

common. Citizens without influence often bear the brunt of prose-

cution. Violators of anti-trust laws and other big-shot white 

collar crimitials.are often ignored or go unpunished. 

I·have sa.id that the best way to reduce crim in a substantive 

way is to reduce unemployment. The best deterrent to crime from 

within the criminal justice system is a certainty of swift, firm 

punishmetit which does not now exist. We need to streamline our 

court proced�res, abbreviate our child procedures, make sure that 

there is a sure punishment for a brief period of time, add ad-
• 

ministrative offices to the courts and place an emphasis on the pre-

vention of crime in areas where crime is rampant, and we should move 

toward some form of mandatory minimum sentence for certain types of 

crime. 

23. QUESTION: In March 1975 you said that most promising Source of 

new ehergy was the breeder reactor and increase research �£forts 

where needed. Yet six months later in your energy position paper, 

you stated that the use of breeder reactors was not economically 

feasible until the. price of natural uranium increases several times 

over and that you were concerned with mounting costs and envirbn-

mental problems and therefore that "our.excessive emphasis on this· 

project should be severely reduced and converted to a long-term, 

possibly multi-national effort." Why did you make this reversal in 

your position? 



•• 

' '  

•-. : 

·' 

. ', 

-17-

• 
• 

ANSWER: While the breeder reactor does· have a long-term possibility 

�f some success, there are now cost problems, safety problems, and 

disposal probiems. There has been a distortion in the funds provided 

for and in the research with too much going in this direction and not 

enough in the direction of solar and other energy. I have suggested 

a multi-national effort so that costs cari be reduced and funds can be 

shifted to other more certain energy sources. 

24. 

25. QUESTION: You reassured businessmen at the 21 Club and other 

meetings that you favored a free enterprise system and that they 

had nothing to worry about from you. Yet you later made the �tatement 

that "I can almost guarantee you that my appointments to the regu-

latory agencies will,meet with Ralph Nader's approval." And that 

you would place Nader as the nation's leading consumer advocate. 

ANSWER: There is no conflict between honest businessmen and con-

sumers. As a businessman, I always felt that the best business was 

to be good to my customers and to treat them properly. 

One of the things that the government has failed to do is to 

provide a proper regulatory climate for protection for both the public 

and the businessman:. Agencies such as the Federal Trade Commission 

have inordinately long backlog of matters with which they have not 

yet dealt: The Civil Aeronautics Board, rather than protecting the 

consumer has actually given the consumer higher airplane rates than 
While 

good competition would otherwise do. /the Administration has mad� 
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some efforts in this direction it has not provided the kind of 

leadership that is necessary to get the Congress moving. 

• 
'
provide that leadership . 

I will 
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26. If as you say you are opposed to busing, why do you not 

support a constitutional amendment to prohibit it? 

ANSWER: I have stated throughout the campaign that I feel that 

mandatory busing is counterproductive and has not worked in many 

areas. I have further s�ated that the best way in which busing 

can be avoided is for leadership of local communities, black and 

white, civic leaders and businessmen to get together and arrange 

for a desegregation program which can avoid the necessity for 

mandatory busing. For example, in Atlanta a plan was worked out 

with the bl�ck and white leadership_under which any child who wants 

to can voluntarily be bused at the school system' s expense but. 

no one is bused against their wishes. In terms of a constitutional 

amendment, I do not believe this is a subject which should be 

reopened with a constitutional amendment since this would involve 

a long, drawn-out, emotionally charged fight over a number of years 

through the various state legislatures which would be counterproductive 

to the type of harmony which we need in the country. 

I think that it is unfortunate that the Republican Admini-stration 

has from time to time raised false hopes, such as suggesting that 

they would intervene in the Boston case in the U. S. Supreme Cdurt 

and then failing to do so, which have undermined local efforts at 

peaceful desegre�ation. 
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Follow Up Question: (1) President Ford has suggested a restriction 

on court-6rdered busing by limiting such plans to 5 years. Do you 

favor such a restriction on busing, if you say you are opposed to 

busing? 

ANSWER: It seems to me that this is another example of raising false 

hopes for a piece of legislation which would have little if any effect. 

Moreover, my legal advisors have indicated to me that there is a 

substantial question about.the constitutionality of such a program. 

Follow Up Qu�stion: (2) While you were Governor you advocated a 

constitutional amendment against busing and urged the state legislature 

to pass a resolution packing. such an amendment. You further stated 

that if such favorable action on the resolution was nof forthcoming, 

you would support a one-day absence from school which could be 

legally sanctioned as an expression of our feelings. HOw does this 

attitude square with your current position? 

ANSWER: That was � position I took four years ago. Since that time 

I have come to the conclusion that there is no chance that a 

constitutional amendment could be passed by the requisite three-

quarters number of state legislatures and I have also concluded 

that the long drawn out effort to secure such an amendment would 

unnecessarily create disharmony and discord and would·undermine the 

unity that we must have in this country. 
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27. During the Presidential Forum in February before the League 

of Women Voters in Boston, you indicated that you would favor the 

repeal of the homeowners deduction. Why did you later disavow this 

Eroposal or do you still maintain it? 

ANSWER: Our tax system is a disgrace to the human race. As 

originally envisioned, our tax system was supposed to be a simple, 

truly progressive tax so that those who made the most income for 

the year, p�id the highest percentage of their income tax in total 

taxes. Over the years loophole after loophole has been built into 

the system most of which favor the rich. The average worker cannot 

deduct the cost of his sandwich, but the businessman can frequently 

deduct the cost of his lunches and business expense. The average 

cannot deduct their bus fare when they have to travel to work, but 

a businessman can deduct the cost of his first-class airplane ticket. 

We need to make our tax system more equitable. With respect to the 

property tax deduction on homes, I have pledged during the campaign 

that I would not submit any tax reform proposal under which the 

homeowner would come out in any way worse than he or she now is 

with the current deduction. My goal is to develop an income tax 

system which would produce lower taxes for middle and low income 

fam1lies and for homeowners. I would never propose a system under 

which homeowners pay more than they now do. 
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FOLLOW UP QUESTION: You have talked a lot about tax reform but 

you have never given us any specifics. What specifics are you 

talking about? 

ANSWER: Tax code is now some pages of one deduction 

credit loophole after another. It needs to be looked at in a 

thorough and systematic way and not be made an emotional issue 

during the political campaign. I intend to submit legislation 

if elected before the first year ends on my administration. It 
I 

will be an· urgent priority that during the beginning months of 

my administration a thorough and complete review be made in 

cooperation with the best experts in the area. We need to work 

toward a simplified system in which income is generally taxed only 

once and all income is treated the same. 

I can give you some examples of tax deductions which I feel 

are unnecessary and unwise and which I believe are harmful to 

the average American: 

(Fill in examples) 

FOLLOW UP QUESTION #2: Your statement·about all income being 

treated alike would mean, would it not, that the capital gains 

treatment of the sale of stock and other property,wouldn't this 

have an adverse affect on capital formation as well as on the 

average stockholder? 

ANSWER: No,this would not have an adverse affect on corporate 

taxes. I have indicated very clearly in making my tax reform 

proposals I would never take one specific deduction and treat it 

alohe, such as ending the capital gains treatment. This would 
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Follow Up Question #2 to Question #27 (cont'd) 

have to be part of an entire package under which corporate taxes 

were substantially reduced so that capital formation would take 

place naturally and would not be impaired. Other action would 

be taken if necessary to insure that there was sufficient capital 

formation. 

FOLLOW UP QUESTION #3: Doesn't your statement that all income should 

·be treated alike and that double taxation should be ended mean that 

would either end the tax on corporate income or end the tax on 

dividends? 

ANSWER: (Try not to mention in your earlier answers elimination 

of double taxation.) This inevitably means that either corporate 

income taxes must be eliminated which would be a disastrous position 

for any Democrat, pqrticularly you, to take or that the tax corporate 

dividends to stockholders must be eliminated, which almost all tax 

reformers like�ise think would be unwise. Therefore it is best not 

to answer this question at all. However, if you are asked and it is 

necessary to answer it, here is a suggested format: Again, as I have 

reiterated you cannot look at simply one provision out of thousands 

in the tax code -- they must be dealt with jointly. In the context 

of total tax reform I would corisider elimination of the tax on 

corporate dividends to stockholders, with total t�x reform insuring 

that revenues from this elimination ar� not lost. To insure that this 

provision did not end up with a new inequity. 
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28. On governm�nt reorganization you have claimed that you would 

reduce the some 1900 federal agencies to 200. Could you give us 

some idea of some of the agencies which you would abolish? Where 

did you get the figure of 1900 agencies? 

ANSWER: Internal advisors have given me this number after their 

review of the incredible number of federal programs and federal 

entities. (You are much closer to being correct if we refer to 

entities, rather than agencies.) With our staff at its latest 

count is up to some 185.4 agencies and still counting. By the end 

of the program I may be able to give you an update on that. 

In ter�s of the agencies which I would eliminate or consolidate, 

let me give you some examples of the problem: 

1. There are some hundred education programs being 
----

administered by federal entities; 

2. There are 

by entities .. 

3. There are 

by agencies. 

number of health programs being administered 

labor and manpower ptograms being ad�inisteied 

This administration has made no effort to do anything to eliminate 

this incredible overlapping and maladministration. In all such 

instances I would attempt to make sure that only one ot two agencies 

were administering like programs. Some of the existing federal 

entities and agencies which could completely be abolished are as 

follows: The Tea-Tasters Board and the Tea-Tasters Board of Appeals, 

The MOnuments Commission (give exact names of other examples). 

In addition, I would propose a major overhaul such that we cr�ate 

a-Department of , which would consolidate and incorporate 
---..,..--
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the functions of agencies that are doing similar functions. 

· For example the Federal Energy Administration (FEA) was originally 

an agency that was only to exist to deal with the ARab oil 

embargo. That embargo has now been over for 2� years and yet 

the agency continues in existence. Congress has extended its life 

to only October 1, 1977. Long before that time, Congress will have 

my energy reorganization plan to act on. Congress has waited 

all year f6r a plan to reorganize the energy area. Finally out 

of frustration they simply extended that the life of the FEA until 

October 1, 1977. This is a perfect example of the lack of 

leadership. 

29. (This is on busing and we can look back at the answer on 

Question #26.) 

30. (This is on marijuana and we have given an answer on that. )· 

.� FOLLOW UP QUESTION #1: President Nixon, several years ago, 

eroposed a comprehensive reorganization but nothing happened with 

it. ·Isn't your idea' simply old hat? 

ANSWER: That proposal by Mr. Nixon was abandoned by Mr. Nixon as 

was his plan for welfare reform, after ·it was proposed. He made 

no real effort to 9et it passed. 
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31. Is your position to strengthen the American family conflicting 

with your endorsement of gay rights? 

ANSWER: I have stated that I do rtot feel it is necessary �o have 

harrassment of homosexuals but at the -same time we must not 

hold this up as the standard that others should follow. I do not 

feel that simply preventing them in jobs which have no national 

security aspect has any relationship to a weakening of the 

family. 

32. You have pledged to balance the budget in your first term 

and ye� you have suggested that the federal government should pay 

a higher percentage of the cost of public education. Aren't these 

suggestions inconsistent with your pledge? 

ANSWER: This is �nether of those programs which, as I have indicated, 

would have to be consistent with the goal of a balanced budget. 

However, if federal revenues permit and the economy improves at 

producing sUfficient revenues this is one of those items that I would 

like the federal government to begin taking a greater role in. I 

believe that by assuming additional burdens from the funding 

provided by the local property tax payer that this would be providing 

effective tax relief to the taxpayer. The Republican proposal 

adopted in their platform which in effect indicates the need to end 

federal aid to education would produce greatly increased property 

taxes to the property tax owner at the local level. 
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? You have called for separate Departments of Education and 
-, 

Consumer Affairs,. yet you have indicated that you want to reduce 

. the number o-f agencies. Aren't these proposals inconsistent with 

your suggestion? 

ANSWER: No, the Consumer Affairs area is one in which the functions 

of many different agencies could be consolidated as would be the 

case with the Department of Education. Moreover, _I think that 

in terms of consumers the functions would be played by this one 

agency or divided all around the government. For example, 

(Give e;xamples of consumer offices throughout the 

government.) 

Moreover, we have education prograuns also sprinkled throughout 

the federal government. For example, 

(Give examples of educational offices) 

Therefore these d�partments would streamline and make the 

government more responsive. 

34. You have indicated you would bring the Chairman of the 

Federal Reserve Board under the authority of the President. How 

do you explain your claim ttiat you respect the independence of the 

Federal Res�rve Board? 

ANSWER: There are numerous other members of the Board who would 

continue to be appointed in the same way. Moreover the Chairman, 

once appointed, would be independent of Presidential authority 

and could not be fired by the President. The reason I have �ade 

_ this proposal that too often monetary programs developed by the 



..... ,, 
'· ',\ 

' 

• 

-28-

Question # 3 4  (continued) 

Federal Reserve, such as tight money policies, have been 

. contradictory to what has been needed. It is important that 

the President be able to name a Chairman of the Federal Reserve 

whose economi� philosophy is compatible with his. However, once 

that person was named, the President would not have· the same 

authority over him that he has over a cabinet officer and that 

Chairman could follow his own dictates if he felt the President 

was wrong .. 

3 5. (skip) . 

3 6. You have emphasized having blacks 1n government positions, but 

we have not heard you mention reverse discrimination against 

gualified whites who might otherwise be able to fill those jobs . 

ANSWER: 
. . · 

I am 100% against quotas. Indeed one of the differences 

between the 1972 and the 1976 Democratic Convention and Platforms 

was the existence of de facto quotas of 1972 and the absence of 

them in 1976. Quotas are wrong and amount to reverse discrimination� 

At the same time that it is important that qualified blacks be 

hired in government and other positions. This should be done in 

such.a way as not to discriminate against others who are 

qualified. 

Affirmative action simply means that affirmative steps are taken 

to seek out qualified minority groups, not to hire them in some 

arbitrary number. I would not favor any system in which any person, 

white or black, was discriminated against on the basis of his race . 
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Question #36 (continued) 

One of the things that has created a tension in this area 

is the fact that there are now some 7,500,000 out of work and 

the jobs are scarce and that qualified blacks and whites 

graduating from high school and college cannot find any work. 

This is a much more significant area in which we should work. 

37. (See Answer to Question #4) · 

38. You have talked about new policies and new faces and yet 

many of your advisors are left overs from the 1960s. How do 

you explain? 

ANSWER: I have attempted to get the best blend of experience 

and youth possible. I intend to rely on new faces but I also 

intend to rely on the best of those who have given �o much to 

their government. I do not feel that we. should discriminate 

in our employment. of federal employees for those who have. had 

experience or are over 50. If that were the case, I would be 

unqualified for the position for which I am running. 
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39. You supported Spiro Agnew in the �ove to remove him from 

office. Why did you later criticize him? 

• · ANSWER: 

40. ISn't it true that in order to reduce unemployment to 4% over 

fou:r·years it will be necessary to do more government spending 

rather than less and that this will therefore work against your 

pledge to balance the budget by the end of your first term? 

ANSWER: Wh�re _· _ ___ related expenditures such as extra amounts 

on food stamps and some $17 billion that we are now spending on 

unemployment compensation are directly due to the effects of the 

recession. These expenditures will be reduced as we have a good 

recovery. Also, when a person is out of work, he not only is a 

drain on the publ�c in terms of welfare costs and unemployement 

compensation as well as food stamps and other related expenditures 

but he does not pay any taxes as do you and me. Therefore, by 

putting people back to work you could greatly increase federal 

tax expenditures. Most economists agree that for each 1% reduction 

in unemployment you generate some $14 billion in revenues, Therefore, 
and an expenditure decline of $3-5 billion for each 1%. 

the best w�y to achieve a balanced budget is to be prudent and 

cautious in terms 6f control to root out waste like we saw in 

Medicaid amounting to some $7� billion in simply one year under 

.this administration and to put people back to work and take them 

off welfare and unemployment. Also note, that ·although the Medicaid 

costs amount to. $15 billion only about one-half of that is expended 
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billion 
Ther�fore, if $7/is spent by the 

federal qovernment and up to 50% was wasted this would be a 

$3 .. 5 billion waste. 

41. Govern6r, you say we have weak leadership now, but hasn't 

the real damage of the last 15 years been done by Presidents 

who were too strong?Dothe American people rteed an activist 

President now? Do they want someone who will bring the office 

back to its proper position? We had one President who got us 

involved i� Vietnam, cinother who tore the country apart because 
· I.' ·1,: 

of the 'Vlar ap.d they. were both Democrats,. I might remind you, 

and one more who felt so powerful in office that he committed 

crimes of an unprecedented nature. Mr. Ford may not be a 

forceful leader but he also has not done so much damage, so 

why do we need to change? 

ANSWER: I truly believe that the American people are deeply 

concerned and upset by what has happened to the Presidency, an 

office whibh traditionally every man, woman and child in this 

country has revered greatly. What they are looking for n6w is a 

strong President to move this country forward; a President with a 

vision bf where this country should go; a President with a new 

·perception; a President who.comes to Washington with the 

perspectives of the people; a President who has lived among the 

people, who understands their �roblems �nd who can reorganize the 

government to make the government responsive to their problems. 
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Question #41 (continued) 

. That is the kind of strength the American people are seeking today_. 

· But a strong President is also one who is humbled by the office; 

one who works within the Constitutional limits and respects those 

limits of the office. A strong President is one who seeks out 

advise and conducts an open administration, who seeks out 

different points of view, whose office is open to all the people 

and all points of view in this country. That's the kind of 

strength which the American people seek and that's the kind of 

strength that I will provide as President. 

42. There is a notoriously intolerant streak in the history of 

Southern Baptists. It was in the land of your birth that the clan 

was strong. You have been weak among the Catholics and Jews in 

.the North. Do you think you would ever be a President of all the 

people, considering your background· and the suspicions that 

Southerners arouse? 

ANSWER: One of the reasons that I am here today is that I took 

my campaign to every corner of this country, East and \'Jest, North 

and South and th�t I was able to win victories in the urban Northeast 

and Midwest as well as in the South. I am also here because I was 

able to secure the. votes of groups that other politicians have 

often tried to play against each other� I secured strong support 

from urban blacks as well as urban ethriic voters and white 
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Question #42 (continued) 

suburbanites, businessmen and labor. I did this·because I talked 

about those things which unite the country and not those which 

divide it. 

There is a special meaning I believe in my race and that is 

that after 130 years a person from the South might have the 

bpportunity to hold the highest office in the land. What a 

perfect time in our bicentennial year to have an occasion when 

we would put the end to regionalism and regional discrimination. 

We would fipally bind up the wounds.that have divided us since 

the Civil War. 

The history of this country has been one of breaking down 

walls of discrimination whether it was against Italians, Poles, 

Czechs, Jews or. against Catholics, Jews, blacks or chicanos·. 

This country.has never let discrimination get in its way. 

It proved in 1960 that John Kennedy's religi6n, the one he was 

born with, would not preclude him forever from being President. 

I am proud that th� state of which I was Governor gave John 

Kennedy the highest majority that he received anywhere in the 

United States. I am also proud that as far back as 1928, the 

state of Georgia voted in·favor of Al Smith, a Catholic, for the 

Presidency. I believe that this country will not let a person's 

religion or the place of his birth stand in his way. 
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Question #42 (continued) 

As the Declaration of Independence said 200 years ago, 

. "We hold these rights to be selfevident that all men ar.e created 

equal." Our history has been the continuous rediscovery of this 

basic and essential principle . 

Question 43. You have supported a pardon for Vietnam d�aft evaders, 

on the argument that·a pardon, as distinguished from amnesty, 

implies neither guilt nor inriocence. Yet when President Ford 

pardoned Mr. Nixon, you said in a statement that Nixon's 

. acceptanc� of the pardon was an admission of guilt on his part. 

How do you distinguish between Nixon's case and the case of draft 

evaders? 

ANSWER: I have stated that if I am elected President, I will issue 

a blanket pardon.�or all individuals who violated the Selective 

Service laws during the Vietnam War, due to for reasons of 

conscience. Deserters will be handled on a case by case basis. 

I can never equate what the people who went to Sweden or to Canada 
and women 

·did with what those thousands of American men/did who served in 

Vietnam, risked or lost their lives despite what their opinions 

of the war may or may not have been. Now, however; I feel that it 

is time to heal the nation's wounds and to tell those draft evaders 

who·are still living abroad in exile to come home. By issuing a 

pardon, I feel the nation will not be condoning their actions. 
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Question #43 (continued) 

Clearly, by the act of accepting a pardon, an individual 

. acknowledges his legal guilt. That is true in the case of a 

draft evader or in Richard Nixon's case. The terms of the pardon 

issued by President Ford to Eichard Nixon left Nixon free from 

the threat of prosecution for all crimes whether known or 

unknowfi committed during the term of Nixon Presidency. By that 

act, the American people were deprived of any opportunity of ever 

knowing the full truth of what were all the criminal activities 

engaged in, in their name. Not only would I not have granted 

Richard Nikon a pardon until after·the full truth about criminal 

activities committed under his Presidency had been permitted to 

be disclosed through the operation of the judicial process, I 

would also not have attempted to block efforts by the .Congress 

to investigate the Watergate.offenses prior to the 1972 election 

nor would I have agreed with the dismissal of Special Prosecutor 

ARchibald Cox as did my Republican opponent. When former Vice 

President Agnew was permitted to plead guilty on terms that allowed 

him to escape jail, then Attorney General Elliot Richardson·made 

sure that documents were released to the public detailing the full 

scope of the criminal activities in which Agnew had engaged, so 

that the American people would know the full truth. No such 

provision was made by President Ford, when he pardoned Mr. Nixon. 

No requi�ement was imposed by Mr. Ford that Mr. Nixon acknowledge 

his guilt or disclose the full truth about his own criminal 

activities. Here we could also mention that simultaneous with the 

I�t�::: pardon Ford turned over to Nixon the many millions of pages of 

.;·]· 
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Question #43 {continued) 

documents that constituted the full record of the Nixon Presidency, 

including many, many items that were vital to the prosecution of 

the work of the social prosecutor's office. This giveaway of 

this vital national treasure was only stopped by Congressional 

action. 

An alternate answer on the pardon in general, particularly 

as a comment to any remarks that Ford makes would be as follows: 

I have stated that.! would not make this a campaign issue and I 

do not intend to do so now. The American people will have to be 

the judge pf whether Mr • .  Ford acted properly in pardoning Mr. 

Nixon for all known and unknown crimes and with no acknowledgment 

of guilt and with no disclosure. 

· · .  , r. 
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First Debate, September 26, 1960 

HOWARD K. SMITH, moderator: Good evening. The television and radio 
stations of the United States and their affiliated stations are proud to pro­
vide facilities for a discussion of issues in the current political campaign 
by the two major candidates for the presidency. The candidates need no 
introduction. The Republican candidate, Vice President Richard M. Nixon, 
and the Democratic candidate, Senator John F. Kennedy. According to 
rules set by the candidates themselves, each man shall make an opening 
statement of approximately eight minutes' duration and a closing statement 
of approximately three minutes' duration. In between the candidates will 
answer, or comrr.ent upon answers to questions put by a panel of corre­
spondents. In this, the first discussion in a series of four uh- joint appear­
ances, the subject-matter has been agreed, will be restricted to internal or 
domestic American matters. And. now for the first opening statement by 
Senator John F, Kennedy. 

SENATOR KENNEDY: Mr. Smith, Mr. Nixon. In the election of 1860, 
Abraham Lincoln said the question was whether this nation· could exist 
half-slave or half-free. In the election of 1960, and with the world around 
us, the question is whether the world will exist half-slave or half-free, 
whether it will move in the direction of freedom, in the direction of the 
road that we are taking, or whether it will move in the directi·on of slavery. 
I think it will depend in great measure upon what we do here in the United 
States, on the kind of society that we build, on the kind of strength that we 
maintain. \Ve discuss tonight domestic issues, but I would not want that 
to be ... any implication to be given that this does not involve directly our 
struggle with Mr. Khrushchev for survival. Mr. Khrushchev is in New 
York, and he maintains the Communist offensive throughout the world 
because of t_he productive power of the Soviet Union itself. The Chinese 
Communists have always had a large population. ·But they are important 
and dangerous now because they are mounting a major effort within their 
own country. The kind of country we have here, the kind of society we 
have, the kind of strength we build in the United States wiiJ be the defense 
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of freedom. If we do weiJ here, if we meet our obligations, if we're moving 
ahead, then I think freedom wiiJ be secure around the world. If we fail, 
then freedom fails. Therefore, I think the question before the American 
people is: Are we doing as much as. we can do? Are we as strong as we 
should be? Are we as strong as we must be if we're going to maintain our 
independence. and if we're going to maintain and hold out the hand of 
friendship to those who look to us for assistance, to those who look to us 
for survival? I should make it very clear that I do not think we're doing 
enough, that I am not satisfied as an American with the progress that we're 
making. This is a great country, but I think it could be a greater country; 
and this is a powerful country, but I think it could be a more powerful 
country. I'm not satisfied to have fifty per cent of our steel-miiJ capacity 
unused. I'm not satisfied when the United States had last year the lowest 
rate of economic growth of any major industrialized society in the world. 
Because economic growth means strength and vitality; it means we're able 
to sustain our defenses; it means we're able to meet our commitments 
abroad. I'm not satisfied when we have over nine biiJion dollars worth of 
food-some of it rotting-even though there is a hungry world, and even 
though four miiJion Americans wait every month for a food package from 
the government, which averages five cents a day per individual. I saw cases 
in West Virginia, here in the United States, where children took home part 
of their school lunch in order to feed their families because 1 don't think 

. we're meeting o�:�r obligations toward these Americans. I'm not satisfied 
when the Soviet Union is turning out twice as many scientists and engi­
neers as we are. I'm not satisfied when many of our teachers are inade­
quately paid, or when our children go to school part-time shifts. I think 
we should have an educational system second to none. I'm not satisfied 
when I see men like Jimmy Hoffa-in charge of the largest union in the 
United States-stiiJ free. I'm not satisfied when we are failing to develop 
the natural resources of the United States to the fuiJest. Here in the United 
States, which developed the Tennessee VaJJey and which built the Grand 
Coulee and the other dams in the Northwest United States ... at the pres­
ent rate of hydropower production-and that is the haiJmark of an indus­
trialized society-the Soviet Union by 1975 wiiJ be- d- be producing 
more power than we are. These are all the things, I think, in this country 
that can make our. society strong, or can mean that it stands still. I'm not 
satisfied until every American enjoys his fuiJ constitutional rights. If a 
Negro baby is born-and this is true also of Puerto Ricans and Mexicans . 
in some of our cities-he has about one-half as much chance to get through 
high school as a white baby. He has one-third as much chance to get 
through coJJege . as a white ... student. He has about a third as _much 
chance to be a professional man, about half as much chance to own a 
house. He has about uh- four times as much chance that he'll be out of 
work in his life as the white baby, I think we ca!l do better. I don't want 
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the talents of any American to go to waste. J know that there are those 
who say that we want to turn everything over to the government. I don't 
at all. I want the individuals to meet their responsibilities. And I want the 
states to meet their responsibilities. But I think there is also a national 
responsibility. The argument has been used against every piece of social 
legislation in the last twenty-five years. The people of the United States 
individually could not have developed the Tennessee Valley; collectively 
they could have. A cotton farmer in Georgia or a peanut farmer or a dairy 
farmer in Wisconsin and Minnesota, he cannot protect himself against the 
forces of supply and demand in the market place; but working together 
in effective governmental programs he can do so. Seventeen million Amer­
icans, who live over sixty-five on an average Social Sec-urity check of 
about seventy-eight dollars a month, they're not able to sustain themselves 
individually, but they can sustain themselves· through the social security 
system. I don't believe in big government, but I believe in effective govern­
mental action. And I think that's the onlv way that the United States is 
going to maintain its freedom. It's the only wa)• that we're going to move 
ahead. I think we can do a better job. I think we're going to have to do a 
better job if we are going to meet the responsibilities which time and 
events have placed upon us. We cannot turn the job over to anyone else. 
If the United States fails, then the whole cause of freedom fails. And I 
think it depends in great measure on what we do here in this cou_ntry. The 
reason Franklin Roosevelt was a good neighbor in Latin America was 
because he was a good neighbor in the United States. Because they felt 
that the American society was moving again. I want us to recapture that 
image. I want people in Latin America and Africa and Asia to start to · 

look to America; to see how we're doing things; to wonder what the · 

president of the United States is doing; and not to look at Khrushchev, or 
look at the Chinese Communists. That is the obligation upon our genera­
tion. In 1933, Franklin Roosevelt said in his inaugural that this generation 
of Americans has a rendezvous with destiny. I think our generation of 
Americans has the same rendezvous. The question now is: Can freedom be 
maintained under the most severe tack- attack it has ever known? I think 
it can be. And I think in the final analysis it depends upon what we do 
here. I think it's time America started moving again. 

MR. SMITH: And now the opening statement by Vice President Richard 
M. Nixon. 

MR. NIXON: Mr. Smith, Senator Kennedy. The things that Senator Ken­
nedy has said many of us can agree with. There is no question but that we 
cannot discuss our internal affairs in the United States without recognizing 
that they have a tremendous bearing on our international position. There 
is no question but that this nation cannot stand still; because we are in a 
deadly competition, a competition not only with the men in the Kremlin, 
but the men in Peking. We're ahead in this competition, as Senator Ken-
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nedy, I
_ 
think, has implied. But when you're in a race, the only way to stay 

ahead Js to move ahead. And I subscribe completely to the spirit that 
Senator Kennedy ha�e.y>ressed t@ight. the spirit that the United States-­

sho�ld �ov� ahead. � here, then, �o we disagree? I think we disagree on 
the 1mpheat10n of h1s remarks tomght and on the statements that he has 
made on many occasions during his-campaign to the effect that the United 
States has been standing still. We heard tonight, for example, the statement 
made that our growth in national product last year was the lowest of any 
industrial nation in the world. Now last year, of course, was 1958. That 
ha

_
ppened to be a recession year. But when we look at the growth of G.N.P. 

thts year, a year of recovery, we find that it's six and nine-tenths per cent 
and one of the highest in the world today. More about that later. Looking 
then to this problem of how the United States should move ahead and 
where the United States is moving, I think it is well that we take the advice 
of a very famous campaigner: Let's look at the record. Is the United 
States standing still? Is it true that this Administration, as Senator Ken­
nedy has charged, has been an Admin- ministration of retreat of defeat · 

of stagnation? Is it true that, as far as this country is conce�ed, in th� 
field of electric power, in all of the fields that he has mentioned, we have 
not been moving ahead? Well, we have a comparison that we can make . 
We have the record of_ the Truman Administration of seven and a half 
years and the seven and a half years of the Eisenhower Administration. 
When we compare these two records in the areas that Senator Kennedy 
has- has discussed tonight, I think we find that America has been moving 
ahead. Let's take schools. We ·have built more schools in these last seven 
and a half years than we built in the previous seven and a half, for

. 
that 

matter in the previous twenty years. Let's take hydroelectric power. We 
have developed more hydroelectric power in these seven and a half years. 
than was developed in any previous administration in history. Let us take 
hospitals. We find that more have been built in this Administration than 
�n the previous Administration. The same is true of highways. Let's put it 
m terms that all of us can understand. We often hear gross national prod­
uct discussed and in that respect may I say_ that when we compare the 
growth in this Administration with that of the previous Administration 
that then there was a total growth of eleven per cent over seven years; in 
this Administration there has been a total growth of nineteen per cent 
over seven· years. That shows that there's been more growth in this Ad­
ministration than in its predecessor. But let's not put it there; let's put it in 
terms of the average family. What has happened to you? We find that your 
wages have gone up five times as much in the Eisenhower Administration 
as they did in the Truman AdmiP..istration. What about the prices you pay? 
We find that the prices you pay went up five times as much in the Truman 
Administration as they did in the Eisenhower Administration. What's the 
net result of this? This means that the average family income went up 

-� I 
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fifteen per cent in the Eisenhower years as against two per cent in the 
Truman years. Now, this is not standing still. But, good as this record is, 
may I emphasize it isn't enough. A record is never something to stand on. 
It's something to build on. And in building on this record, I believe that 
we have the secret for progress, we know the way to progress. And I think, 
first of all, our own record proves that we know the way. Senator Kennedy 
has suggested that he believes he knows the way. I respect the sincerity 
which he m- which he makes that suggestion. But on the other hand, 
when we look at the various programs that he offers, they do not seem to 
be new. They seem to be simply retreads of the programs of the Truman 
Administration which preceded it. And I would suggest that during the 
course of the evening he might indicate those areas in which hi.'!.s��r'-"'JI.I..L>o--.. 

tie new, where they will mean more r-rogr��Uha.n_we.had then. What kind �. f programs are we for? We are for programs that will expand educational 
pportunities, that will give to all Americans their equal chance fo.r educa­

ion, for all of the things which are necessary and dear to the hearts of 
ur people. We are for programs, in addition, which will see that our 

I medical ·care for the aged are- is- are much- is .much better handled 
, than it is at the present time. Here again, may I indicate that Sen en­
\n�.t_ilnd_!_�r�n�_in_���_gr_eem�!Jt as to �}We bot want to help 0he old people. We want to see that they db have adequate medical care. 

The question is the means. I think that the means that 
.
I advocate will reach 

hat goal better than the means that he advocates. I could give better exam­
ples, but for- for whatever it is, whether it's in the field of housing, or 
health, or medical care, or schools, or the eh- development. of electric 
power, we have programs which we believe will move America, move her 
forward and build on the wonderful record that we have made over these 
past seven and a half years. Now, when we look at these programs, might 
I suggest that in evaluating them we ofien have a t to say that the 
test of a program is how much you're spendin . I will conce e that in all 
t e areas to which I have referred Senator Kenne y woul ave the spe-
edegl government spend more tha�! __ spend. I costed out 

th cost of the Democratic latform. It runs a .rriinimu-m of thirteen and 
two-tent s 1 10ns o ars a year more than we are presently spending to 

maximum of eighteen billion dollars a ear more than we're presently 
spendi�w the Republican· platform will cost more to . ·! will cost a 

inimu�n-doitars a year more, a maximum of four and 
nme-tenths billion dollar a year more than we're presently spending. Now, 
does this mean that his program is better than ours? Not at all. Because it 
isn't a question of how much the federal government spends; it isn't a 
question of which government does the most. ·It's a question of which ad­
ministration does the right thing. And in our case, I do believe that our 
programs will stimulate the creative energies of a hundred and eighty mil­
lion free Americans. I believe the programs that Senator Kennedy advo-
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cates will have a tendency to stifle those cr�ative energies. I believe, in 
other words, that his program would lead to the stagnation of the motive 
power that we need in this countr to et ress. The final oint 'that I 
would like to make is this: Senator Kennedy has suggeste m his spee�hes 
that we lack compassion or e poor, for the old, and for others that are 
unfortunate. Let us understand throughout this campaign that his motives 
and mine are sincere. I know what it means to ·be poor. I know what i� 
means to see people who are unemployed. I know Senator Kennedy _feels 

. as deeply about these problems as I do, but our disagreement is not about ·i 
'the goals for America but only about the means to rea�l!_ thos�_gO.!!ls__. _____ l 

MR. SMITH: Ti1aili( you, Mr. Nixon. That completes the opening state­
ments, and now the candidates will answer questions or comment upon 
one another's answers to questions, put by correspondents of the networks. 
The correspondents: [introducing themselves-: "I'm Sander Vanocur, 
NBC:News;" "I'm Charles Warren, Mutual News;" "I'm Stuart Novins, 
CBS News;" "Bob Fleming, ABC News."] The first question to Senator 
Kennedy from Mr. Fleming. 

MR. FLEMING: Senator, the Vice President in his campaign has said that 
you were naive and at times immature. He has raised the question of lead­
ership. On _this issu

_
e, �?J-do_yg_u tllink people should votgor x.,ou rather 

than the V1ce Pres1dentr · · · 
MR. KENNEDY: �1. the Vice President and I came to the Congress 

together ... 1946; we both served in the Labor Committee. I've been 
there now for fourteen years, the same period of time that he has, so that 
our experience in uh- government is comparable. Secondly, I think the 
question is uh- what are the programs that we advocate, what is the party 
record that we lead? I come out of the Democratic party, which in this 
century has produced Woodrow Wilson and Franklin Roosevelt· and 
Harry Truman, and which supported and sustained these programs which ..,... 
I've discussed tonight. · · - -,:j'fK.. 
was nominated b throu h ·most of these last � {}-of 

� 

MR. SMITH� .. · . uld o ouu lliikke to comment on that statement? 
MR. NIXO�;lVe no comment:"---::. W� 
MR. sMITH :'"The next question: Mr. Novins. 0 _ 
MR. NOVINS: Mr. Vice President, your campa•gn stresses. the value of 

- your eight-year experience, and the question arises as to whether that expe­
rience was as an observer or as a participant or as an initiator of policy­
making. Would you tell us please specifically what major proposals you 

N,xtfYI 
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hav� made in the last eight years that have been adopted by the Adminis­
tratiOn? 

MR. NIXON: It would be rather difficult to cover them in eight and- in 
two :md a h�lf minutes. I would suggest that these proposals could be 
�ent10ned. First, after each of my foreign trips I have made recommenda­
tions that have been adopted. For example, after my first trip abroad­
abr�ad, I strongly recommended that we increase our exchange programs 
particularly as they related to exchange of persons ... of leaders in the 
labor field and ·in the information field. After my trip to South America, 
I made reco�rriendations that a separate inter-American lending agency 
be set up which the South American nations would like much better than 
a lend__:.than to participate in the lending agencies which treated all the 
countries of the world the same. Uh- I have made other recommenda­
tions after each of the other trips; for example, after my trip abroad to 
Hungary . I made so

_
me recommendations with regard to the Hungarian 

refugee situatiOn which were adopted, not only by the President but some 
of them were enacted into law -by the Congress. Within the Administra­
tion, as � chairman of the President's Committee on Price Stability and 
Ec�nomic Growth, I have had the opportunity to make recommendations 
which have been adopted- within the Administration and which I think 
have been reasonably effective._ I know Senator Kennedy suggested in his 
speech at <?Ieveland yesterday that that committee had not been particu­
larly effectiYe. I would only suggest that while we do not take the credit 
for it-I would not presume to--that since that committee has been 
formed the price line has been held very well within the United States. 

MR. KENNEDY: Well, I would say in the latter that the-and that's what 
I found uh- somewhat unsatisfactory about the figures uh- Mr. Nixon, 
that you used in your previous speech, when you talked about the Truman· 
Administration. You-:- Mr. Truman came to office in nineteen. uh- forty­
fou

_
r and at the e�d of the war, and uh.:_ difficulties that were facing the 

Umted
_ 
States du

_
r:ng that period of transition-! 946 when price controls 

were IIfted.;_so It s rather difficult to use an over-all figure taking those 
seven and a half years and comparing them to the last eight years. I prefer 
to take the over-all �ercentage record of the las� twenty years of the 
De'?ocrats and the eight years of the Republicans to show an over-all 
penod of wowth. 

_
In regard to uh- price stability uh- I'm not aware that 

that committee did produce recommendations that ever were certainly 
befo

_
re the 

_
Congress from the point of view of legislation in regard to con­

trolling
. 
pnces. In regard to the exchange of students and labor unions, I 

am chairman of the subcommittee on Africa and I think that one of the 
m?st unfortunate phases of our policy towards that country was the very 
mmute number of exchanges that we had. I think it's true of Latin America 
also. We did come forward with a program of students for the Congo of 
over three hundred which was more than the federal government had for 
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all of Africa the previous year, so that I don't think that uh- we have 
moved at least in those two areas with sufficient vigor. 

MR. SMITH: The next question to Senator Kennedy from Mr. Warren. 
MR. WARREN: Uh- Senator Kennedy, during your brief speech a few 

minutes ago you mentioned farm surpluses. 
MR. KENNEDY: That's correct. 
MR. WARREN: I'd like to ask this: It's a fact, I think, that presidential 

candidates traditionally make promises to farmers. Lots of people, I think, 
don't understand why the government pays farmers for not producing cer­
tain crops ... or paying farmers if they overproduce for that matter. 
Now, let me ask, sir, why can't the farmer operate like the business man 
who operates a factory? If an auto company overproduces a certain model 

- car �ncle Sam doesn't step in and buy up the surplus�'?:¥ this constan!,._ 
.£Q_\Jrtm�e f�[�er? • 

. MJ't'ifj"jJ&t( Well. because I think that if the federal government 
moved out of the program and withdrew its supports uh- then I- think 
you would have complete uh- economic chaos. The farmer plants in the 
spring and harvests in the fall. There are hundreds of thousands of them. 
They really don't- they're not able to control their market very well. 
They. bring their crops in or their livestock in, many of them about the 
same time. They have only a few purchasers ... that buy their milk or 
their hogs-a few large companies in many cases-and therefore the farmer 
is not in a position to bargain very effectively- in the market place. I think 
the experience of the twenties has shown what a free market could do to 
agriculture. And if the agricu tural economy collapses, then the economy 
o the rest of the United States sooner or later will collapse. The farm�e s  1' 

are the number one market for the automobile industry of the United 
,States. The automobile industry is the number one market for steel. So if 
. the farmers' economy co·ntinues to decline as sharply as it has in recent 
\ years, then I think would have a recession in the the . 

o I think the case for the government intervention is a good one. Sec­
ondly, my ob�ection to present farm _J>Olicy�that there are no effective 
controls to bnng supply and demand into better balance. The dropping 

\ ofthe suppOI_t priCe m order to limit- productimi-does nOt work, and �e 
! now have the highest uh- surpluses-nine billion dollars worth. We've 
\ had a uh- higher tax load from the Treasury for the farmer in the last 
\few years with the low�st fa_!!ll income in many_y_ean._L-t-hinnhat--this 
�n my )1idgment the only policy that will work will 
be for effective supply and demand to be in balance. And that can only 
be done through governmental action. I therefore suggest that in those 
basic commodities which are supported, that -the federal government, after 
endorsement by the farmers in that commodity, attempt to bring supply 
and demand into balance-attempt �trois-so that 
we won't have that five or six per cent surplus which breaks the price fif-

!-

i -

/ 

. -. 



.. 

356 ' The First Debate 

teen or twenty per cent. I think Mr. Benson's program has failed. And I 
must say, :Uter reading the Vice President's speech before the farmers, as 
he read mme, I don't believe 'that it's very much different from Mr. Ben­
son's. I don't think it provides effective governmental controls. I think the 
su�port prices are tied to the average market price of the last three years, 
wh1ch was Mr; Benson's theory. I therefore do not believe that this is a 
sharp enough breach with the past to give us any hope of success for 
the future. 

MR. SMITH: Mr. Nixon, comment? . . 
r:-- . --
;' MR. NIXON: I of course disagree with Senator Kennedy insofar as his·, � suggestions as to what should be done uh- with re- on the farm program. : 
'J:ie has made the suggestion that what we need is to move in the direction I -
;of_ more government controls, a suggestion that woul�. also mean raising \ 

, ;:pnces uh- that the consumers pay for products and 1m- and imposing 
upon the f�rmers_ u�- controls on acre� even far mm:e than they have / 
-.l� thmk th1s IS the wrong direction. I don't think this � 
in the past; I do not think it will work in the future. The program that I 
have _advo_cated is one which departs from the present program that we 
have m th1s respect. It recognizes that the government has a responsibifity 
to get the f�r�er out of the trouble he presently is in because the govern­
ment got h1m mto it. And that's the fundamental reason why we can't let 
the farmer go by himself at the present time. The farmer produced these 
surpluses because the government asked him to through legisiation during 
t�e war. Now that �e have these surpluses, it's our responsibility to indem­
mfy the farmer dunng that period that we get rid of the farmer uh- the 
surpluses. Until we get the surpluses off the farmer's back, however, we � should have a program. such as I announced, which will see that far�·­
income holds up. But I would propose holding that income up not throug 

. a �ype of program that Senator Kennedy has suggested that would rais 
pnces, but one that would indemnify the farmer, pay the farmer in kind 
uh- from the products which are in surplus. · 

MR. SMITH: The next question to Vice President Nixon from Mr. 
Vanocur. 

MR._VANOCUR: Uh- Mr. Vice President, since the question of executive 
leadership is a very important campaign issue, I'd like to follow Mr. 
�ovins' question. Now, Republican campaign slogans-you'll see them on 
s1gns around

. 
the count�y as you did last week-s�t's ex_perience that 

counts-that s over a p1cture of yourself; sir uh--'-� implying that you've 
had more governmental executive decision-making uh- experience than 
uh- your �ppone�t. Now, in his news conference on August twenty-
�ourth, President E1senhower was. as

-

ked to give one

·.-

exa
_ 
mple of

-

a majo� 
1�ea of yours that ?e ado�ted. H1s reply was, and I'm quoting: "If yo 
gtve me a week I m1ght thmk of one. I don't remember." Now that was 
month ago, sir, and the President hasn't brought it up since, and I'm 
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wondering, sir, if you· can clarify which version is correct-the one put 
out by Republican campaign leaders or the one put out by President 
Eisenhower? 

MR. NIXON: Well, I would suggest, Mr. Vanocur, that uh- if you know 
the President, that was probably a facetious remark. Uh- I would also 
suggest that insofar as his statement is concerned, that I think it would 
be improper for the President of the United States to disclose uh- the 
instances in which members of his official family had made recommenda­
tions, as I have made them through the years to him, which he has ac� 
cepted or rejected. The President has always maintained and very prop­
erly so that he is entitled to get what advice he wants from his cabinet and 0 
from his other advisers without disclosing that to anybody-including a� · 
a matter of fact the Congress. Now, I can only say this. Through the years 
I have sat in the National Security Council. I have been in the cabinet. 
I have met with the legislative leaders. I have· met with the President when 
he made the great decisions with regard to Lebanon, Quemoy and Matsu, 
other matters. The President has asked for my advice. I have given it. 
Sometimes my advice has been taken. Sometimes it has not. l do not say 
that I have made the decisions. And I would say that no president should -
ever allow anybody else to make the major decisions. The president only 
makes the decisions. All that his advisers do is to give counsel when he 
asks for it. As far as what experience counts and whether that is experience 
that counts, that isn't for me to say. Uh- I can only say that my experi­
ence is there for the people to consider; Senator Kennedy's is there for 
the people to consider. As he pointed out, we came to the Congress in the 
sam_e year. His experience has been different from mine. Mine has been in · 

the executive branch. His has been in the legislative branch. I would say 
that the people now have the opportunity to evaluate his as against mine 
and I think both he and I are going to abide by Whatever the people 
decide. 

MR. sMITH: Senator Kennedy._ 
MR. KENNEDY: Well, I'll just say that the question is of experience .. 

nd the question also is uh- what our judgment is of the future, and 
what our goals are for the United States and w · · · � 
ment thos als. Abraham Lincoln came to the presidency in 1860 after a 
rather ... little known uh- session in the House of Representatives and 
after !Jeing defeated for the Senate in fifty-eight and was a distinguished 
president. There's no cflain road to the eresidenc� There are no guaran­
tees that uh- 1f you a e uh- one road or ano er that you will be a 
successful president. I have been in the Congress for fourteen years. I 
have voted· in the last uh- eight years uh- and the Vice President was 

_ uh- presiding over the Senate and meeting his other responsibilities. I 
have met uh- decisions over eight hundred times on matters which· affect 
not only the domestic security of the United States, but as a member of the 
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s1xt - e t o or three. m 
you have eavy obligations which affect our cunty, w · 1c we re going to 
have to meet. And therefore I've never suggested we should uh- be able 
to retire the debt substantially, or even at all in nineteen sixty-one or two. 

MR. NOVlNS: Senator, I believe in- in one of your speeches­
MR. KENNEDY: .No, never. 
MR. NOVINS: -you suggested that reducing the interest rate would help 

toward- · 

MR. KENNEDY: No. No. Not reducing the interest-** 
MR. NOVINS: -a reduction of the Federal debt.* • 

MR. K�NNEDY: -red�cing the interest rate. In .my judgment, the hard 
money, tight money pohcy, fiscal policy of this Administration has con 

;t:ibuted to the slow-d�wn in our economy, which helped bring the reces� 
j swn of 

.
fift

.
y-four; wh1ch made the recession of fifty-eight r

.

ather intense, 
f. and which has slowed, somewhat, our economic activity in 1960. What 
, I have talked about, however, the kind of programs that I've talked 
/ about, in my -judgment, are uh- fiscally edicaLcare-for_Jb� 
l_aged, I wou

_
ld ���c_urit '· The Vice President and I .dis-

agree on this. The program-the Javits-]'jixon or the Nixon-Javits pro­
gram-would have cost, if fully used uh- six hundred million dollars 
by the governme?t per year, and six hundred million dollars by the state. 
The program which I advocated, which failed by five votes in the United 

States Senate, would hav
_
e put medical care for the aged in Social Security, 

and _ would h�ve been paid for through the Social Security System and the 
?oc1al Secunty tax. Secondly, I support federal aid to education a� 
( �

.
ed

.
eral a

_
id for teachers' sal

_
aries. I think that's a good investment. I think 

\ we re gomg to have to do It. And I think to heap the burden further o 
\. 

* The �pening words of Mr. Kennedy's reply overlapped the last few words 
of th1s portion of Mr. Novins' question, partially obscuring both. 

* * These two remarks overlapped and partially obscunid each other. 
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no
_
mic growth-and Mr. Nixon and r. Roc e e er, m their meeting, 

sa1d a five per cent economic growth would bring by 1962 ten billion dollars 
extra in tax revenues. is brou ht in I think th 
essential pro,rams within a J!anced budget, if business remains orderly. 

-MR. SMlt : Mr. Nixon, your comment'! < 

MR. NIXON: Yes. I think what Mr. Nov ins was referring to was not one 

. 
of §e

_
nator "f<:ennedy's s�eeches, but the Democratic platform, which di� 

! mentiOn cuttmg the national debt. I think, too, that it should be pointed\ 
/ out that ... of course· it _is not possible, particularly under the proposals}. 
[ that Senator Kennedy has advocated, either to cut the national debt or to 
\.reduce taxes. As a matter of' fact it will be necessar to rais taxes.fAs 

enator enne ut a as ar a e proposal is concerned-
the one for medical care for the aged-that that would be financed out of .4 

Social_ Security.
_
Th�Jt_:aisl!!g__!��J� those whop� Social f� 

��cunty. He pomts out that he would make pay-as-you-go be the basis for 
our natural resources development. Where our natural resources develop­
ment-which I also support, incidentally, however-whenever you uh­
uh- in- in- uh- appropriates money for one of these projects, you 
have to pay now and appropriate the money and the .eh- while they 
eventually do pay out, it doesn't mean that you- the government doesn't 
have to put out the money this year. And so I would say that in all of these . 
proposalsSenator Kennedy has made, they will result in one of two things:-

. · er has to raise taxes or he has to unbalance_the-hudget. If he unbal-
ances the u et, t at means ou ave m a wn, an t a WI e, o course, 
a very crue blow to the very peop e-t e er people-that we've been 
talking about. As far as aid for school construction is concerned, I favor 

at, as Senator Kennedy did, in January of this year, when pe said he 
favored that rather than aid to s- teacher salaries. I favor that because 
I believe that's the best w

. 
ay to aid our schools without running any risk ) 

whatever of the federal government telling our teachers what to teach. \ 
MR. SMITH: The next question to Vice President Nixon from Mr. w-a;: 

ren. 

MR. WARREN: Mr. Vice President you mentioned schools and it was just 

�· 
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yesterday I think you asked for a crash program to raise education stand­
ards, and this evening you talked about advances in education. Mr. Vice 
President, you said-it was back in 1957-that salaries paid to school 
teachers were nothing short of a national disgrace. Higher salaries for 
teachers, you added, were important and if the situation wasn't corrected 
it coul� lead to a national disaster. And yet, you refused to vote in the 
Senate m order to break a tie vote when that single vote;'if it had been yes, 
would have granted salary increases to teachers. I wonder if you could 
explain that, sir. -

MR. NIXO� : I'� awfully glad you ge- got that question because as you 
know I got mto It at the last of my other question and wasn't able to com­
plete the argument. Uh- I think that the reason that I voted against hav­
mg the federal government uh- pay teachers' salaries was probably the 
very r.easo� t�at concerned Senator Kennedy when in January of this 
year, m h1s k1ck-off press conference, he said that he favored aid for 
school construction. but at that time did not feel that there should be aid 
for teachers' salaries-at least that's the way I read his remarks. Now, why 
should there be any question about the federal government aiding s...:.... 
teachers' �alaries? Why did Senator Kennedy take that position then? Why 
do I take 11 now? We both took it then, and I take it now, for this rea 
we want higher teachers' salaries. e need higher teachers· sa aries. B

.
ut 

:we aTsoWant our educauon to he free of federal control. When the federal 

J
g�vernme.lit gets the power to pay teachers, inevitably in my opm1on, it 
Will acqu1�e the 

.
rower to set standards and to tell the teachers what to 

teach. I thmk th1s would be bad for the countr : I think it would be ba 
1 for the teaching profession. ere is anot er point that should be made. 

r 1�her sa�ane: eachers. But, as Senator Kennedy said in Jan-
uary .of this year m th.Is same press conference, the way that you get higher 
salanes for teachers 1s to support school construCtion, which means that 
all of the local school districts in the various states then have money which 
is !reed to .raise the. standards for teachers' salaries. I should also p�int out 
this: �nee you put the resp?nsibility on the federal government for paying 
a porti.on of teachers' salanes, your local communities and your states a,re 
not gomg to meet the responsibility as much as they should. I believe, in 
other words, that we have seen the local communities and 'the state assum­
ing more of that responsibility. Teachers' salaries very fortunately have 
gone up fi.fty per cent in the last eight years as against only a thirty-four 
per cent nse

. 
for other salaries. This is not enough; it should b� more. But 

I do not beheve that the way to get more salaries for teachers is to have 
�he federal gov�rnment get in with a massive program. My objection here 
1s not the cost m dollars. My objection here is the potential cost .in con­
trols and eventual ... freedom for the American people by giving the 
federal government power over education, and that is the greatest power 
a government can have. 

MR. SMITH: Senator Kennedy's comment? 
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MR. KENNEDY: When uh- the Vice President quotes me in January, 
sixty, I do not believe the .federal government should pay directly teach­
ers' salaries, but that was not the issue before the Senate in February. The 
issue before the Senate was that the money would be given to the state. 
The state then could determine whether the money would be spent for 
school construction or teacher salaries. On that question the Vice Presi­
dent and I disagreed. I voted in favor of that proposal and supported it 
strongly, because I think that that provided assistance to our teachers for 
their salaries without any chance of federal control and it is on that vote 
that th- Mr. Nixon and I disagreed, and his tie vote uh- defeated .. 
hiLbreaking �he tie defeated the proposal. I don't want the federal govern­
ment paymg teachers' salanes directly. But if the money will go to the 
states and the states can then determine whether it shall go for school 
construction_5>r for teachers' salaries, in my opinion you protect the I c 
authority over' the school. board and the school committee. And therefore 

t m a1 was a sound proposal aiid-that is why I supported it and I 
regret that it did not p�ss. Secondly, there #ave been statem§!s mad& 
hat uh- the ocrat1c latform wourcFcos a ood deal ofmone and 

that I am 
" 

unbalancin the b 

is moving aJ1ead. . . 
;MR. SMITH: The next question to Senator Kennedy from Mr. Vanocur. 

MR. VANOCUR: Senator, you've been promising the voters that if you <m! 

elected president you'll try and push through Congress tbills on medical 
--aicl--to the aged, a com rehens1ve m1mmum houri wa e bill, feder 1 ai 
to educatiOn. Now, in the August post-convention session of the Congress, 

en you at least held up the possibility you could one day be president 
and when you had overwhelming majorities, especially in the Senate, you 
could not get action on these bills. Now how do you feel that you'll be able 
to get them in January-

MR. KENNEDY: Well as you take, the bills-* 
MR. VANOCUR: .:_jf you weren't able to get them in August?* 
MR. KENNEDY: If I may take the bills, we ·did pass in the Senate a bill 

uh- to provide a dollar twenty-fi ve cent minimum wage. It failed because 
the House did not pass it and the House failed by eleven votes. And I 
might say that two-thirds of the Republicans in the House voted against a 
dollar twenty-five cent minimum wage and a majority of the Democrats 
sustained it-nearly two-thirds of them voted for the dollar twenty-five. 

* The opening words of Mr. Ke�edy's reply overlapped the last few words of 
Mr� Vanocur's question, partially obscuring both. 
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We were threatened by a veto if we passed a dollar and a quarter;_·it's 
extremely difficult with the great power that the president does to pass any 
bill when the president is opposed to it. All the president needs to sustain· 
his veto of any bill is one-third plus one in either the House or the Senate. 
Secondly, we passed a federal aid to education bill in the Senate. It failed 
to come to the floor of the House of Representatives. It was killed .in the 
Rules Committee. And it is a fact in the August session that the four mem­
bers of the Rules Committee who were Republicans joining with two Dem­
ocrats voted against sending the aid to education bill to the floor of the 
House. Four Democrats voted for it. Every Republican on the Rules Com­
mittee voted against sending that bill to be considered by the members of 
the House of Representatives. Thirdly, on medical care for the aged, this 
is the same fight that's been going on for twenty-five years in Social Secur­
ity. We wanted to tie it to Social Security. We offered an amendment to do 
so. Forty-four Democrats voted for it, one Republican voted for it. And 
we were informed at the time it came to a vote that if it was adopted the 
President of the United States would veto it. In my judgment. a viggmus 
D . · · ent su d b a De ratic ma·orit . in fiFe House 

in the August session which is a clash o parties and mactiQn 
MR. SMITH: Mr. Nixon, comment? 
MR. NIXON: Well obviously my views are a little different. First of all, 

I don't see how it's possible for a one-third of a body, such as the Repub­
licans have in the House and the Senate to stop two-thirds, if the two­
thirds are adequately led. I would say, too, that when Senator Kennedy 
refers to the action of the House Rules Committee, there are eight Dem­
ocrats on that committee and four Republicans. It would seem to me again 
that it is very difficult to blame the four Republicans for the eight Demo­
crats' not getting a something through .that particular committee. I would 
say further that to blame the President in his veto power for the inability 
of the Senator and his colleagues to get action in this special session uh­
misses the mark. When the president exercises his veto power, he has to 
have the people upo- behind him, not just a third of the Congress. Be­
cause let's consider it. If the majority of the members of the Congress felt 
that these particular proposals were good issues�the majority of those 
who were Democrats..,-why didn't they pass them and send to the President 
and get a veto and have an issue? The reason why these particular bills in 
these various fields that have been mentioned were not passed was not 
because the President was against them; it was because the people were 
against them. It was because they were too extreme. And I am convinced 
that the alternate proposals that I have, that the Republicans have in the 
field of health, in the field of education, in the field of welfare, because 
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they are not extreme, because they will accomplish the end uh- without 
too great cost in dollars or in freedom, that they could get through the 
next Congress. 

MR. SMITH: The next question to Vice President Nixon fa- from Mr. 
Fleming. . 

MR. FLEMING: Mr. Vice President, do I take it then you believ� that 
you can work better with Democratic majorities in the House and Senate 
than Senator Kennedy could work with Democratic majorities in the 
House and Senate? 

MR. NIXON: I would say this: that we, of course, expect to pick up some 
seats in both in the House and the Senate. Uh- We would hope to control 
the House, to get a majority in the House uh- in this election. We can­
not, of course, control the Senate. I would say that a president will be able 
to lead-a president will be able to get his program through-to the effect 
that he has the support of the country, the support of the people. Some­
times we-we get the opinion that in getting programs through the House 
or the Senate it's purely a question of legislative finagling and all that sort 
of thing. It isn't really that. Whenever a majority of the people are for a 
program, the House and the Senate responds to it. And whether this House 
and Senate, in the next session is Democratic or Republican, if the country 
will have voted for the candidate for the presidency and for the pro­
posals that he has made, I believe that you will find that the president, if 
it were a Republican, as it would be in my case, would be able to get his 
program through that Congress. Now, I also say that as far as Senator 
Kennedy's proposals are concerned, that, again, the question is not simply 
one of·uh- a presidential veto stopping programs. You must always re­
member that a president can't stop anything unless he has the people 
behind him. And the reason President Eisenhower's vetoes have been sus­
tained-the reason the Congress does not send up bills to him which they 
think will be vetoed-is because the people and the Congress, the majority 
of them, know the country is behind the President. 

MR. SMITH: Senator Kennedy. 
MR. K,ENNEDY: Well, now let's look at these bills that the Vice President 

suggests were too extreme. One was a bill for a dollar twenty-five cents 
an hour Jor anyone who works in a store or company that has a million 
dollars a year business. I don't think that's extreme at all; and yet nearly 
two-thirds to three-fourths of the Republicans in the House of Represen­
tatives voted against that proposal. Secondly was the federal aid to educa­
tion bill. It- it was a very uh- because of the defeat of teacher salaries, 
it was not a bill that uh.,-- met in my opinion the need. The fact of the 
matter is it was a bill that was less than you recommended, Mr. Nixon, 
this morning in your proposal. It was not an extreme bill and yet we could 
not get one Republican to join, at least I think four of the eight Democrats 
voted to send it to the floor of the House-not one Republican-and they 
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joined with those Democrats who were opposed to it. I don't say the Dem­
ocrats are united in their support of the program. But I do say a majority 
�re. A�d I say � majority of the Republicans are opposed to it. The third 
IS medical care for the aged which is tied to Social Security, which is 
financed out of Social Security funds. It does not put a deficit on the 
Treasury. The proposal advanced by you and by Mr. Javits would have 
cost six �undred millions of dollars-Mr. Rockefeller rejected it in New 
Yor.k, said h� didn't agree with the financing at all, said it ought to be on 
S�c1al. Secunty. So these are three programs which are quite moderate. I 

thmk It s?ows the difference -between the two -parties. One party is ready 
to move m these programs. The other party gives them lip service. 

MR. SMITH: Mr. Warren's question for Senator Kennedy. 
MR. WARREN: Senator Kennedy, on another subject, Communism is so 

often described as an ideology or a belief that exists somewhere other 
than in the United States. Let me ask you, sir: just ho� serious a threat 
to our national security are these Communist subversive activities in the 
United States today? 

MR. KENNEDY: Well, I think they're serious. ·I think it's a matter that 
we should continue to uh- give uh- great care and attention to. We 
should support uh- the laws which the United States has passed in .order 
to protect us from uh- those who would destroy us from within. We 
should sustain uh- the Department of Justice in its efforts and the F.B.I., 
and we should be continually alert. I think if the United States is main­
taining a strong society here in the United States, I think that we can meet 
any internal threat. The major threat is external and will continue. 

MR. SMITH: Mr. Nixon, comment? 
MR. NIXON· 'th Senator Ken ned 's a 

r�ect. The question of Commumsm Wit m the Umied States has 
one that has worried us in the past. It is one that will continue to be a 
problem for years to come. We have to remember that the cold war that 
Mr. Khrushchev is waging and his colleagues are waging, is waged all over 
the world and it's waged right here in the United States. That's why we 
ha.ve t� continue to be alert. It is also essential in being alert that we be 
fair; fair because by being fair we uphold the very freedoms that the Com­
munists would destroy. We uphold the standards of conduct which they 
would never follow. And, in this connection, I think that uh-we ... must 
look to the future having in mind ·the fact that we fight Communism at 
home not only by our laws to deal with Communists uh- the few who do 
become Communists and the few who do become tra- feilow

. 
travelers 

but we also fight Communism jan/ ... at home by moving against thos� 
various injustices which exist in our society which die Communists feed 
upon. And in that connection I again would say that while Senator Ken­
nedy says we are for the status quo, I . .. do ... believe that he uh­
would agree that I _:m just as sincere in believing that my �roposals for 

. --==- � 
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federal aid to education, m 1���h:i�s.
=-

The question again is noi one of goals-we're for iliose goa s­
. it's mie ef means. 

MR. SMITH: Mr. Vanocur's question for Vice President Nixon. 
MR. VANOCUR: Mr. Vice President uh- in one of your earlier state­

ments you said we've moved ahead, we've built more schools, we've built 
more hospitals. Now, sir, isn't it true that the building of more schools is 
a ... local matter for financing? Uh- Were you claiming that the Eisen­
hower Administration was responsible for the building of these schools, 
or is it the local school districts that provide for .it? 

MR. NIXON: Not at all. As a matter of fact your question brings out a 
point that I very glad to make. Too often in appraising whether we are 
moving ahead or not we think only of what the federal government is 
doing. Now that isn't the test of whether America moves. The test of 
whether America moves is whether the federal government, plus the state 
government, plus the local government, plus the biggest segment of all­
individval enterprise-moves. We have for example a gross national prod­
uct of approximately five hundred billion dollim. Roughly a hundred bil­
lion to a hundred and a quarter billion of that is the result of government 
activity. Four hundred billion, approximately, is a result of what individ­
uals do. Now, the reason the Eisenhower Administration has moved, the 
reason that we've had the funds, for example, locally to build the schools, 
and the hospitals, and the highways, to make the progress that we have, is 
because this Administration has encouraged individual enterprise; and it 
has resulted in the greatest expansion of the private sector of the economy 
that has ever been witnessed in an eight-year period. And that is growth. 
That is the growth that we are looking for; it is the growth that this 
Administration has supported and that its policies have stimulated. 

MR. SMITH: Senator Kennedy. 
MR. KENNEDY: Well, I must say that the reason that the schools have 

been constructed is because the local school districts were willing to in­
crease the property taxes to a tremendously bigh figure.:...in my opinion, 
almost to the point of diminishing returns in order to sustain these schools. 
Secondly, I think we have a rich uh--'-- country. And I think we have a 
powerful cou!]try. I think what we have to do, however, is have the 
president and the leadership set before our country exactly what we must 

. do in the next decade; if we're going to maintain our security in education, 
in economic growth, in development of natural resources. The Soviet 
Union is making great gains. It isn't enough to compare what might have 
been done eight years ago, or ten years ago, or fifteen years ago, or twenty 
years ago. l want to compare what we're doing with what our adversaries 
are doing, so that by the year 1970 the United States is ahead in education, 
in health, in building, in homes, in economic strength. I think that's the 
big assignment, the big task, the big function of the federal government. 
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MR. SMITH: Can I have the summation time please? We've c;ompleted 
our questions and our comments, and in just a moment, we'll have the 
summation time. 

VOICE: This will allow three minutes and twenty seconds for the sUm­
mation by each candidate. 

MR. SMITH: Three minutes and twenty seconds for each candidate. Vice 
President Nixon, will you make the first summation? 

MR. NIXON : Thank you, Mr. Smith. Senator Kennedy. First of all, I 
think it is well to put in perspective where we really do stand with regard 
to the Soviet Union in this whole matier of growth. The Savi� l@�Q� has 
been moving faster than we have. But the reason for that IS o v1 : h�y 

""stitt from a metn I£'ti' base. Although they havheen movmg F.i�ter m 
growth than we have, we find, for example, today that their total ¥ross 
national product is only forty-four per cent of our total gross national 
product. That's the same percentage that it was twenty years. ago. And �s 
far as the absolute gap is concerned, we fin� that the Umted States IS 

even further ahead than it was twenty years ago. Is this any reason for 
complacency? Not at all. Because these are determined men. They are 
fanatical men. And we have to get the very most of uh- out uh- out of 
our economy.· agree with Senator Kennedy complete] ori that score. 
Where we disagree 1s m t e means a o ge 
of our economy. I respectfully submit that Senator �eoged.Y_Joo__oft� 

..would q# too much go the federal government1 on w at 1t would do to 
s;;lve our prohler;g,s tq stiiDulafe growth ! believe that when we exami�e 

the Democratic platform, when we examine the proposals that he has dis­
cussed tonight, when we compare them with the proposals that I have 
made, that these proposals that he makes would not result in greater 
growth for this country than would be the case if we followed the programs 
that I have advocated. There are many of the points that he has made 
that I would like to comment upon. The one in the field of. health is worth 
mentioning. Our health program-the one that Senator Javits and other 
Republican Senators, as well as I supported-is one that provides for all 
people over sixty-five who want health insurance, the_ opportunity to

_ 
have 

it if they want it. It provides a choice of having either government msur­
ance or private insurance. But it compels nobody to have in!i_urance who 
does not want it. His program under Social Security, would require every­
body who had Sociai Security to take government health insurance whether 
he wanted it or not. And it would not cover several million people who are 
not covered by Social Security at all. Here is one place where I think that 
our program does a better job than his. The other point that I would make 
is this: this downgrading of how much things cost I think many of our 
people will understand better when. they .look at what happened whe�­
during the Truman Administration when the government was spendmg 
more than it took in-we found savings over a lifetime eaten up by infla-
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· tion. We found the people who could least afford it-people on retired 
incomes uh-people on fixed incomes-we found them unable to meet 
their bills at the end of the month. It is essential that a man who's president 
.of this country certainly stand for every program that will mean for growth. 
And I stand for programs that will mean growth and progress. But it is 
also essential that he not allow a dollar spent that could be better spent 
by the people themselves. 

-

MR. SMITH: Senator Kennedy, your conclusion. 
MR. KENNEDY: The point was made by Mr. Nixon that the Soviet pro­

duction is only forty-four per cent of ours. I must say that forty-four per 
cent and that Soviet country is causing us a good deal of trouble tonight. 
I want to make sure that it stays in that relationship. I don't want to see 
the day when it's sixty per cent· of ours, and seventy and seventy-five an� 
eighty and ninety per cent of ours, with all the f?rce and power that. 1t 
could bring to bear in order to cause our destruction. Secondly, the Y1ce 
President mentioned medical care for the aged. Our program was an 
amendment to the Kerr bill. The Kerr bill provided assistance to all those 
who were not on Social Security. I think it's a very clear contrast. In 
1935, when the Social Security Act was written, ninety-four out of ninety­
five Republicans voted against it. Mr. Landon ran in 1936 to repeal it. In 
August of 1960, when we tried to get it again, but this time for m

_
edical c�re, 

we received the support of one Republican in the Senate on th1s occasiOn. 
Thirdly, I think the question before .the American people is: as they look 
at this country and as they look the world around them, th� goals are the 
same for all Americans. The means are at question. The means are at 
issue. If you feel that everything that is being done now is

_ 
satisfactor�, 

that the relative power and prestige and strength of the Umted Sta:e� IS 

increasing in relation to that of the Communists; that we've b- gammg 
more security, that we are achieving everything as a nation that we should 
achieve, that we are achieving a better life for our citizens and greater 
strength, then I agree. I think you should vote for Mr. Nixon. But if ou 
feel t move again in the · · that-the-fu 
president is to set before the peop e the unfinished business of our sotiet 
a·s e es e a or__ ur eo le-
w at we must do as a societ to meet our needs in this countr and ro ecr--
our se us-e--o ree om. s sal<ninh�--beginning-;-tlre-
question before us all, that faces all Republicans and all Democra�s, is: �an 
freedom in the next generation ... conquer, or are the Commumsts gomg 
to be successful? That's the great issue. And if we meet our responsibilities 
I think freedom will conquer. If we fail, if we fail to move ahead, if we fail 
to develop sufficient military and economic and social strength here in this 
country, then I think that uh- the tide could begin to run against us. 
And I don't want historians, ten years from now, to say, these were the 
years when the tide ran out for the United States. I want them to say 
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these were the years when the tide came in; these were the years when the United States started to move again, That's the question before the Amer­ican people, and only you can decide what you want, what you want this country to be, what you want to do with the future. I think we're ready to move. And it is to that great task, if we're successful, that we will address ourselves. 
MR. SMITH: Thank you very much, gentlemen. This hour has gone by all too quickly. Thank you very much for permitting us to presen_t the next president of the United States on this unique program, I've been asKed by the candidates to thank the American networks and the affiliated sta­tions for providing time and facilities for this joint appearance. Other debates in this series will be announced later and will be on different sub­jects. This is Howard K Smith. Good night from Chicago, 
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Strategic Mobility 

AMST - Opening Statement 

Senator Leahy of Vermont made an investigation into the Strategic Mobility area. 
This investigation was motivated by the committee•s deep concer·n over the ability 
of the U.S. Government and our NATO allies to provide a credible conventional 
deterrent to preclude war with the Warsaw-Pact countries. In reviewing the section 
related to the AMST several serious questions become very apparent. 

Question 

1. What is the basic requirement? The Army is only just n0\'1 getting underway to 
study and hopefully define what the real need and operational use of an AMST will 
be. They are scheduled to complete the study in ·mid 1977. 

(AF ans: Sec. of the Army Calloway, in a letter to Congressman McFall, stated the 
full Anny support of the AMST. They have been kept fully a\'lare of our program 
and the capabilities of our prototypes.} 

Response: Being aware is one thing, establishing definative requirements is another. 
, Do you have a specified Army requirement at this time1 

(AF ans: No, sir) 

Question 

2. r�y next concern is your reported consideration to provide a strategic capability, 
even carry heavy tanks·, although I understand there is no requirement for this 
capabi 1 i ty. 

(AF ans: There is no requirement to carry the M-60 Tank in the A�1ST. In view of 
the shortfall of strategic airlift we want to investigate the contribution that 
minor changes to the configuration might make to that shortfall.} 

Response: Information contained in the airlift hearings and in the trade journals 
.indicate thi�gs like new engines, new and larger wings, .and stretched fuselages. 
These hardly seem minor. The present cost projections indicate an AMST will cost 
in excess of 20.0 Mil. dollars per unit program cost. These new options, if 
exercised, would run the cost even higher. Furthermore, if the intent is to make 
a strategic airlifter out of this aircraft, then the whole purpose for which the 

Congress approved the Ai-lST prototype program is wrong. If the intent is strategic, 
I would seriously question the �eed to replace the C-141 fleet and the C-130 fleet 
at this time, or with this aircraft. It would appear that a whole new program 
would be required. It is very difficult for this committee to evaluate these 
options without a firm requirement. 



- 2 -

Question 

3. Dr. Currie has testified that programmed improvements to the existing tactical 
force make the present force a competitor in modernization of the tactical fleet. 

(AF ans: We have looked at these options as proposed by Lockheed and while they 
appear attractive on the surface, they have several serious deficiencies.) 

1. The box size is restrictive. We need the wider higher AMST box size to 
carry the larger, Army equipment like the 811 self propelled gun. 

2. The airspeed is 100 knots faster and so makes the AMST more productive. 

3. The greater payload of the AMST also adds to the productivity on about a 
2 to 1 basis) 

Response: It appears to me that speed over the short distances in NATO is of little 
consequence and as far as box size and payload are concerned, how can this committee 
make any sensible evaluation of this type of trade-off when the Army has not even 
defined what it is they want to move and how they want to move it? It1s difficult 
for me to understand how, with the extensive road network in Europe, it is possible 
to marshall, load, fly, and unload a brigade or a division in less time than it 
takes to drive the equipment 100 to 200 miles or less. 

Question· ·· · 

4. The design-to-cost goal has gone up from $5.0 million at the 300th unit and 
now we are looking at a $21.6 million per unit program cost based upon the present 
AMST configuration� If some of the options that we understand you are looking at 
are exercised, the cost goes even higher. 

Would the· Air Force really consider placing such an expensive machine in the 
forward area? I remember situations in Vietnam when the C-1301s were withheld and 
Air Drop was used to prevent losses and they only cost a few million dollars each 
at that time. 

(AF ans: ? - Probably air superiority - - It is ground ·based anti-aircraft and 
surface to surface missiles at the airhead that create the problem.) 

Question 

5. All of the foregoing leads me to my major concern. At this particular time 
can the basic requirement to modernize our Tactical Airlift Force really be 
resolved without a definite requirement from the Army? How can this corrunittee 
determine at this time whether new aircraft, or improvement to our existing force 

. or even no modernization at all may be the correct course of action. Before the 
Air Force can move into a position of proposing a full scale development program, 
it seems to me that a much more justifiable Program Requirement must be established 
and full consideratioQ by this committee must be given to all alternatives available 
for meeting this requirement. Whatever the final requirement turns out to be. 
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OU!'LINE OF THE FORD RECORD 

THEME 1: Gerald Ford has always been a strong and consistent 
supporter of Richard Nixon; it should not be surprising 
that in many respects the Ford Admi.n:istration has bea:::me an 
uninterrupted a:mtinuation of the Nixon Admiriistration. 

A. Congressman Ford strongly, consistently, and often blindly 
supported Pres1dent N1xon. 

1. Support level: 

a. Ford supported Nixon's public position on legislation 
in over 80% of roll call votes during 1969-1973 period; he 
opposed Nixon only 11%; supported 100% on veto overrides. 

b. In 3 of the 5 sessions of Congress that Ford served 
under Nixon, he was one of the top 4 supporters of Nixon 
in the entire House of Representatives. In 1973, 
only one other Congressman supported Nixon on more roll 
calls than did Ford. 

c. Such high support transcended the obligation of a 
Republican Congressional leader. By comparison, Ford's 
counterpart in the Senate, Minority Leader, Hugh Scott, 
supported Nixon on only 71% of roll call votes during 
the same period; and he was never among Nixon's top 
five Senate supporters. 

2. Support of Specific Nixon Actions and Policies: 

a. At specific White House request, initiated move to 
impeach Justice Douglas with evidence which was supplied 
by John Mitchell , and which had never been proven tnle. 

b. At specific White House request, and admittedly without 
checking the accuracy of the allegations, led effort 
to kill House Banking Committee investigation of 
Watergate before 1972 election. 

c. Defended Nixon's integrity and honesty on the floor of 
the House of Representatives, fully knowing that Nixon 
had lied about the secret bombings of Cambodia in 1970. 

d. Publicly supported Nixon's nomination of Clement Haynsworth 
and G. Harold Carswell to the Supreme Court (it was the 
disappointment at their defeat that led Ford to begin 
his impeachment inquiry of Justice Douglas) .• 

e. Introduced and fought for Nixon's bill to gut the 
extension of the Voting Rights Act. 
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f. Supported Nixon's handling of "May Day" war protest 
in D. C. (subsequently held unconstitutional). 

g. Supported Nixon's plan to bail out Lockheed with a $250 
million Federal loan guarantee. 

h. Supported Nixon's plan to develop a multi-billion dollar 
ABM system. 

i. Supported and fought for the "no-knock" and "preventive 
detention" provisions of Nixon's crime legislation. 

j. Fully supported Nixon's wage and price control program 
(though such support meant abandoning a 20-year record 

of opposition by Ford to wage and price controls). 
Fully supported Nixon's new China policy (though such 
support meant abandoning a 20-year record of opposition 
by Ford to eased relations with China). Of such abrupt 
chang�s, J. F. ter Horst, Ford's First Press Secretary, 
wrote: "Ford found himself scrambling to keep up with 
the surprise moves by the White House. But each time 
he managed to put aside past objections to such decisions 
and come to Nixon's defense." 

k. Supported Nixon's invasion of Cambodia. 

1. Supported all of Nixon's bombing operations in North 
Vietnam and Nixon's mining of Haiphong Harbor, as well 
as the rest of Nixon's Vietnam policy. J. F. ter Horst: 
"Time and again, Ford pulled together the necessary 
Republican and conservative Southern votes to dilute 
and defeat the numerous end-the-war measures that dogged 
Nixon throughout 1972." 

m. Supported Nixon's opposition to the War Powers Act 
(designed to limit a President's ability to engage 

in war without Congressional approval); led unsuccessful 
fight to uphold Nixon's veto. 

n. Supported without reservation or qualification Nixon's 
handling of Watergate. 

3. Opposition to Nixon policies: 

a. Although Ford voted against Nixon's position from time 
to time on relatively minor legislation, he virtually 
never deviated from the Nixon position on any legislation 
or other matter that N�xon was really concerned about. 

b. In 4� years, probably the most significant Ford departure 
from Nixon's position was his opposition to the Nixon 
proposal to permit use of highway trust fund money for 
mass transit projects in urban areas; and that opposition 
can be readily attributed to Ford's Michigan car­
producing constituency. 
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B. Although he was Vice-President for only nine months, Ford 
continued to indicate in that short period his blind, unyielding 
support for Richard Nixon. He did that by persistently defending 
Nixon's Watergate actions and attacking Nixon's Watergate critics. 
That loyalty to Nixon easily transcended the loyalty that any 
Vice-President owes to a President, or any Republican leader 
to a Republican President. With the possible exception of 
Senator Dole, no other Republican so blindly supported Nixon's 
every move during this period. 

1. Examples of Ford's Vice-Presidential performance: 

a. Fully supported Nixon's firing of Special Prosecutor 
Cox; said that Nixon had "no other choice, after Mr. Cox 
-- who was afte�\ all a subordinate-refused to a�pt the 
compromise solution to the tapes issue." 1 0/2 0/73 
(prior to confirmation) 

b. Agreed with Nixon's definition of an impeachable offense 
as one involving "treason, bribery, and other high crimes 
and misdemeanors." While leading move to impeach Justice 
Douglas, Ford said impeachable offense was anything a 
majority of the House of Representatives decided. 1 2/9/73 

c. Accused AFL-CIO, ADA and "other Powerful pressure organiza­
tions" of waging "an all-out attack against the President"; 
referred to the President's opponents as "super welfare 
staters"; labeled Watergate "a grotesque sideshow". 
Ford later admitted that his speech had been drafted 
by the Nixon White House. 1/ 15/74 

d. Stated that Nixon has evidence to exonerate himself, 
but that he (Ford) does not need to look at the evidence 
because he trusts Nixon's word about the evidence. 
1/25/74 

e. Stated that Nixon has supplied more tapes to the Special 
Prosecutor than had been sought; the same day the Special 
Prosecutor said Ford was wrong. 2/3/74 

f. Praised Nixon's "good Faith and Trust" in agreeing to 
pay $476,000 in back taxes that the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation determined Nixon 
owed. (Nixon hasapparently still failed to pay the $ 171,000 
in back taxes that he is not legally required to pay) . 
4/4/74 

g. Admitted to being only "a little disappointed" by the 
transcripts released by Nixon. 5/3/74 

h. Stated that Nixon's being named an unindicted co­
conspirator did not change his Faith in Nixon's innocence. 
6/7/74 
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i. Attacked "nameless leakers" who were undercutting "the 
greatest President for peace in our history." 6/15/74 

j. Stated that "any President under his constitutional 
authority as Commander-in-Chief can order certain rather 
drastic actions, including a break-in." 6/28/74 

k. Reviewed the transcripts as follows: "The thing that 
is small, but I think it is significant, is that in none 
of the tapes or transcripts that I've seen did you see 
people who were there say 'Mr. President.' I happen 
to think in deference to the office even people as close 
as that group ought to refer to the President as 'Mr. 

President.' I do. I know others do. And that, which 
is small, bothered me as much as anything." 7/24/74 

1. Stated that he could say "from the bottom of my heart 
that the President of the United States is right." 
7/24/74 

m. Branded the House Judiciary Committee impeachment 
proceedings "a travesty" for not having produced more 
specific charges against Nixon. 7/20/74 

n. Stated that he still believed "the President is innocent 
of any impeachable offense" (8/3/74): and that he did 
not want "any impression created that I've changed my 
mind about the President's innocence." (8/4/74) 

. (These statements were made after Haig had informed 
Ford about the contents of the final, "smoking-gun" 
Watergate tape). 

· 

C. Upon becoming President, Ford continued his 25-year loyalty 
and protection of Nixon. 

1. Pardon of Nixon 

a. The pardon was unprecendented in American legal history. 
It was in effect negotiated with its recipient: it was 
negotiated in total secrecy and without the knowledge 
or consent of the Justice Department (Special Prosecutor's 
Office). It was offered prior to any judicial proceedings; 
and its recipient never admitted guilt for any Watergate 
actions. 

b. Ford's explanation: Pardon would remove the Watergate 
issue from national concern and would spare Nixon from 
further suffering. (Ford had been informed by Jaworski, 
though he did not so reveal in his explanation, that it 
was "absolutely certain" Nixon would be indicted.) 
That explanation, offered when the pardon was granted 
and when Ford testified before the House Judiciary 
Committee, left the following questions unanswered: 

(1) Why the normal Justice Department pardon procedure 
through_which ·every_ other� pardon application must go --

�c�- had-to_-be subverted? � - - - -
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(2) Why the o ther Watergate defendants had not also 
suffered enough to warrant pardons? 

(3) Why had Nixon not been required to admit he 
violated any law or was involved in a cover-up, 
rather than be allowed to say only that there had 
been"mistakes" in his handling of Watergate? 

c. Prior Commitment 

(1) Ford was adamant that prior to assuming the Presidency, 
he made no commi.trnent to Nixon or his staff to grant 
a pardon. There is no firm contrary evidence, though 
it is clear (and Ford admits) that the question of 
a pardon was discussed while he was still Vice­
President. 

(2) The fact that there technically was no prior com­
mitment is really irrelevent: given Ford's long­
standing fri�ndship, support and admiration for 
Nixon, and the fact he owed his job to Nixon, no 
firm commitment was necessary for Ford to know what 
was expected of him. 

2. Watergate Tapes and Papers 

(a) Ford, for the American government, entered into an 

(b) 

agreement with Nixon (at the time of thepardon) that would 
have given Nixon permanent control over all of the. Watergate 
tapes and papers; like the pardon, the agreement was 
arrived at in secret and without the consent of the Special 
Prosecutor's Office. 

Terms: 
for the 
destroy 
death. 
action. 

immediate control to Nixon; government access only 
Watergate trials and appeals; right by Nixon to 
after 5 years; automatic destruction after Nixon's 
This agreement was quickly nullified by Congressional 

SPECIAL NOTE: In the pardon and tapes negotiations, the 
United States government was represented by Benton Becker, 
a private lawyer who had prepared the infol:matian for Ford -

in the tbuglas · inpeachment inquiry; Becker was Ford's 'Choiee as 
negotiator. 

· 

3. Transition Funds 

(a) Ford requested an appropriation of $850,000 for presidential 
transition expenses, $60,000 for Nixon's pension, a n d 
$96,000 for staff for the nine months after the resignation. 

(b) Congress cut the $850,000 amount to $200,000.(The requested 
appropriation was exactly the amount recommended to Ford 
by Nixon's former staff.) 
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D. Throughout his presidency, Ford has demonstrated that his 
presidency is merely a re-named extension of Nixon's by, among 
other things : (1) using and promoting Nixon's appointees, 
and by (2) operating the government in the Nixon manner: 

1. Nixon Appointees 

(a) Transition: instead of following the advice of his 
transition team of informal advisors (Scranton, Laird, 
Buchen, Whitehead, etc.), Ford failed to replace quickly 
the key Nixon appointees and to, thereby, establish 
his own administration. His failure to do so set 
the entire tone for the Ford Administration -- a continua­
tion of the Nixon Administration. 

(b ) The following key Nixon appointees were kept on for 
the first five months of the Administration 
(through the end of 1974): 

1. James Schlesinger - S,ecretary of Defense 
2. Caspar Weinberger - Secretary of HEW 
3. James Lynn - Secretary of HUD 
4. Rogers Morton - S ecretary of Interior 
5. Claude Brinegar - Se�retary of Transportation 
6. Fred Dent - Secretary of Commerce 
7. Roy Ash - OMB Director 
8. Ken Cole - Domestic Council Director 
9. William B. Saxbe - Attorney General 

10. Peter J. Brennan - Secretary of Labor 

(c) The following key Nixon appointees were not only 
kept through 1974 but are still on the job in 1976: 

1. Henry Kissinger - Secretary of State 
2. William Simon - Secretary of Treasury 
3. Earl Butz - Secretary of Agriculture 
4. Alan Greenspan - Chairman, CEA 
5. Arthur Burns, Chairman of the Federal Reserve Board 

(d) The following key Nixon appointees were appointed by 
Ford to other major Federal positions: 

1. Alexander Haig, Chief of Staff to NATO Commander 
2. George Bush, Ambassador to China to CIA Director 
3. Peter Flanigan, White House business community 

liaison to Ambassador of Spain (withdrawn) 
4. Carla Hills, Assistant Attorney General to 

Secretary of HUD . 
5. Elliot Richardson, Attorney General to Ambassador 

to England and Secretary of Commerce 
6. James Lynn, Secretary of HUD to OMB Director 
7. Fred Dent, Secretary of Commerce to Special Represen­

tative for Trade Negotiations 
8. Don Rumsfeld, Ambassador to NATO to White House 

assistant and Secretary of Defense 
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9. Thomas Kleppe, Administrator, SBA to Secretary of 
Interior 

10. William Saxbe, Attorney General to Ambassador 
to India 

11. Rogers Morton, Secretary of Interior to Secretary 
of Commerce 

12. Brent Scowcroft, Deputy Assistant for National 
Security Affairs to Assistant for NSA 

13. Max Friedersdorf, Deputy Assistant for Legislative 
Affairs to Assistant for Legislative Affairs 

14. William J. Baroody, Jr., Deputy to Counsellor to 
President to Assistant to President 

15. Kent Frizzell, Solicitor General of Interior Dept. 
to Undersecretary of Interior 

16. Frank Zarb, Associate Director, OMB to Administrator,FE 
17. Richard Roudebush, Deputy Administrator of VA 

to Administrator of VA 
18. David Gergen, White House speechwriter to Director 

White House Office of Communications 
19. Laurence Silbennan, Deputy Attorney General to 

Ambassador to Portugal 
20. Robert Seamans, Secretary of Army to ERDA Adminis­

trator 
21. Nathanial Davis, Assistant Secretary of State to 

Ambassador to Switzer land 
22. Frank Carlucci, Under secretary of HEW to Ambassador 

to Portugal 
23. John ;M:::Lucas, Secretary of Air Force to FAA Adm inistra­

tor 
24. Thomas Enders, Assistant Secretary of State to 

Ambassador to CAnada 

(e) The following Nixon appointees to major regulatory 
agenc1es have been reappointed by Ford: 

1. Richard O'Melia (CAB) 
2. Robert Gresham (ICC) 
3. Raymond Bell (Foreign Claims Settlement Commission) 
4. A,bbot ·washbu.rn (FCC) 
5. Garth Marston (Federal Home Loan Bank Board) 
6. Ethel Bert Walsh (EEOC) 
7. George Ives (National Mediation Board) 
8. Kay McMurray (National Mediation Board) 

2. Operating the government in the Nixon manner - Nixon operated the 
government in a manner that proved to be the most corrupt, deceitful, 
secretive, inefficient and expensive in the nation's history. The 
continuation by Ford of so many of the Nixon practices is further 
evidence that in many respects the Ford "Administration is merely cin 
extension of the Noon Administration: 

A Frequent and Unwarranted U se of the Veto 

1. Nixon-Ford 

(a) The Nixon-Ford Administration has vetoed 98 public 
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bills; 30 of those vetoes were pocket vetoes, which 
Congress had no legal opportunity to override. Of the 
68 vetoes which legally could be overriden, Congress 
overrode 15. By comparison, in his eight years, 
Eisenhower had only two vetoes overriden. (Kennedy and 
Johnson had none) 

(b) All 89 of those vetoes were on bills concerned with 
such fields as health, job expansion, education, minimum 
wages, housing, environmental and consumer protection, 
veterans' benefits and small business. None were con­
cerned with military spending, subsidies for floundering 
corporations, loopholes for special interests, or tax 
breaks for the wealthy. 

2. Major Nixon Vetoes - Nixon vetoed 43 public bills, 5 of 
those were overriden. 

(a) Economy, jobs 

--bill to authorize $9.5 billion for federal manpower 
training and public service employment programs ('70) 

--bill to authorize $5.7 billion in accelerated public 
works projects in Appalachian region ('71) 

--bill to raise minimum wage to $2.20 per hour ('73) 

(b) Human Needs 

--bill to extend Older Americans Act and to 
strengthen Administration on Aging ('72) 

--bill to authorize $800 million in FY '73 and 
$975 million in FY "74 to assist states in providing 
vocational rehabilitation to the handicapped ('72) 

--bill to authorize $450 million for program of expanded 
health care for veterans ('72) 

--bill to authorize $185 million to assist state and 
local jurisdictions establish Emergency Medical 
System ( '73) 

--bill to authorize $2.6 billion for vocational 
authority ( '73) 

(c) Environment 

--bill to authorize $24.7 billion for federal water 
pollution control; $18 billion for construction of 
local waste treatment plants ('72) (overriden) 

--bill to establish a national environmental data 
bank to store local, state, federal information 
( I 72) 
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-- bill to authorize federal funds for mineral 
research and training institute in each state ('72) 

-- bill to require president to spend $300 million 
for rural and water sewer grants ('73) 

(d) Foreign Affairs 

-- bill to cut off funds to USIA if it failed to meet 
a demand for information by Senate. Foreign Relations 
Commit tee ( ' 7 3) 

--resolution to control president's ability to 
commit country to war without Congressional consent 
(War Powers Resolution ('73) (Overriden) 

3. Major Ford Vetoes - Ford has � 55 bills in a 2 year 
tenure; 10 of those vetoes were overriden; no 
president since Andrew Johnson has had such a high per­
centage of his vetoes overriden. 

(a) Economy, jobs 

--bill to provide $5.3 billion for emergency jobs 
(1 million full time; 840,000 summer, ('75) 
(reason for veto: more than he wanted to spend) 

-- bill to provide funds for additional day care center 
teachers ( ' 7 6) 

-- bill to provide $6.36 billion for public works jobs -
to create 600,000 - 800,000 new jobs ( '76) (claimed 
cost would be intolerably high) 

-- bill to allow picketing and strikes against all 
employees at a single construction site ( '76) 
(claimed parties to it disagreed on bill) 

-- bill to strengthen protection of migrant farm 
workers ('74) 

(b) Human Needs 

--bill to increase educational benefits for post- Korean 
and Vietnam War veterans by 22.7 percent; increase 
vocational aid for the disabled by 18.2 percent; 
extend entitlement period for veterans seeking under 
graduate degrees from 36-45 months ('74) (overriden) 

-- bill to authorize grants for family planning, 
mental health centers, migrant health centers, 
control of epilepsy, Huntington's disease, hemophelia, 
rape prevention ('75) 

-- bill to increase the number of children eligible 
for !;Ch()ol lunch subsidies ( '75) (overriden) 
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--bill to provide $7.9 billion for various educational 
programs ('75} overriden} 

--bill to extend health revenue sharing programs, 
family planning programs, community health centers, 
National Health Service Corps programs and assitance 
to nurse training ('75} (overriden} 

--bill to provide $25 million for training of nurses 
( I 75} 

-bill to provide $1. 2 billion· in housing assistance 
for help in meeting rent and mortgage payments; 
provide federal loans for mortgage payments ('75} 

(c) Energy and Environment 

--bill establishing federal standards for strip 
mining ( '74} ( '75} 

--bill to make certain that right-of-ways in National 
Wildlife Refuge System are most protective of 
enviroiliiEilt ( ' 7 4 } 

--bill to require 20 percent of gross tonnage of all 
oil imports in bulk on ocean vessels for import in 
U.S. be transported on U.S. flag commercial vessels 
( I 7 4} 

--bill to extend price controls (Emergency Petroleum 
Act '73} for petroleum and other oil products 
('75} claimed domestic oil prices would be kept too 

low} 

--bill to suspend for 90 days, president's authority 
to increase tariffs on petroleum ('75} (claimed 
increased import fees were necessary} 

--bill to continue controlled prices at existing 
rate for old oil and to roll back price of new oil 
from the existing uncontrolled prices ('75} 

(d) Foreign Affairs 

--bill to include Secretary of Treasury as statutory 
member of NSC in order to include the chief economic 
spokesmen in international economic policy formulation 
('75} 

--bill to reimburse state and local governments for 
protective services provided to foreign missions 
and visiting officials ('75} 

(e) Agriculture 

--bill to increase "target prices" and price support 
loans for cotton and grain and price supports for 
milk products ('75} 
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--bill to provide for quarterly adjustments in 
the support price of milk at 85 percent of parity 
( I 75) 

--bill to require the support price of manufactured 
milk be established at not less than 85 percent 
of parity price ( '75) 

--bill to increase formula for determining tobacco 
price support levels ( '75) 

(f) Public Employees 

--bill to provide Federal errployees wi� scree of the 
rights of private sector errployees ( '76) 

(B) Frequent and Unwarranted Impoundment of Appropriated Funds 

1. Nixon 

(a) Nixon was the first president to regularly impound 
lawfully appropriated funds in order to kill programs 
he did not like; until Nixon, impoundment has been 
used primarily as a financial management device, a 
tool to defer spending until more appropraite times. 

(b) Nixon saw impoundment as an item veto device, 
and he �mpounded funds at record rates. 

(1) Nixon impounded an average of $20 billion a 
year for FY '73 and FY '74. 

(2) During his 5� years, Nixon impounded triple 
the amount of funds impounded in the 3 previous 
adminstrations. 

(c) Because of the Nixon impoundments, many of 
which were held illegal by Federal Courts, the Budget 
and Impoundment Act of '74 was enacted to provide 
some Congressional oversight of impoundment. At the 
time of the enactment, $20.4 billion was being 
impounded. 

2. Ford 

(a) Ford has continued without any change the Nixon 
practice of trying to kill programs through impound­
ment. 

In FY '75 and FY '76 ,  he has tried to impound over 
$40 b�II�on (through 278 fund�ng deferred recornrnenda­
t�ons and 136 funding recission recommendations) . 

(b) Ford has not been very successful in impounding 
this more than $40 billion because of the restraints­
imposed by the Impoundment Act '74. (Under the Act, 
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Congress gets 45 days to disapprove a president's 
attempt to defer or rescind the spending of appropriate 
funds.) But he has taken every step possible to cir­
cumvent the spirit of the Act: timing his recission 
proposals to get funds whthheld longer than the 
intended 45 days (such as by sending recission proposals 
to Congress during recesses) , and p:roJ?Osing recissions 
after Congess has already indicated its intent for 
certain funns by rejecting his deferral proposals.· 

(c) In addition to his efforts to impound at Nixon­
like rates, Ford has continued Nixon's practice of 
concentrating impoundments in the area of social and 
domestic programs (example: one quarter of proposed 
recissiomhave been in health areas.) Ford has 
impounded virtually nothing in the defense budget. 

(C) Unwarranted Use of Executive Privilege 

1 . Nixon 

(a) Throughout the Nixon Administration, and not just during 
Watergate, Nixon grossly expanded the concept of 
executive privilege to protect his administration 
from Congressional scrutiny; 90 percent of all claims 
of executive· orivileae between 1963 and 1973 were 
made by the Nixon administration. Had Nixon not so 
expanded the scope of execut�ve privilege, Congress 
and the public might have earlier been able to uncover 
some of the abuses that led to the resignation. 

(b) Watergate showed clearly the danger of the expanded 
Nixon concept of executive privilege; aides with knowledge 
of illegal activity were able to hide from Congressional 
investigations, and Watergate tapes were withheld for so 
long from Congressional and grand jury scrutiny. 

(c) Only with the Supreme Court's decision forcing Nixon 
to release his final Watergate tapes was the expanded 
concept of executive privilege deflated and Nbccn forced 
to resign. 

2 . Ford 

(a) It might have been hoped that Ford would learn the lesson 
of Watergate and would end any expansive use of executive 
privilege to shield information that should be public; 
but Ford has continued the Nixon-like expansive use of 
executive privilege, and indeed has even recently even 
gone beyond N�xon. 
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(b) Examples : 

(1) For 5 months in 1975, Ford refused to allow the 
Commerce Department to disclose to Congress copies of 
reports made by American business firms on the impact 
of the Arab boycott against companies dealing with Israel 
or controlled by Jewish interests. No reason beyond the 
arbitrary power of the Commerce D=part:nent to keen _the relX)rts 
secret - in essence, executive privilege - was-ever given. 
Only after Commerce Secretary Morton was cited for contempt 
by a House Subcommittee did Ford relent and provide copies 
of the reports. 

(2) In the fall of 1975, Ford ordered Kissinger to ignore 
subpoenas issued by the House Intelligence Committee for 
certain NSC and State Dept. documents concerning covert 
operations and Soviet compliance with SALT. The express 
basis for Ford's order was executive privilege. Only 
after Kissinger was cited for contempt by the Committee did 
Ford relent and allow Kissinger to supply enough information 
to satisfy the needs of the Committee. 

• 

(3) In June of '76, Ford attempted to develop the novel 
concept of "3rd party executive privilege." He did that by 
having his Justice Dept. invoke executive privilege on behalf 
of American Telephone and Telegraph, from which a House Sub­
committee has sought records indicating the names of persons 
wiretapped by the Justice Department. The House Subcommittee's 
subpoena is intended to obtain the evidence needed to deter­
mine if domestic wiretaps have been placed without court 
orders. The Justice Department opposes the dissemination 
of that evidence, and for that reason Ford has used "executive 
privilege" to block AT&T's honoring of the subpoena. The 
matter is now being litigated. 

(D) Powerful, Centralized and Bloated White House Staff 

--The Nixon-Ford White House staff has been larger and more 
powerful than any �n the nat�on's h�story; never betore 
has a wh�te House staff been so able to �gnore the Cabinet 
and the Congress and to keep the President so isolated from 
reality. 

1. Nixon 

Power:. Nixon allowed the White House staff to assume all 
of the power of the Executive Branch and to thereby remove 
the Cabinet D=part:nents and Independent Agencies from an 
effective role. 

--Established a Domestic Council within the White 
House to make all domestic policy decisions, virtually 
ignoring such Departnents as HEW, HUD ,  and oor .  
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--Established within the Executive O f f ice other 
bodies designed to bypass the Cabinet and independent 
agencies: Council on Environmental Quality, Council 
on International Ecgnomic P olicy, O f f ice of Consumer 
Af fairs,. O ffice of Tele -
communications P olicy, and Special-O ffice for Drug 
Abus e  P revention. 

--Established O f f ice of Management and Budget to replace 
Budget Bureau ; purpose was to involve the White House 
directly with policies of Cabinet depts and independent 
agencies. 

- -Used the National Security Council to totally remove 
the State Department from po licy-mak ing. (continued 
until Kissinger became Secretary o f  State.) 

Centrali zation: In addition to moving all the power to the 
White House , Nixon centrali z ed the power even there. He 
established a "Berlin Wall" of Ehrlichman and H aldeman 
through whom all domestic and admi nistrative decisions had 
to go , and he allowed Kissinger to assume complete contro l 
o f  foreign policy. The Watergate experience revealed how 
this centrali zed system completely isolated N ixon from his 
cabinet and from Congress. 

Size: During Nixon's tenure, he allowed the White House staff to, in 
his words, "grow like 'Ibpsy." When Nixon ass'l.lr!Ed office, the budget for the 
tomite House staff was $3.5 million; when he left, it was about $16 million, 
and the size of the staff (notrounting "detailees" ,and ·oonsultantsr was 540. 
M::>re inportant, though, was the enorrrous growth of the Executive Office of 
the President, which includes, in addition to the White House staff, such 
Presidential bodies as the D:mestic Council (which Nixon created) , the Office 
of Management and Budget (whi ch NU«m created) , the National. Security Council, 
the Council of Econani.c Advisors, the Office of Telecormumications Policy 
(which Nixon cr eated) , as well as a nurrber of other oouncils and offices. 
In Nixon's last year, the budget for the Executive Office was $75 million; and 
it had (not rounting detailees and oonsultants), over 2,200 errployees. 

2. Ford 

Although Ford initially pledged to lessen and decentralize the };X)Wer of 
the White House staff and to significantly cut its size, he has not; he has 
instead continued to run the White House a.lm:::>st exactly like Nixon. 
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P ower : Ford has left Nixon' s to p-heavy Whi te H ou se structur e 
vi rtually intact: he has d i smantled the Drug Abu se Of fice, 
but he has added a Counci l on Wage and P rice Stabi lity (which 
had- been propo sed by Nixon before hi s resi gnation.) Mo st 
importantly, F o rd has allowed the Domestic Counci l and OMB 
to maintain their Nixon- like str ang leho ld on so much o f  
hi s admini stration's po l ici es. 

Centrali zati on: The chi ef-o f-staf f sy stem that gave so much 
power to Hald eman and H ai g  and so i so lated Nixon has been 
continued by Ford in all but name. Ini tial ly, he u sed 
Don Rumsf i eld in a ro le exactly like a Nixon chi ef-o f-staff 
(tho ugh the title was d i f f erent'.) When Rums f eld left, 

Dick Cheney r eplaced him and continued to exerci se the 
eno rmous po�er s _ _  o f  __ � _ _ C::hi�f�o

_
f

:-
staf f .  

Size: Ford claims to have reduced the size of the Imperial Presidency 
because he has reduced from 540 to 485 the mmber of official positions 
on the White House staff. 'Ihe truth is that Ford has allowed the 
Presidency, to remain at its bloated siz�: 

- ·- --.-. .  -·.:::-:-� 

(a) The 48 5 figure does not include all officials who are "detailed" 
to . the White House from other Executive Depart::nents; it also 
does not include White House $150-a-day cxmsultants, for whom 
Ford has requested $4 million for FY 1 77, or $1 million requested 
for "\manticipated needs. " The 4 8 5 figure also does not reveal 
the enormity of its cost: $16. 5 nullion for FY 1 77 (Nixon's 
first year: $3.5 million). Nor does it reveal that 14 White 
House aides are authorized to make $44 , 000 a year and 69 are 
authorized to make $40,000 a year. (Ford originally sought 95 
slots for $40,000 enployees.) 

--

(b) The 485 figure also does not include the nore than 1,600 
enployees who work for the Executive Office of the President; 
Ford has requested for FY '77 an Executive Office budget of 
$72 million. The Executive Office size is the real rceasure 
of the White House; and there has been no noticeable decrease 
in staff or budget in the Ford years. 

(E) Wanton Squandering of Taxpayers ' M:)ney 

1. NiiDn 

-The squandering of taxpayers' ncney in the Nixon .Administration 
was so tmconscionable as to virtually defy belief. A few of 
the cotmtless examples: 
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(a) Over $17 million was spent for "security" and other maintenance 
at Nimn 1 s San Clerrente and Key Biscayne properties. Items 
purchased incl1Jded a flag p::>le, an icernaker, a shuffleboard 
court, a qazebo , landscaping, replica of White House fence, 
and a wind-screen for the swimning :p::x:>l. 

(b) Over $150,000 was spent for repairs and i.mproverrents at 
Agnew 1 s residence. 

(c) A limited-production Defense Depa.rt:rrent helicopter, worth 
over $3 million, was given on the spur of the :m::m:mt by 
Nimn to President Sadat of Egypt. 

(d) Cost overruns an the C5-A transport plane were totally ignored; 
the person who disclosed those overruns, Ernest Fitzgerald, 
was fired by the Defense Depart:rtent; $299 million had to be 
appropriated to neetthe cost overruns (per plane cost rose 
from $28 million to $60 million) • 

(e) Over $6 billion was spent developing and const.ructing the 
· two ABM sites; those sites have now been dismantled as 

obsolete and unnecessary. 

(f) 'lhrough mismanagerrent, illegal practices, and other abuses, 
the Depart:rtent of Housing and Urban Develo:prent lost over 
$2 billion of the taxpayers 1 noney. (Examples: Hundreds 
of millions were lost because HUD allowed foreclosed houses 
to c:rurrble and was unable to re-sell them; $15 million was 
lost through payrrents to ineligible borrowers of HUD fl.mds; 
$10 million was lost because of inadequate recertification 
procedures for nortgagees) . 

----- ----
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The squandering of billions of dollars of taxpayers money 
that was rampant -- in fact became synonyncus with the 
Nixon Administration-has not changed one iota. The Ford 
Administration has continued to waste billions o! ctoliars, 
often in ways that even the Nixon Administration would not 
have dared. 

Any notion put forward by Gerald Ford that he has streamlined 
the government, eliminated the fat and saved the taxpayers' 
money can be rebutted by any of the following examples: 

1. Presidency and Vice-Presidency 

a. Ford has increased funding for White House 
"consultants" by $1.6 million since becoming 
President. 

b. In FY '76, Ford requested a 100 percent increase, 
from $500,000 to $1 million for the White House 
discretionary contingency fund (amount reduced by 
Congress) 

c. In FY '76, Ford proposed a bill to exempt White 
House travel funds and funds for official receptions, 
entertainment and representation from audit by 
the General Accounting Office. 

d. Ford spent $53 7,000 to repair and decorate the new 
residence of the Vice-President, an amount 3,500 % 
above his projected $15,000. And after this expendi­

.ture, Rockefeller has declined to live in the 
residence. 

2. Defense Department 

a. Cost Overruns 

(1) Revealed in March '75 that 4 7  construction 
projects by Army Corps of Engineers originally 
set to cost $2.4 billion would cost $ 7.4 billion 
(300 percent increase) 

(2) Revealed in March '76,that amphibious assault 
program (LHA) scheduled for 9 ships at $1.38 
billion would cost $1.2 billion for just 5 ships 
almost as much as all 9 originally. 

(3) Revealed in February '75 that Nautilus, the 
nation's first atomic submarine, would cost $48 
million to overhaul -- 300 percent increase above 
original contract. 
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b. Budget Padding 

( 1) Ford's a-m added $3.1 billion to its defense appropriations 
request for FY '76 merely as a bargaining "cushion. " 

(2) Ford requested in FY '76 rcore than $4 million for militacy 
senrants to high ranking officers. 

( 3) Defense Department is spending $14 million a year to maintain 
300 mill tal:y golf o:::mrses in 19 foreign c:mntries and U.S. 

(4) Army recently spent $200 million to purchase 14,000 amphibious 
trucks which proved non-anphibious. 

3. State Department 

Spends nearly $1 million annually to administer federal gift-giving. 

4. Federal Energy Administration 

While preaching energy oonservation, FFA Administrator Zarb flew 
in an Air Force jet 13 tines during the first ten rconths of 1975, 
buming 19 , 000 gallons of fuel and costing the taJ<payers $25,000; 
in rcore than half of his trips, Zarb burned enough fuel in an hour 
to supply the average Arrerican driver with enough gasoline to drive 
for an entire year. 

5. Envi.J:onrrental Protection Agency 

Administrator Russell Train refuses to set an exarrple by giving 
up his chauffer-dri ven lirrousine and car-J:X)Oling. 

6� Health, Education, and Welfare 

Between $2 billion and $7 billion was disclosed by a Senate Subo::mn:ittee 
as being lost annually in the administration of the Medicaid program 
through fraud, substandard patient care and benefits provided for 
ineligible persons . Ford Administration response: _the disclosure 
was "grandstanding. " 

F. Appc?int:nents Without Concern for the Public Interest 

1. Nixon-Ford policies 

a. For the entire � years of the Nixon Administration, major 
federal appointments were fre::jUerltly made without regard for 
qualifications or without concern for conflicts-of-interest. 

b. In just 2 years, the Ford Administration has provided clear 
proof of its intention to continue the Nixon :J;X>licy of igmring 
neri.t and conflicts-of-interest and recognizing Pepublican 
loyalty and Big Business. 
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2. Appoint:Irents of 'Unsuccessful Republican Office-seekers or Forner Republican 
Office-Holders, Without Regard To '!heir Qualifications 

Exanples: 

a. Nixon 

1. Thcmas Kleppe, defeated for u.s. Senate in North Dakota, 
to Administrator, Fed.eral Railroad Administration and 
Mninistrator, Small Business Administration. 

2. Howard callaway, defeated for election to Governor of 
Georgia, to Secretary of Army. 

3. Norbert Tieman, defeated for re-election to Governor of 
Nebraska, to Administrator, Federal Higm.ay Administration. 

4. James Smith, fonner rrember of House of Representatives, to 
Admi.nistrator, Faz:mers Herre Administrator. 

5. D::mal.d L. Jackson, fonner nerrber of House of Representatives, 
to Interstate camerce camti.ssion. 

6. William H. Harrison, fonrer lliE!rlber of House of Representatives, 
to Securities and Exdlange a:mnission. 

7. William L. Springer, fonrer rcenber of House of Representatives, 
to Fed.eral Pc:Mer Corcmission. 

b. Ford 

1. 'Ihornas Meskill, fonner Govemor of Connecticut, to judge, 
U.S. Court of Appeals. 

2. Stanley Hathaway, fonner Goveznor of Wycming, to Secretal:y 
of Interior. 

3. Jack Eckerd ,  defeated for U.S. Senate in Florida, to Admin­
istrator, GSA 

4. Peter D::minick, defeated for u.S. Senate in Colorado, to 
Arrbassador to SWitzerland. 

5. Richard Roudebush, defeated for U.S. Senate in Indiana, to 
Veterans Administration Administrator. 

6. Thatas Kleppe, defeated for U.s. Senate in N:>rth Dakota, 
to Secretacy of Interior. 
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7. Wilner David Mizell, defeated for re-election to House of 
Representatives to Assistant Secretary of CC:mterce. 

8. Tan CUrtis, defeated for election to U.s. Senate in Missouri, 
to chainnan , Federal Elections Ccmnission. 

3. Appointments of Individuals Having Serious COnflicts-of-Interest 

Exanples: 

a. Nixon 

1. Willie Mae 1bgers, director· of Good Housekeeping Institute, 
as consurcer consultant at White House, part-time (resigned 
after 4 days). 

2. Jo:tm Hurd, oil producers association executive, as Ambassador 
to Venezuela (withdrawn). 

3. Judge Clerrent Haynsw:>rth to u.s. Suprane Court (rejected by 
Senate}. 

4. Dr. J. Richard Lucas, chainnan of Virginia Polytechnic Institute's 
Depart:nent of Mining Engineering (which has close ties to the 
coal industry} to Director, Bureau of Mines (withdrawn}. 

5. Edward B. Miller, Olicago corporate managerrent lawyer, as chainnan 
of the National Labor Relations Board. 

6. Earl L. Butz, director of four corporate food-processing 
chains , as Secretary of Agriculture. 

7. William J. Casey, fomer corporate director and prominent 
securities investor, often sued for his investnent activities, 
as chainnan of SEX:. 

8. :Ebbert M:>rris, lawyer for rStandard Oil of california, to FPC 
(rejected by Senate}. 

b. Ford 

1. Andrew Gibson, recipient of $88,000 a year, ten year severance 
contract from oil cxmpany, as Administrator, FEA (withdrawn} • 

2. Melvin Conant, recipient of $90,000 lunp sum severance paym;nt 
from �n, as Assistant Administrator, FEA. 

3. Joseph Coors, director of family-owned television company, unwilling 
to resign such directorship, as Director, Corporation for Public 
Broadcasting (rejected by Cormerce COirmi.ttee}. 
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4. Thanas IDngshore, executive of private utility o:mpany often 
in conflict with TVA, to TVA Board (rejected by Colmerce 
Comnittee) • 

5. Edith Green, fo:mer u.s. Representative who had voted against 
the creation of the Iegal Services Co:q:oration, to Boani of 
Directors of the Legal Services Co:q:oration (withdrawn). 

6. Benjamin Blackburn, fo.:rrcer u.s. Representative who had consistently 
voted against civil rights bills, to Chaipnan, Heme loan Bank 
Board (whidl administers the National Fair Housing Act) (rejected 
by Senate Banking Comnittee). 

G. Protection of the Corporate Special Interests 

1. Nba::m-Ford 

(a) Even before the Watergate revelations, it was clear that Nba:m 
operated the govenment in a way designed to protect the corporate 
special interest; Watergate only provided further evidence. 

(b) Ford has not lost a stride in picking up where Nba:m left off: 
his :£X)licies have continued to protect the interests of Big Business. 
When the Ford record is corrbined with that of Nixon, it is evident 
that not since the Hoover Administration have the corporate spec�al 
interests been so cxxJdl.ed. 

2. Nixon-Ford Policies Representative of the Substantial Influence 
of the Corpgrate Special Interests 

A. Nixon 

1. Personally ordered the dropping of a major anti-trust suit 
against ITI' (at the tine of ITr's $400,000 pledge to the 
Republican National Convention) • 
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2 .  Directed a bailout of Lockheed through a $2 50 
million federal loan guarantee 

3. Personally ordered the raising of dairy price 
supports at the time the milk cooperatives 
pledged substantial contribution to CREEP··· 

4. Ignored Antitrust Division's recommendation to stop 
the largest merger in drug industry history: 
Warner-Lambert purchase of Parke Davis (Warner -
Lambert Chairman Elmer Bobst was substantial 
Nixon contributor and godfather to Julie Nixon) 

5. Attempted to have federal government bail out Penn 
Central prior to its bankruptcy (The nation's 
largest banks were Penn Central's most important 
creditors) 

6. Attempted to provide federal subsidies for the 
aerospace industry's construction of an SST 

7. Strongly opposed Congressional efforts to reduce 
the oil industry's 27� percent depletion allowance 

8. Allowed the large, agribusiness grain dealers to 
learn of the proposed sale of wheat to the Soviet 
Union prior to the wheat farmers or the public 

9. Personally ordered the changing of CAB's recommenda­
tions on trans-Pacific air routes in a manner 
beneficial to Eastern Airlines. (The Rockefeller 
family is largest stockholder of Eastern) 

10. Ordered the dropping of an antitrust suit against 
El Paso Natural Gas. (Between 1961 and 1967, Nixon's 
former law firm had received nearly $800,000 in fees 
from El Paso) 

11. Allowed Price Commission to exempt a very limited 
number of groups insurance companies, one of which 
was owned by Clement Stone, from all controls on 
increased rates. (Stone had b�en Nixon's largest single 
contributor in the 1968 election, giving at least 
$500,000. ) 

12. Forced Comrnerc� Department to delay permanently the 
imposition of flammability standards on the carpet 
industry (the carpet industry had been a substantial 
contributor to Nixon's '68 campaign; after the 
Commerce Dept.'s delay, $100,000 was contributed for 
the '72 campaign.) 

13. Vetoed the 1973 Minimum Wage Act, in part because it 
did not contain the amendment sought by McDonald's to 
exempt teenagers from Act's coverage. (McDonald's 
chairman, Ray Kroc, had been a substantial campaign 
contributor to Nixon) 
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1. Urged Congressional passage of immediate decontrol of 
oil and gas prices (as advocated by the oil and gas 
industry.) 

2. Opposed passage of comprehensive government-operated 
national health insurance program Mhich is also 
opposed by the insurance industr� 

3. Reversed earlier position and opposed passage of 
parens patriae antitrust legislation (after speaking 
to campaign fundraisers and learning of their 
opposition) 

4. Opposed any bill to establish a Consumers Protection 
Agency (which is strongly opposed by the Chamber of 
Commerce and the National Association of Manufacturers) 

5 • 'IWice vetoed a strip mining bill which would have 
imposed federal strip mining standards. (The coal 
industry strongly opposed the bill.) 

6. Vetoed the Common Sites Picketing Bill (which was 
opposed by the constructon industry) 

7. Urged Congressional passage of several �ures 

designed to lower corporate tax rates 

8. Vetoed the Farm Labor Contractors Registration Act, 
which would have strengthened the protection of 
migrant farm workers� (This bill was opposed by 
agribusiness interests.) 

9. Opposed bill requiring mandatory efficiency standards 
for new automobiles; opposed bill taxing energy 
inefficient automobiles. (The automobile industry 
strongly opposed both bills.) 

10. Opposed provisions in the Energy Act of '75 that would 
reduce the availability to the major oil producers of 
the oil depletion allowance. (The major oil companies 
opposed any reduction in the depletion allowance.) 

11. Supported the substantial weakening of the Clean Air 
Act through amendments to remove federal resp�nsibility 
for clean air standards in certain areas, to authorize 
extension of deadlines to meet clean air standards, 
in certain areas, and to waive clean air standards for 
certain new industrial plants. (The auto industry, 
the Chamber of Commerce, the Business Roundtable and 
other major big business organi zations have also 
supported the weakening of the Clean Air Act .) 

12. Strongly lobbied for changes in the recently amended 
Federal Election Law to f�c�litate 9orporat� political, 

) contribut�ons through Pol1t1cal Act1on Co�ttees (PAC s 
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13. Opposed any ef fective toxic substances control 
bill (such as '76 Senate-passed bill to allow EPA 
to review new chemical products.) The chemical 
industry and National Association o f  Manufacturers 
also oppose such a bill.) 

14. Vetoed '75 and '76 public works employment bills and 
'75 emergency employment bill because, among other 

things, the borrowed funds required to pay the 
millions employed by the bills would be taken from 
the capital pool otherwi se available to corporations 
for modernization and expansion. 

15. Strongly supported Nuclear Fuel Assurance bill, 
which would provide $8 billion to establish a �r­

tium of private companies to explore uranium enrich­
ment processes. (the leading company in the consor­
tium would be Bechtel Co., whose directors include 
former Nixon-Ford of ficials George Shultz and 
Casper Weinberger) 

16. Con'pletely failed to enforce financial oonfl.ict-of-interest 
regulations (aco:>rding to GAO studies) in the � 
Department, Federal Power Conmission, the Civil Aeronautics 
Board ,  the Federal Mariti.rre Conmission, the Depart:m:!nt of 
Interior, and Depart:m:!nt of Transp:::>rtation-all of which 
regulate business activity. 



THEME 2: 

-25-

Despite the claims of Gerald Ford, the record 
is clear that his actions have not fully restored 
credibility, public trust or openness to the Tihite 
House. 

A. Since assuming office, Ford has frequently claimed that 
he has restored credibility, public trust and openness· 
the White House. Admittedly, those were major tasks after 
the Nixon years. But the sad fact is that Fordts rhetoric 
has fallen far short of his actions: he has repeatedly 
and abruptly changed positions in mid-stream (tYPically 
without mention of his earlier positions); used. government 
resources and changing government policy for clearly 
political ends; and: attempted to keep from the public 
information about the government that rightfully should be · 

public. 

B. Failure to Restore Credibility:·Frequent, unexplained 
changes of positions: 

I. Domestic Policy 

a. Pardon of Nixon 

1. At his confirmation hearings, Ford stated that 
he did not think the public would stand for 
a pardon of Nixon; at a subsequent press con­
ference, he said that any decision on a pardon 
would have to await completion of the judicial 
process. 

2. Ford granted an unconditional pardon to Nixon 
only a month after assuming office; Ford said 
that his previous statements had been given 
too freely and fast and had been given merely 
to hypothetical questions. 

b. Tax Reduction 

1. Ford stated in October, '74 that inflation was 
the nation's most important economic problem 
and that one of the cures would be a 5% tax 
surcharge ("Whip Inflation Now'�) . 

2. Three months later, in his 1975 State of the 
Union Address, Ford asked Congress to pass 
quickly a one-year tax cut of $16 billion. 
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c. Tax Cut Extension - 1975 

1. In October '75, Ford stated that he would 
support a tax cut extension only if: (1) the 
amount of the cut was $28 billion in spending 
and (2) there was a corresponding spending 
cut of $28 billion: he said any other type 
of cut would be vetoed. 

and 
2. Ford agreed to/signed a tax cut extension of 

only $8 billfOn for the first 6 months of '76, 
with no corresponding reductions in spending. 

d. Common Situs Picketing 

1. Throughout 1975, the Ford Administration strongly 
supported and helped to draft a common situs 
picketing bill. Ford assured Labor Secretary 
Dunlop and major labor leaders that he would 
sign the bill. 

2. Ford subsequently vetoed the bill, stating 
that it had failed to gain the support of all 
parties to the common situs problem. Dunlop 
resigned as a result of the veto. 

e. Con Rail 

1. Ford voted against legislation to establish a 
public rail corporation to take over the bank­
rupt eastern railroads (1973). 

2. Ford supported and signed legislation designed 
to accomplish the same objectives as the '73 
bill (April '76 ). 

f. Welfare Reform 

1. Ford co-sponsored and voted for Nixon Adminis­
tration's plan (Family Assistance Plan) to 
provide a guaranteed minimum family income 
('70 - '71) 

2. Throughout his administration, Ford has opposed 
any legislation to provide a guaranteed family 
income. 

g. National Health Insurance 

1. In 1971, Ford co-sponsored Nixon's comprehensive 
National Health Insurance plan. 

2. In his '75 and '76 State of the Union Addresses, 
Ford stated that he would not support any type 
of comprehensive national health insurance plan. 
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h. Food Stamps 

1. Ford voted and worked against the establish­
ment of the Food Stamp program {1964) . 

2. In 1976, Ford proposed amendments to the Food 
Stamp program in operation {though to limit 
its coverage). 

-

i. Medicare 

1. Ford voted against the establishment of 
Medicare {1965). 

2. Ford proposed in Februrary of 1976 to extend 
Medicare to include "catastrophic" coverage. 

j. Consumer Protection Agency 

1. Ford voted in 1969 for the establishment of 
a consumer protection agency and against 
limiting such an agency to a purely advisory 
role in Federal policy making. 

2. Since assuming the Presidency ,Ford has consistently 
opposed the establishment of a consumer protec­
tion agency. 

k. No-Knock 

1. In 1970, Ford strongly supported and voted 
for legislation to give Federal Drug agents 
and D.C. police the authority to enter homes 
without knocking or identifying themselves to 
the occupants. 

2. In October '74, ·Ford signed legislation to 
repeal this type of "no-knock". authority. 

1. Watergate Reform Act 

1. Ford opposed throughout 1975 and half of 1976 
the establishment of any type of an indepen­
dent permanent special prosecutor, as was 
provided for in the Watergate Reform Act. 

2. In July of '76 several days before the Senate 
was about to pass the Watergate Reform Act, 
Ford announced his support for a permanent 
special prosecutor. 

m. Wilderness Increase 

1. Ford has said throughout 1976 that he would 
oppose any new programs requiring the expendi­
ture of Federal funds and that he would attempt 
to reduce the size of the Federal bureaucracy. 
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2. On August 29, 1976, Ford proposed to spend 
$1.5 billion over a ten year period to 
expand the nation's parklands and to increase 
the number of new park personnel. 

n. Antitrust Bill (Parens Patriae) 

1. Throughout '75, the Ford Administration testi­
fied for and helped to develop an antitrust 
bill that would allow a State Attorney General 
to sue on behalf of consumers in his state 
for antitrust violations (parens patriae). 

2. Ford informed Congress in March '76 that he 
did not support the parens patriae concept 
and that he would veto a bill containing the 
concept. 

o. Financial Assistance to New York City 

1. Ford repeatedly stated from May '75 through 
mid-November '75 that he opposed and would 
veto any bill designed to prevent a default 
by New York City. 

2. Ford subsequently asked Congress to approve 
Federal loans to NYC; he confirmed that he 
has always intended to seek such assistance 
but first wanted to force New York State and 
New York City to increase taxes and lay off 
employees. 

II. Foreign Policy 

a. Rhodesia 

1. In 1971, Ford voted to permit U.S. to import 
chrome from Rhodesia despite U.N. Sanctions. 
(Byrd amendment) • 

2. In April '76, Ford indicated that his adminis­
tration would seek the repeal of the Byrd 
amendment. 

b. Panama Canal 

1. While campaigning in the Texas primary, Ford 
said the U.S. would never give up its defense 
or operational rights to the Panama Canal. 

2. Ford subsequently admitted, upon returning 
to Washington, that he had previously instructed 
Ambassador Bunker to negotiate a treaty that 
would surrender, over a fixed period of time, 
both operational and defense rights. 
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c. Meeting with Alexander Solzhenitsyn 

1. When Solzhenitsyn visited the U.S. in mid-
1975, the Ford White House said Ford did not 
have time to meet with Solzhenitsyn. 

2. When the refusal to meet Solzhenitsyn caused 
an uproar, from both liberals and conserva­
tives, Ford announced that he did have time 
to meet Solzhenitsyn, and he extended an 
invitation for a White House meeting. 

d. Cuban Policy 

1. Early in his Administration, Ford had U.S. 
vote to lift OAS sanctions against Cuba and 
ordered the lifting of U.S. trading sanctions 
against Cuba. 

· 

2. In the Florida primary, when Reagan began 
attacking Ford's softness on Cuba, Ford 
reversed course and declared Castro an "inter­
national outlaw," he also said the Pentagon 
was reviewing contingency plans for military 
action against Cuba. 

e. Detente without the word 

1. From the time Ford became President, he often 
praised, and pledged a continuation of, the 
Nixon-Kissinger detente policy. 

2. When Reagan began continuously criticizing 
the policy early in 1976, Ford stopped his 
frequent praise of the policy and announced, 
in March that while the policy would continue 
he would no longer use the word "detente." 

f. Replacement of Moynihan as Ambassador to UN 

1. Ford repeatedly stated publicly that he fully 
supported Moynihan's actions as U.N. Ambassador 
and did not want him to leave that position. 

2. At the same time, Ford was privately claiming 
to journalists that Moynihan's strident defense 
of Israel was harmful to American diplomacy and 
did not have Administration support. Because 
those private statements were published, 
Moynihan felt he had no alternative but to 
resign. 
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a. Presidential Candidacy 

1. At his confirmation hearings, Ford repeated 
his earlier statements that he could foresee 
no circumstances under which he would run 
for President or Vice-President in 1976. 

2. Ford announced his candidacy for President 
in July of '75; he made no mention of 
his previous statements. 

b. Attacking Ronald Reagan 

1. In an interview on December 31, 1975, Ford 
responded to a question about the differences 
between his candidacy and Reagan's by saying: 
"I have never, as a candidate, attacked an 
opponent. I don't intend to . • .  I think 
(Reagan) will have to develop his policies. 

I am going to talk about my policies." 

2. Almost from the time he began campaigning in 
New Hampshire, Ford attacked Reagan and his 
policies: his record as Governor, his $90 
billion plan, his proposal for social security 
reform, his proposal for TVA reform, his 
Panama Canal policy, his Rhodesian policy, his 
inability to win the general election, etc. 

c. Nixon Policy Without the Name 

1. As Congressman and Vice-President, Ford praised 
and defended Richard Nixon and his policies. 
As President, Ford has largely continued all 
of the major Nixon policies. 

2. While campaigning early this year, Ford admitted 
that he was intentionally no longer mentioning 
the name of Richard Nixon. 

d. Dropping of Nelson Rockefeller as Running Mate 

1. Until Reagan entered the race for the Republican 
nomination, Ford had nothing but praise for 
Rockefeller; and he indicated in August, 1975 
that he would not want to break up the Ford­
Rockefeller team in 1976. 

2. However, as Reagan's strength became apparent 
and Rockefeller's liberal reput�tion became a 
liability, Ford allowed ��y and Rumsfeld 
to make public and private statements about 
Rockefeller's harm to Ford. When Rockefeller 
took the hint and withdrew, Ford did not say 
a word trying to change Rockefeller's mind. 
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e. Justice Douglas 

1. In 1970, Ford began the movement in the House 
of Representatives to impeach Justice Douglas. 

2. In 1975, when Justice Douglas announced his 
resignation, Ford praised Douglas for his 
distinguished and unequaled service on 
the Supreme Court. 

C. Failure to Restore Public Trust: using government resources 
and chang1ng government pol1cy for clearly political pur­
poses, practices which were both very evident in Ford's 
pursuit of the Republican nomination: 

1. Appointments were made immediately prior to certain 
primaries or as a result of promises made during those 
primaries. (While directing the Ford Campaign, Callaway 
publicly admitted that the Ford Campaign Committee 
recommended individuals for federal appointments 
based on their political helpfulness to Ford). 

(SPECIAL NOTE; While no appointments were actually 
made, on two separate occasions Ford offered Cabinet 
positions to Reagan, who reportedly believed the offers 
were clearly designed to keep him from seeking the 
nomination.) 

A. Examples: 

1. New Hampshire 

-warren Rudman, N.H. Attorney General to be 
ICC Chairman (Ford Supporter in N.H. primary; 
appointment announced before N.H. primary) 
(withdrawn because Senate Commerce Committee 

refused to hold hearings due to Rudman's 
obvious lack of qualifications.) 

2. Florida 

-Jerry Thomas, a former director of Florida 
Conservative Union who supported Ford in the 
Florida primary (the promise of such an 
appointment was known publicly prior to 
Florida primary. 

3. North Carolina 

-Barbara Simpson, North Carolina Public Utilities 
Commissioner, to Federal Power Commissioner 
(appointment announced before primary) 

-James Scearce, to be Director of Federal 
Mediation and Conciliation Service 
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-James Holshouser, Governor of North Carolina 
and head of Ford's committee, to "be considered 
for high office in next Administration" (Ford 
statement) 

4. Texas 

-Kay Bailey, Republican state legislator, to 
National Transportation Safety Board (Ford 
supporter in Texas primary; appointment 
announced before primary) 

-Ross Sterling, law partner of John Connally, 
to U.S. District Judge (Ford announced appoint­
ment before Texas primary; said the fact that 
Sterling was Connally's law partner was "pure 
happenstance.") 

5. Illinois 

-c. Austin Montgomery, Illinois credit union 
lobbyist, to be Administrator of the National 
Credit Union (Ford fired the incumbent adminis­
trator, Herman Nickerson, to make roam for 
Montgomery . ) 

-

-Calvin Collier, son of former Illinois Repub­
lican Congressman, to be Chairman of FTC (Ford 
supporter; Ford announced the appointment to 
Illinois audiences while campaigning in that 
primary.) 

6. Indiana 

-Earl Butz, Secretary of Agriculture from 
Indiana, to Chairman of new Cabinet level 
Agricultural Policy Committee (to develop 
nation's food policy.) (Ford announced 
appointment while campaigning in Indiana 
primary.) 

2. Government grants or other promises were made prior to 
certain primaries: (Of Ford's propensity to distribute 
favors prior to primaries, Reagan said the band should 
play upon Ford's arrival "Santa Claus is Coming to 
Town" rather than "Hail to the Chief.") 

A. Examples: 

1. New Hampshire 

-Promised to keep open the Portsmouth Navy Yard 

2. Florida 

-Promised ·$15 million mass transit grant for 
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Miami, $33 million defense contract for 
Orlando company, veterans hospital for 
St. Petersburg. 

-Announced that U.S. Travel Service had 
"instrumental" role in getting International 
Chamber of Commerce to schedule itst78 
convention in Orlando. 

-Promised to seek funds for completion of 
Interstate 75 across southwestern Florida. 

-Promised "excellent consideration" for Florida 
as site for Federal solar energy research 
center. 

3. North Carolina 

-Promised to prevent building of darn on the 
New River. 

3. Favors involving government resources were granted to 
gain uncommitted delegates: 

A. Richard Rosenbaum, New York Republican chairman, 
sought for months to obtain additional federal 
aid for New York and other uncommitted Northeastern 
states. Before the administration, he said Ford 
had agreed to give additional aid to mass transit 
in Buffalo and to keep open part of the Griffis 
Air Force Base in Utica-Rome. 

' 

B. Edwin Schwenk, Suffolk County Republican leader, 
switched to Ford after Ford personally agreed to 
review the fiscal pr·oblerns of the southwest 
Suffolk Sewer District. 

C. Entertainment and invitations were frequently provided 
by Ford and his campaign committee to uncommitted 
delegates. (A charge to this effect has been sent 
by an FEC attorney to Attorney General Levi.) 

1. Examples: 

a. Invitations to White House state dinner for 
Queen Elizabeth 

b. Invitations to view Operation Sail from 
USS Forrestal 

D. Ford stated that no government favors: should be 
granted to uncommitted delegates. That statement 
was made the day after Ford's delegate hunter first 
claimed sufficient delegates to ensure Ford's 
nomination. 
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4. Reversals of Policy to Meet Reagan Challenge: Ford 
shamelessly reversed long-held positions to counter 
attacks from Reagan; in a very real sense, important 
government policy was being made on the stump: 

a. Panama Canal -Ford stated in the Texas primary, to 
counter the ;effectiveness of Reagans's charges, that 
he would never allow u.s. to give up defense or 
operational rights to Panama Canal; he subsequently 
had to admit that for over a year he had instructed 
Ambassador Bunker to negotiate a treaty that would 
eventually end U.S. control of Panama Canal. 

b. Common Situs Picketing -Throughout most of 1975, 

Ford had assured Labor Secretary Dunlop and labor 
leaders that he would sign the common situs picket­
ing bill; when Reagan began attacking the bill 
and saying he would veto it, Ford reversed his 
position and vetoed it in December, 1975. Dunlop 
resigned as a result. 

c. Detente without the word -Since Ford became President, 
he often praised, and pledged a continuation of, the 
Nixon-Kissinger detente policy. When Reagan began 
continuously criticizing the policy early this year, 
Ford stopped his frequent praise of the policy and 
announced, in March, that while the policy would 
continue he would no longer use the word "detente." 

d. Cuban Policy - Early in his Administration, Ford 
had U.S. vote to lift OAS sanctions against Cuba 
and ordered the lifting of u.s. trading sanctions 
against Cuba. In the Florida primary, when Reagan 
began attacking Ford1s soft defense posture, Ford 
reversed course and declared Castro an "international 
outlaw"; he also said the Pentagon was reviewing 
contingency plans for military action against Cuba. 

e. Dropping of Nelson Rockefeller as Running Mate -
Until Reagan entered the race, Ford had nothing but 
praise for Rockefeller; and he indicated in August, 1975 

that he would not want to break up the Ford-Rockefeller 
team in "76. However, as Reagan's strength became 
apparent and Rockefeller's liberal reputation became 
a liability, Ford allowed Callaway and Rumsfeld to 
make public and private statements about Rockefeller's 
political harm to Ford. When Rockefeller took the 
hint and withdrew, Ford did not use a word trying 
to change Rockefeller's mind. 
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5. Delay in Appointing Commissioners to Reconstituted FEC 

A. When the bill amending the Federal Election Law, and 
reconstituting the FEC, was passed by Congress on 
May 4, 1976, Ford delayed its implementation -
and thereby the return of matching funds to Presi­
dential candidates - beyond any reasonable period. 
He waited one week to sign the new law and another 
week to appoint the new commissioners (though all 
but the chairmen were reappointees and a chairman 
was not legally required to enable the Commission 
to provide matching funds.) 

B. The obvious purpose of such a delay was to prevent 
Reagan, who at that point was far more cash-starved 
than Ford, from competing effectively in the impor­
tant May primaries, and to some extent the June 
primaries (most of the monev for which had to be 
committed in early and mid-May.) 

6. Use of Government Resources to Help Ford's Campaign 
(and to escape from having Ford'� campaign committee 

�eed permissible spendinq limi·ts )_ 

--Ford has repeatedly shown an insensitivity to the spirit 
and letter of the Federal campaign finance laws by 
using government resources to enhance his campaign; 
this insensitivity transcends any normal difficulty 
of separating an officeholder's resources and functions 
from those of a candidate, and it is particularly 
incongruous in light of Ford's claims of having restored 
public trust in the White House. 

Examples: 

a. Placing of Rogers Morton on White House payroll, 
solely to serve a liaison with Ford's campaign 
committee. 

b. Allowing Richard Cheney, �fuite House Chief of 
Staff, to assume clearly political tasks, such as 
trying to convince uncommitted delegates to support 
Ford or working on campaign strategy for Ford. 
This has been done while Cheney has been on the 
White House payroll and while his expenses have 
been paid by the government. 

c. Use of White House staff to prepare background 
papers for Ford's campaign committee; use of 
Executive Departments to provide information for 
campaign proposals. 

d. Use of the resources of the traditionally non-politica: 
State Department. 

1. Trips by Kissinger throughout the country 
defending Ford's foreign policy .and attacking 
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Reagan's foreign policy; Kissinger has 
refused to admit the trips are political 
and they have thus been paid for by State 
Departrnent;Reagan's general counsel to FEC: 
"If an incumbent is to be able to use individuals 
like Dr. Kissinger, paid for by the public, 
for campaign purposes, while these individual 
expenses are not charged against the incumbent's 
campaign limits, then the limitations in the 
law are a mere mockery." 

2. use of State Department staff to prepare 
rebuttal to Reagan's statement criticizing 
Ford's foreign policy. 

e. Use of cabinet officials without allocation of 
costs to Ford's campaign committee: 

1. Simon 

a. Trip to Raleigh - January 20, 1976; 
Chamber of Commerce speech; Ford campaign 
speech; cost to taxpayers: $2,310; to 
Ford: $17.49. 

b. Trips through Mississippi and Florida in 
February; two interviews praising Ford, 
two campaign dinners; two other campaign 
function�; cost to taxpayers: $5,352.36; 
to Ford; $243.43 . 

c. Trips through Alabama and Texas in 
February; addresses at two Ford functions; 
cost to taxpayers: $7,023; cost to 
Ford: $201.16. · 

2. Richardson 

a. May 11 apperance in LA for oil industry 
meeting and two Ford meetings; cost to 
taxpayers: $1,162.25; cost to Ford; $57. 

b. May 13 appearance in Detroit to rebut 
Reagan charges at Economic Club: no cost 
to Ford because Richardson happened to· be 
in Detroit between planes. 

f. Daily Distribution of President Ford's Official 
News Summary, prepared by more than 20 White 
House employees, to Ford's campaign committee. 

g. Recent increase in the size of staff of White 
House Office of Communications, whose task is 
among other things, to distribute information 
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about Ford Administration achievements. 

h. Recent printing at government expense of 100 

page book praising the accomplishments of Ford's 
two years in office. (This book was produced 
by the recently enlarged White House Office of 
Communications). 

i. Distribution of brochures printed at government 
expense in mailings of Ford's campaign committee; 
example: "The President's House," which describes, 
in part, Ford's record and family. 

D. Failure to Restore Openness -limiting the flow of information 
to the public. 

1. Veto of Freedom of Information Act Amendments 

a. Ford vetoed the 1974 FOI Amendments, which were 
designed to plug the loopholes in'.tne� FOI Act and to 
thereby increase public access to government informa­
tion. Ford stated that the Amendments would make 
public U.S. military, diplomatic and intelligence 
secrets. 

b. The veto was overridden and the Amendments became 
effective in 1975. Since then Ford has not indicated 
any military, diplomatic or intelligence secrets which 
have been made public as a result of the Amendments. 

2. Unwarranted Use of Executive Privilege 

a. For five months in 1975, Ford refused to allow Commerce 
Department to disclose to Congress copies of reports 
made by American business firms on the impact of the 
Arab boycott against companies dealing with Israel 
or controlled by Jewish interests. No reason beyond 
the arbitrary power of the Commerce Department to keep 
the reports secret -- in essense, executive privilege 
was ever given. Only after Commerce Secretary Morton 
was cited for contempt by a House Subcommittee did 
Ford relent and provide copies of the reports. 

b. In fall of 1975, Ford ordered Kissinger to ignore 
subpoenas issued by the House Intelligence Committee 
for certain NSC and State Department documents concerning 
covert operations and Soviet compliance with SALT. 
The express basis for Ford's order was executive 
privilege. Only after Kissinger was cited for contempt 
by the Committee did Ford relent and allow Kissinger 
to supply enough information to satisfy the needs of 
the Committee. 

c. In June, 1976, Ford invoked "executive privilege" on 
behalf of A T & T so that A T & T would not have to 
honor a.House Subcommittee subpoena seeking records 
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of wiretap requests, That is the first time 
"executive privilege" has ever been used to shield 
non-governmental officials or bodies from Congressional 
disclosure of information. The matter is now being 
litigated. 

3. Failure to Support Financial Disclosure for Executive 
Branch 

a. Ford has failed to sign an Executive Order requirinq 
major Executive Branch officials to 
make a public financial disclosure. 

b. Although Ford has introduced a financial disclosure 
section as part of his Watergate Reform bill, he did 
so only days before the Senate was about to·pass 
a Watergate Reform bill including such a section. 
Now that the legislation is before the House, Ford's 
lobbyists are trying to prevent a vote on the entire 
bill. 

4. Negotiation of Pardon and Watergate Tapes Agreement in 
Complete Secret 

a. Ford pardoned Nixon and agreed to surrender the 
Watergate tapes to Nixon after secret negotiations 
between Nixon's and Ford's staffs. 

b. Ford failed in both negotiations to consult with the 
Special Prosecutor's Office, Congressional leaders, 
or to let the public know in advance that he was con­
sidering such actions. 

5. Suppression of information developed by Congressional 
Intelligence Committees 

a. Ford sought in 1975 to prevent the Senate Intelligence 
Committee (Church) from making public its report 
detailing CIA involvement in assassination attempts 
against five foreign leaders. The Senate voted to 
release the report despite Ford's objections, and the 
American people were informed for the first time of the 
assassination attempts of its government. 

b. Ford sought in early 1976 to prevent the House Intelli­
gence Committee (Pike) from making public its final 
report. The House voted not to make the report 
public; when leaked and published, the report revealed 
the extent to which the Ford Administration refused 
to cooperate with the Committee. That refusal to 
cooperate, rather than intelligence secrets, was 
apparently what Ford wanted to keep from the public. 



-39-

6. · .  Weakening of Sunshine Legislation 

a. During the last two years, Ford has done nothing 
to push sunshine legislation that would open to 
the public the meetings of all federal regulatory 
agenciesl Despite his professed desire for "opennes�", 
Ford has not made such legislation a priority. (Ford's 
July message to Congress listing his 70 legislative 
priorities did not include sunshine legislation.) 
He has not urged its enactment� and he has allowed 
Administration appointees to lobby for a weaker bill. 

b. When the sunshine legislation was considered in August '76 
by a Senate-House conference, the Ford Administration 
sought to exempt financial regulatory bodies, such 
as the Federal Reserve Board and the Securities 
Exchange Commission, from its full coverage. Ford 
lobbyists threatened a veto unless the Federal Reserve 
Board was permitted to close its meetings and only 
keep minutes of what occurred. 

7. Failure to Disclose Nixon China Report 

When Nixon submitted the report on his recent trip to 
China, Ford refused to acknowledge its receipt. Not 
until the report was returned to Nixon was Ford's 
press secretary informed and allowed to inform the 
public that the report had been received. 

8. Sacking of Officials Deviating from Ford's Positions 

a. John Sawhill. In the fall of '74, John Sawhill, FEA 
Administrator, publicly suggested that one way of 
conserving energy would be an additional gasoline tax. 
Ford opposed such a tax, and he promptly fired Sawhill 
for publicly stating a different position. Sawhill: 
"I was very naive, I believed Nessen that day when he 
said it was an open administration." 

b. James Schlesinger. In the Sunday Morning Massacre of 
November, 1975, Ford fired h�Secretary of Defense, 
James Schlesinger. At the time of the firing, Ford 
said only that he wanted his "own team" and that "there 
were no basic differences." Subsequently, he admitted 
that Schlesinger did not agree with Ford's views on 
detente and the defense budget. 

c. Daniel Patrick Moynihan. Moynihan was technically 
not fired by Ford from his Ambassadorship at the UN. 
However, MOynihan was effectively forced to resign 
when Ford and Kissinger continued to tell reporters 
privately that Moynihan's vocal support for Israel at 
the UN was harmful to American interests. Although 
neither Ford nor Kissinger would publicly repudiate 
Moynihan's statements on Israel and the Third World, 
they indicated privately that such statements differed 
from.the emphasis of Administration policies, and 
Moynihan would therefore have to leave. 



-40-

THEME 3: Gerald Ford's record as a Congressman, as Vice President, 
and as President indicates that he is capable of neither the strong 
nor the moral and compassionate leadership the country needs. 

I. Congressional Record: 25 years of non-leadership; 25 years of 
callous voting. 

A. Non-Leadership 

-- Ford's Congressional career can be divided into 3 distinct 
periods: 

a. 1949-1964, member of Congress without Minority Leader­
ship role; 

b. 1964-1969 - Minority Leader with Democratic President; and, 

c. 1969-1974, Minority Leader with Republican President 

In each of these 3 periods, Ford showed that he was a 
Congressional go-along-to-get-along follower, totally in­
capable of strong, decisive leadership; (this is reflected 
in, among other things, the fact that during a 25 year 
period he was never considered by his party as a possible 
Presidential cand�date; without Richard Nixon's help, 
Ford would never have risen to his present job.) 

1. 1949-1964 

a. During his early years in Congress, Ford did little 
more than follow the Republican leadership (For 
instance, during his first decades in Congress, 
he followed the Republican leadership position on 
roll-call votes an average of nearly 80%); he 
spent most of his time working to become a member 
of the Republican "inner club" (joining, for instance, 
the Chowder and Marching Club, a Congressional 
social-political organization founded by Congressman 
Richard Nixon) ; he staked out virtually no legis­
lative areas of specialty; and he failed to achieve 
any significant legislative accomplishments --
it's not possible, for instance, to name a major 
piece of legislation on which he played a leading 
role or which he can call his own. 

b. In 1963, Ford was elected to a minor Republican 
party position (conference chairman), but that was 
not because of any leadership exhibited during his 
decade and a half. Rather, some of Ford's colleagues 
decided to replace the incumbent (Charles Hoeven) 
because of his age (67). Ford was fifth on his 
friends' list of five possible successors; the other 
four declined to run, so it was Ford. Charles 
Goodell, one of the friends, said: "It wasn't as 
though everyone was wildly enthusiastic about Jerry,"; 
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former press secretary and 
terHorst, Fordybiographer, "The rebellion, Ford 
knew, was a symbol and not a personal triumph. 
Ford, in fact, had not even been an architect of the 
coup, but only a rally point for it." 

2. 1964-1969 

a. In 1965, Ford was elected Republican leader by 
the same process by which he had been selected 
conference chairman -- not by leading but by fol­
lowing the ambitions of his friends (such as 
Melvin Laird, Robert Griffin, and Don Rumsfeld) 

b. When selected as the party's leader, Ford charac­
teristically did not promise new or strong leader­
ship; he pledged himself only to be a "team player." 
In writing about Ford's "club" qualities, the 
Washington Post said at the time of the selection: 
"Ford is lean, well-tailored, respectably conservative, 
never too far ahead of the country club crowd. He 
would have done as well at General Motors as he has 
on Capitol Hill." 

c. In his role as leader during Johnson's Presidency, 
Ford fulfilled his promise of non-leadership: 
Professor Peabody of Johns Hopkins, who has 
undertaken the most thorough study of Ford's per­
formance during the Johnson Presidency, concluded 
(after interviewing 75 Republican House members): 

" ... members· deplored what they conceived to be a 
basic lack of political instinct and a hesitancy 
on Ford's part to utilize the full powers of his 
office." As one Republican leader quoted by Peabody 
said: " (W) hen it cones to irnplenentincr a_ plan 
which requires a delicate sense of timing, a con­
cern for the intricacies of details, an inter­
weaving of the component parts, Ford is at a loss." 

d. Johnson's characterizations of Ford's ability as 
Republican leader during this period are too well 
known to need repeating. 

3. 1969-1974 

During Nixon's Presidency, Ford -- as Minority Leader -­
obviously had some party obligation to follow the lead 
of Nixon. Ford went beyond that obligation, however; 
he often blindly followed Nixon's lead, and he tried 
to get his fellow Republicans to follow the same route 
(Ford roll-call support of Nixon's positions exceeded 
80%; Ford's support on veto override votes was 100%) 

a. That other House Republican leaders and the Senate 
Republican leader, Hugh Scott, often chose not to 
blindly follow Nixon's command indicates not only 
the limits to which party loyalty can be stretched 
but also the extent to which Ford was a follower 
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rather than an independent thinker or a leader. 
(Comparison:in the House,Ford was one of Nixon's top 4 

rollcall vote supporters in 3 Of the--5 Nlxon years; 
in 1973, he wa�-2nd; in the Senate, Scott was never· 
in the top s-supporters. ) 

b. Summaries of Ford's performance: 

(1) Reeves, Ford, Not a Lincoln -- "More careful 
House Republicans were sometimes outraged 
watching Ford mouthing little speeches delivered 
moments before by White House messengers from the 
offices of Nixon aides Charles Colson and 
Kenneth Clawson. 'He didn't even bother to read 
the damn things,' said a colleague. 'If the 
White House wanted something said, Jerry just 
jumped up and said it.'" 

(2) terHorst, Ford's former press secretary, 
Gerald Ford: "It was often difficult, if not 
�mposs2ble, to find measures on which the House 
Minority Leader dared to buck the White House." 

c. Examples of support: 

(1) At White House request, initiated impeachment 
of Justice Douglas with unsubstantiated (and 
false) evidence supplied by John Mitchell. 

(2) At White House request, and admittedly without 
checking the accuracy of the allegations, led 
effort to kill House Banking Committee inves­
tigation of Watergate before 1972 election. 

(3) Defended Nixon's hone.sty on House floor, knowing 
that Nixon had lied about the secret bombings 
of Cambodia in 1970. 

(4) Publicly supported Nixon's nominations of 
Clement Haynsworth and G. Harrold Carswell to 
the Supreme Court. 

(5) Introduced and fought for Nixon's bill to _sub­
stantially weaken the extension of the Voting 
Rights Act of '65. 

(6) Supported Nixon's handling of "May Day" war 
protest in D.C. (subsequently held uncon­
stitutional) 

(7) Supported Nixon's plan to bail out Lockheed 
with $250 million federal loan guarantee. 

(8) Supported Nixon's plan to develop an ABM system. 
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(9) Supported the "no-knock" and "preventive 
detention" provisions of Nixon's crime legis­
lation. 

(10) Supported Nixon's invasion of Cambodia 

(11) Supported Nixon's wage and price control 
program (though such support abandoned 20 

years of opposition by Ford to wage and price 
controls); supported Nixon's new China policy 

(though such support abandoned 20 years of 
opposition by Ford to easing relations with 
China; of such abrupt changes, J. terHorst, 
wrote: "Ford . • .  found himself scrambling to 
keep up with the surprise moves by the White 
House. But each time he managed to put· 
aside objections to such decisions and 
come to Nixon's defense." 

(12) Supported Nixon's opposition to the War Powers 
Act; voted to uphold Nixon's veto 

(13) Supported all of Nixon's bombing operations 
in North Vietnam and Nixon's mining of Haiphong 
Harbor, as well as the rest of Nixon's Vietnam 
policy; terHorst: "Time and again, Ford pulled 
together the necessary Republican and con­
servative Southern votes to dilute and defeat 
the numerous end-the-war measures that dogged 
Nixon throughout 1972." 

(14) Supported without reservation or qualification 
Nixon's handling of Watergate. 

B. ·. Callous Voting Record 

A 25 year record of moral and .social insensitivity. 

(1) Civil Riahts 

(a) '69 - offered Nixon's substitute for the 
bill extending the Voting Rights Act of '65; 
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the substitute would have elim£nated ·the 
requirement that states clear voting law 
changes with the Attorney General; substitute 
adopted by House, rejected by Senate; when 
House voted on Senate version (which became 
law), Ford voted to recommit. 

(b) '66-during consideration of '66 Civil 
Rights Act, which included a provision which 
became the· nation 's first open housing, 
Ford urged and voted for recommittal; 
stated that open hous�ng might not be 
constitutional. 

(c) '65-sponsored Republican substitute to 
Johnson Administration 's Voting Rights Act 
of '65; voted against Administration 's 
b�ll; voted to recommit the final conference 
report. 

(d) All of above recommittal votes were 
followed by affirmative votes on final 
passage; to civil rights leaders, the 
recommittal votes indicate.Ford 's true 
concern for civil rights. 

(2} Minimum Wage Legislation 

(a) Voted 7 times over 25 year period opposing 
measures proposing increases in the minimum 
wage. 

(b) Most recent vote--supported Nixon 's 
substitute in '73 for minimum wage legislation, 
which included exemption for youths (the 
McDonald 's amendment); when substitute was 
defeated, Ford voted against final passage 
and the conference report of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act Amendments; voted to support 
Nixon 's veto. 

(3) Crime and Law Enforcement 

(a) Preventive Detention--supported preventive 
detent�on prov�s�on �n '70 D.C. crime code, 
introduced in 1971 bill to amend Bail Reform 
Act of 1966 to provide for preventive detention. 

(b) No-Knock-supported no-knock provision in '70 

D.C. crime code. 
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(4) Health care Financing 

(a) Urged and voted for recommittal of 
Medicare bill in '65: voted against final 
passage 

(b) Supported Nixon's limited national health 
Insurance program: opposed any more ex­
pansive health insurance program. 

(5) Mine Safety and Black Lung 

(a) Voted to recommit conference report on 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of '69. 

(b) Voted against passage of the conference 
report on Black Lung Benefits of '72. 

(6) Poverty -- OEO Legislation 

(a) '71 - Voted against establishment of a 
comprehensive child development program 
to provide educational, nutritional and 
health services free of charge for 
disadvantaged children: voted against, 
and led the fight to defeat, the conference 
report on the '71 Economic Opportunity 
Amendments, which would extend OEO 
for 2 additional years and authorize 
$5 billion for programs administered by 
OEO. 

(b) '69 - Voted against OEO authorizabion 
bill to extend OEO for 2 years. 

(c) '68 - Voted against $25 million supple­
mental appropriation for Head Start' 

(d) '66 - Voted against OEO Amendments and 
and in favor of Republican substitute 
to distribute OEO programs to other 
Federal agencies. 

(e) '65 - Voted against OEO appropriations 
of $1.9 billion 

(f) '64 - Voted against the establishment of OEO 

(7) Food Programs 

(a) '73 - Voted for amendments to prohibit 
Food stamps to strikers and recipients 
of SSI assistance 
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(b) '70 - Supported amendment to prohibit 
food stamps to strikers 

(c) '64 - Voted against the establishment 
of the Food stamp program 

(8} Housing 

(a) Consistently voted against all housing 
legislation designed to assist low and 
moderate income families between 1949, 
when he voted for an amendment to delete 
a section funding low rent public housing, 
and 1967, when he voted in favor of deleting 
program funds for model cities. 

(b) '70 - Voted against conference reports 
on housing bill which contained new town 
proposals. 

(c) '68 - Voted for Housing and Urban Develop­
ment bill, even though it contained pro­
visions for interim services, tenant 
services and new-town programs (which he 
strongly opposed) ; said he would oppose 
any funding for those programs. 

(d) '67 - Voted against $20 million for rat 
eradication program. 

(9) Right to Work 

Voted against repeal of Section 14 (b) of Taft­
Hartley - '65.-

(10) Internal Security 

(a) '73 - opposed resolution to abolish House 
Committee on Internal Security 

(b) '69 - supported the withholding of federal 
financial aid to disruptive students. 

(c) '71 - voted to continue Subversive Activities 
Control Board maintenance of secret blacklist 

(d) '67 - demanded report by President on the 
extent of Communist influence in anti­
war demonstration at Pentagon 

(e) '67 - criticized President's failure to 
send federal troops to stop Detroit 
riots; gave as reason for delay the Con­
gressional rejection of President's rat 
eradication program. 
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(f) voted for Internal Security Act of 'SO, 
Communist Control Act of '54, and 
Espionage and Sabotage Act of '54. 

(11) Highway Trust Fund - voted in '73 against use 
of $700 million of Trust Funds for mass transit 
projects in urban areas. 

(12) National Defense Policy 

(a) Weapons - '71 - voted against deletion 
of funding for development of B-·1 Bombers. 

'69 - su orted activel the develo ment 
of ABM the w�sdom of wh�ch e compared 
to the development of H-bombs by Truman) 
opposed its limitation to just two sites 

(b) War Powers -- '73 - voted against the 
War Powers Act to control Presidential 
comm�tment of Amer�can Forces; supported 
Nixon's veto 

(13) Foreign Policy 

(a) Indochina 

was consistent supporter of U.S. policy 
in Indochina since Truman Administration 

supported Nixon's efforts to end 
Vietnam War on gradual basis; supported 
all of Nixon's bombinc; operations in North 
Vietnam and Nixon's m�ning of Haiphong 

-- opposed during '70 - '73 all legislation 
aimed at setting cut-off date for U.S. 
military operations in Vietnam 

-- '65 - urged President and Congress 
to cut back on domestic expenditures 
in order to meet the growing expense of 
Vietnam War 

(b) Rhodesia - '71 - voted to violate UN 
sanction and to import chrome from Rhodesia 

(14) Environment 

(a) '72 - voted against requ�r�ng "best 
available" water pollution control re­
q'!lired by 1981. 

(b) '71 - voted against deletion of funds 
for Arnchitka nuclear test. 
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(c) '70 - voted to increase logging in 
National Forests 

II. Vice Presidential Record 

A. As Vice President, Ford spent nine months endlessly criss­
crossing the country defending Nixon's Watergate conduct 
and attending Republican fundraisers. (During this period, 
Ford traveled over 100,000 miles through the country, visited 
35 states, and made more than 400 public appearances; he 
appeared at nearly 100 Republican fundraising events. 

B. That nine month period could have been used by Ford to 
prepare for the Presidency or to encourage Nixon to 
tell the truth on Watergate; either activity would, to some 
extent, have demonstrated Ford's leadership qualities in 
a moral crisis. But Ford undertook neither activity; 
instead, he refused to organize a transition effort 
(though a belated one was begun without his knowledge) and 

he refused to lead public opinion in any direction other 
than blind support of Richard Nixon. 

C. Examples of his blind support of Nixon: 

1. Fully supported Nixon's firing of Cox; "no other choice 
after Mr. Cox refused to accept the compromise solution" 

2. Agreed with Nixon's very limited definition of an 
"impeachable offense" (though that definition differed 
from the expansive one Ford wanted to use against 
Justice Douglas.) 

3. Accused AFL-CIO and other groups of waging an all-out 
attack against Nixon (later admitting that Nixon's 
staff had written that accusation for Ford to deliver) 

4. Stated that Nixon had evidence to exonerate himself but that 
he (Ford) had enough trust in Nixon to make unnecessary 
a personal look at the evidence. 

5 .  Stated that Nixon's being named an "unindicted co­
conspirator" had not shaken his faith in Nixon's innocence. 

6. Publicly re-affirmed his belief in Nixon's innocence 
after having been informed of the "smoking gun" tape 
by Haig. 

III. Presidential Record 

A. In two years as President, Ford has failed completely to 
provide the nation •.wi th strong leadership, with a sense that 
he is in charge and knows where he is leading the nation. 
He has provided no reason to believe that if given four 
more years in the White House, he would provide strong 
leadership. 
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B. In his two years in office, Ford has also failed to exhibit 
any concern for the unemployed, the poor, the elderly, 
the handicapped, the malnourished, the sick, school children, 
veterans, blacks, Chicanos, Puerto Ricans, women, and other 
groups in our society without memberships at Ford's Burning 
Tree Country Club� in short, he has evidenced no desire to 
provide moral and compassionate leadersh�p. There �s no 
reason to believe he would change during the next four years. 

c. Lack of Strong Leadership 

1. Inability to lead Congress 

a. Dependence on Veto 

(1) Ford has been so unable to lead Congress --
to convince Congress of the merits of his proposals 
-- that he has had to resort to vetoes: 55 
vetoes in 2 years. Ten of those vetoes 
were overridden, a higher percentage than any 
President since Andrew Johnson (Eisenhower was 

overridden on�y twice in 8-years. 

(2) Even Nixon, who has operated with a Democratic 
Congress, did not have to resort to governing 
simply by veto: in nearly three times as long 
a tenure, he vetoed only 34 public bills. 

b. Record Low Support by Congress 

(1) In 1975, on major Congressional votes where 
Ford took a position, Ford's position was 
supported by Congress in only 61% of the 
votes -- the lowest mark by a second year President 
since Con�ressional Quarterly began measuring 
President�al support in Congress (In the House, 
where Ford spent 25 years, his support was 
only 50.5%) 

(2) In 1974, Ford's support in Congress was only 
58.2%. When that figure is combined with the 
'75 figure of 61%, Ford records the lowest 

average support level in Congress for any 
President since Congressional Quarterly began 
measuring: Ford - 59.6%; Nixon - 67.3%; 
Johnson - 82.8%; Kennedy - 84.5%; Eisenhower -
72.2%. 

(3) When bills are considered as to which Ford 
has not only indicated support but has specifically 
requested (in his legislative messages to 
Congress) , the lack of Ford support in Congress 
becomes even more glaring 

(a) In '74, Ford won Congressional approval 
of only 36% of his specific legislative 
proposals 
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(b) In '75, Ford's approval percentage dropped 
even further -- to only 27%. 

(4} To a considerable extent, Ford's low Congressional 
support and approval percentages are due to 
the destruction of his credibility with Congress; 
that has been caused by the numerous times 
he has sought approval of ill-considered, 
poorly-developed proposals intended to cure 
major national problems. Among the more signfi­
cant of such proposals: 

(a} 1974 

(1} imposing a 5% income tax surcharge· 
as part of his WIN (Whip Inflation 
Now) program 

(2) delaying pay raises for federal workers 
(also part of WIN} 

(3) allowing the Freedom of Information 
Act to remain in original form 
(without the amendments necessary 

to plug its numerous loopholes} 
(Ford vetoed the amendments) 

(4) immediately deregulating the price of 
oil and natural gas. 

(b) 1975 

(1) authorizing $722 million in military 
aid and $250 million in economic aid 
to South Vietnam in the last weeks 
of the Thieu regime 

(2} authorizing supplemental appropriations 
of $222 million in military and economic 
aid for Cambodia just before its fall 

(3) seeking authority to provide addi­
tional funds for military aid to 
two of the three factions in Angola 

(4), attempting to solve the nation's 
energy problems by creating a $100 
billion Energy Independence Author­
ity (whose purpose would theoretically 
be to encourage commercial development 
of alternative energy sources} 
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(5) proposing $28 bill'ion spending 
cut {subsequently endorsed by Ford 
when he signed tax cut extension 
bill) 

(6) proposing initially to solve New 
York City's financial problems by 
doing nothing more than changing 
the bankruptcy laws. 

(c) ·1976 

{1) attempting to bypass the need for a 
Consumer Protection Agency by placing 
"consumer representatives" in each · 

of the Cabinet Departments and Execu­
tive agencies. Example: Joan Braden 
at State Department 

{2) proposing to turn over any expansion 
of uranium enrichment activities to 
a private industry consortium 

(3) opposing any Watergate Reform Bill 
which would establish an independent 
special prosecutor mechanism {this 
position was changed when it became 
apparent in July that the Senate would 
pass such a bill in a few days) 

{4) opposed any effective Toxic Substance 
Control Act, such as the one passed 
by the Senate 

delayed 
{5) proposing no sanction beyond/disclosure 

to corporations making foreign 
bribes 

{6) proposing that Medicare patients pay 
substantially more for short-term 
coverage in order to get the 
limited benefits of a "catastrophic" 
health insurance program. 

2. Depending totally on Henry Kissinger to determine 
and implement the nation's foreign policy 

a. Ford has completely turned over half his domain -­
foreign policy -- to Henry Kissinger; it is 
Kissinger who really makes our foreign policy, with 
Ford merely assenting to it. Never in the nation's 
history has a Secretary of State so completely 
determined, to the exclusion of the President, 
what the foreign policy will be and how it will be 
implemented; and never before has a foreign policy 
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been so widely regarded as the Secretary of State's 
rather than the President's. 

b. Ford's total dependence on Kissinger is another key 
indicator 

'
of weak Ford leadership; examples of 

the complete dependence: 

(1) Immediately before assuming the Presidency, 
Ford publicly stated that Kissinger would 
remain as Secretary of State (he made no 
similar statement about other Cabinet officers) ; 
since then Ford has repeatedly stated that 
Kissinger could remain as Secretary of State 
for as long as he wants, including any second 
Ford Administration (he has not said anything 
like that about any of the other Cabinet 
officers. 

(2) During the first few months., _Ford refused 
to even consider foreign policy problems; 
"Take that up with Dr. Kissinger" was Ford's 
standard line when foreign policy came up in 
the Oval Office. 

(3) Ford initially refused to meet with Alexander 
Solzhenitsyn solely on Kissinger's advise that 
such a meeting would offend the Soviet Union 

( 4) Although he has dropped the word "detente, 11 

Ford has avowedly continued to pursue this 
essentially Kissinger policy. 

(5) As part of.the Sunday morning massacre, Ford 
fired the only Cabinet officer (Schlesinger) 
who publicly disagreed with Kissinger about 
the value of detente. Ford also allowed 
Kissinger to pick his successor as National 
Security Adviser, Brent Scowcroft, who had 
been Kissinger's long-time deputy; allowing 
Kissinger to make such a choice ensured that 
Kissinger's advice on foreign policy would 
continue to be the only advice Ford would get. 

(6) Ford followed without deviation Kissinger's 
opposition to the Jackson amendment designed 
to keep "most favored nation '1 status from the 
Soviet Union unless Jewish emigration policies 
were eased. 

(7) Ford has allowed Kissinger complete freedom 
in deciding what types and amounts of arms 
will be sold to Arab nations 



-53-

(8) Ford has allowed Kissinger complete freedom 
to negotiate a Middle East settlement and a 
SALT II agreement; there is for instance,no 
evidence that Ford has provided any negotiating 
instructions to Kissinger that differ from 
Kissinger's previously stated views and state­
ments. 

(9} Ford vetoed a bill to add the Secretary of 
Treasury to the National Security Council solely 
because of Kissinger's opposition to the bill 
(Kissinger did not want Simon on the Council} 

(10) Ford has blindly followed Kissinger's recom­
mendations on emergency foreign aid requests 
Examples: $722 million in military aid; 
$250 million in economic aid to South Vietnam 
just before its fall; $250 million in economic 
aid to Cambodia just before its fall; and 
continued funding to support 2 factions in 
the Angolan civil war. 

c. Perhaps the best indication of the extent to which 
Ford has surrendered his leadership role in 
foreign policy is that it seems impossible 
to name a Ford foreign policy position, let alone 
achievement, which is not universally recognized 
to actually be Kissinger's. Even that was not true 
of Nixon. 

3. Failing to take any meaningful action on major national 
problems 

a. Unemployment failed to do anything to bring down 
record unemployment rates , by either proposing 
some type of comprehensive program for that purpose 
or by offering alternative solutions to the numerous 
emergency employment bills vetoed by him. 

b. Interest Rates -- failed to take any steps designed 
to lower record-high interest rates or to make mortgage 
money available to the average working family 

c. Housing -- failed to make any attempt to correct 
the HOD scandals of recent years or to undertake 
any program to move the housing industry out of 
its Depression-rate performance; proposed no 
programs to make housing once again affordable 
for the average working family 

d. Health Care -- failed to take any measures to 
arrest the skyrocketing costs of health care or 
to ease the burden of those costs (such as through 
a comprehensive national health insurance program} 
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Energy �- failed to develop any comprehensive pro­
gram to conserve the nation's energy supplies, other 
than through such unacceptable, unaffordable means 
as an Energy Independence Authority and immediate 

decontrol of oil and gas prices 

Environment -- consistently failed to support en­
vironmental needs when confronted with the desires 
of Big Business, such as by supporting a weakened 
Clean Air Act or a toothless Toxic Substances 
Control Act 

Nuclear Weapons -- failed to develop any plan to 
slow the proliferation of nuclear weapons to Third 
World nations 

Government Organization -- failed to develop any 
program to eliminate wasteful programs, to remove 
overlapping, or to ensure efficiency in performance 

FBI -- failed to take steps to direct Clarence 
Kelley, or others, to finally determine what illegal 
actions the FBI has been committing 

Amnesty and Pardons -- failed to take any action 
to solve the problems of the great bulk of Vietnam 
War resisters or deserters who refused to particpate 
in Ford's ill-conceived clemency program 

Welfare Reform -- failed to propose any compre­
hens�ve program to solve what he admits is an in­
adequate and unfair welfare system 

Tax Reform -- failed to propose any comprehensive 
program to decrease the income tax burden of the 
lower and middle classes 

Antitrust Enforcement �- failed to allow the Anti­
trust Div�s�on to file major suits to enforce existing 
antitrust laws and failed to support changes in those 
laws to ease their enforcement 

Busing -- failed to do anything about the problems 
and concerns raised by busing other than to re­
peatedly attack the concept of busing and to propose 
unworkable and publicly unconstitutional legislation 
to limit busing to a 5 year period. 

Conflict-of-Interest -- failed to take any meaningful 
steps to ensure that appointees divest themselves 
of conflicts-of-interest or that departing appointees 
do not practice law or lobby before their former 
departments or agencies 
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p. Elderly -- failed to take any actions to ease the 
problems of the elderly. Failed to enforce the Age 
Discrimination in Employment Act, failed to support 
the Community Services Employment for Older Americans 
Act, failed to increase subsidized housing, failed to 

cost-of-living increases in Social Security, failed to exempt elderly from 
his restrictive Food Stamp eligibility rules, and failed 

to control the soaring cost of Medicare -- in short, 
failed to do anything 

q. Education -- failed to show any concern for the 
nat1on's education needs through his numerous vetoes 

of education authorization or appropriations-bill-s and 
his repeated-attempts jto j.mpound lawfully ap-;:>rooriated 
funds. . . 

r. Agriculture -- failed to take necessary steps to 
ensure the price security needed by farmers through 
his vetoes of several price support bills and his three 
grain embargoes 

s. Postal Service -- failed to take any steps to change 
the Postal Service's pathetic, conflict-of-interest­
scarred management, to improve the Service's delivery 
system, or to keep mailing costs at affordable prices 
' 

t. Voter Registration -- failed to take any measures 
to improve the abysmally low national rate of voter 
registration, such as by supporting universal 
(post-card) voter registration 

u. Federal Employees -- failed to take any steps to 
ensure that federal employees are treated with the 
respect they deserve, evidenced by his seeking to 
defer pay increases one year, lowering cost-of­
living increases another year, and vetoing a bill 
to remove Hatch Act restrictions 

v. Transportation -- failed to develop any coordinated 
national transportation policy or to take steps 
to cure the nation's severe railroad problems 

/ 

w. Defense -- failed to even question the billions of 
dollars of arms sales to the Arab nations, the need 
for new, expensive weapons systems such as the 
B-1 bomber, the ABM system, the cruise missile 
system, or the enormous cost-overruns for so many 
weapons projects 

x. Foreign Affairs failed to do anything without 
Henry K1ssinger (see section 2 above) 
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4. Accomplishing So Little Over a Two Year PeriOd 

a. As a result of Ford's having proposed so many ill­
considered programs (which Congress was forced to 
ignore) and having failed to do anything at all about 
so many national problems, it is not suprising that 
two years of Ford's weak leadership have produced 
so few accomplishments; and it is not surprising 
that public polls indicate that so few Americans 
can name any accomplishments of Gerald Ford. 

b. A look at what Ford has claimed are his ten major 
accomplishments (in The Ford Presidency, recently 
published by the White House) shows exactly how 
little has in fact been accomplished: 

(1) Ford Claim: "Inflation has 
than half" (evidence cited: 
index was rising at 12.2% a 
took office; during first 6 
inflation rate was 4.6%) 

FACTS: 

been cut by more 
consumer· price 

year when Ford 
months of '76, 

(a) While it is true the current inflation rate 
is 6%, that is still a higher rate than 
at any time between the Korean War and Nixon'E 
inauguration. During the Kennedy-Johnson 
years, inflation was only 2.2%. 

(b) During 1974, when Ford was Vice President 
and then beqinning in August President, 
the inflation rate was 12.2%. As Vice Preside 
Ford supported all of N�xon1s economic policie 

(c) During the Nixon-Ford Administration, in­
flation has averaged almost 7%, an average 
exceeding the highest rate of inflation for 
any year under any other Administration since 
WWII. (From 1969-1974, Ford was Republican 
leader in the House and fully supported 
all of Nixon's economic policies) 

(d) Ford is essentially asking to be commended 
for having supported and implemented policies 
that gave the nation the highest inflation 
rate in 50 years and then reducing that 
rate to the highest in 20 years. 

:.•; 
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{2) Ford Claim: "Over 3 million people have ob­
ta1ned jobs" (evidence cited: last year total 
employment was 84.3 million� now 87.7 million 
are employed) . 

FACTS: 

{a) The fact that 3 million have obtained 
jobs ignores the fact that 7.4 million 
are unemployed, a level exceeded on an 
annual basis only once since the 1930's 
by the 7. 8 million unemployed during 1975. 

(b) When Ford took office, 5 million were 
unemployed -- 2.4 million below the current 
number. 

(3) Ford Claim: "The unemployment rate has been 
s1gnificantly cut" (evidence cited: in early 
1975, unemployment peaked at 8. 9%� today the 
rate is 7.5%, and the President's economic 
advisers predict the rate will go below 7% 
before the end of '76) 

FACTS: 

(a) The fact that the unemployment rate has 

(c)* Ford's economic advisers 
have never had a record for 
accurate predictions: they 
recommended, for instance, 

been cut ignores the fact that the un­
employment rate, which is actually 7.9%, (Aug.) 
is at an annual level exceeded only-------

once since the 1930's -- by the 8.5% 
rate for 1975. The unemployment rate for 
blacks is 13.6%�or teenagers 18%� for 
black teenagers 4 0 %; construction 

the WIN program to stop infla­
tion. More importantly, with 
the recent increase in unemploy­
ment to 7.9 %, they are not 
now saying the unemployment 
rate will go below 7% by the 
end of the year. 

(b) 

(c)* 

workers 17% (Note: each additional point 
in unemployment costs the government $17 
billion -- $12 billion in lost tax revenues 
and $5 billion in legally mandated food 
stamps, unemployment insurance and other 
support programs) 

When unemployment "peaked at 8.9%," it was 
in Ford's Administration and as a direct 
result of his "WIN" and tight money 
policies; when Ford took office the un­
employment rate was 5.5% -- in ten months 
Ford allowed unemployment to climb from 
5 million to more than 8. 2 million --
a more than 60% increase 

(4) Ford Claim: "Key economic indicators are moving 
strongly· upward" (evidence cited: in the past 
year, housing starts have risen by 40%, the GNP 
has risen by 10%, and per capita disposable 
income has risen by nearly 5%.) 
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FACTS: 

Economic indicators are moving upward 
from recession-like levels; Ford is seeking 
credit for getting the country out of a 
recession that his tight money, high unemployment 
policies created. 

(a} Housing - In 1975, Ford's only full 
year in the White House, housing production 
was only 1.1 million units, the lowest 
in 20 years; apartment product�on was 
268,000 units, the lowest since the 
Depression; horne mortgage interest rates 
were 9-10%; and the average cost for a 
new single family house rose to $45,000 
a price beyond the capacity of 70% of 
American .families. 

(b) GNP -- The relevant statistic is.not GNP 
but real GNP, which accounts for inflation. 
In 1975, real GNP decreased by 1.8%; and 
in fact during the ent�re Nixon-Ford 
Administration, real GNP has grown only 
about 11%. (By contrast, during the 
Kennedy-Johnson years, real GNP increased 
by 45.9% -- a more than 300% improvement 
over the Nixon-Ford years. Throughout 
the Nixon-Ford years, real GNP has averaged 
only a 1.6% annual growth (and actually 
decreased in three years -- 1970, 1974, 
and 1975}; during the Kennedy-Johnson 
years, the annual growth average was 4.5%. 

(c) Real Disposable Income Per Capita -­

Throughout the N�xon-Ford Administration, 
real disposable income per capita has 
increased much more slowly than in the 
Kennedy-Johnson Administration; Nixon-
Ford (1969-76) - 19.6%; Kennedy-Johnson -
28.4%. In two of the Ford Years, the 
nation had the lowest rate of increase in 
real disposable income per capita since 
the Depression: in 1974, there was a 
decrease of 2.3%; in 1975, the increase 
was only 1%. Of more significance, though, 
is the fact that the real average weekly 
earnings (which, unlike real disposable 
per capita income, includes only salary 
and wages and is therefore a better indicator 
of how the average working person is faring) 
ha�.decreased during the Nixon-Ford years. 
In real terms, the average weekly earnings 
in 1968 was $103.39; it is now, eight 
years later, only $102.94. 
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(5) Ford Claim: "Farmers are scaling new heights." 
(ev�dence cited: net farm income in 1976 

reached $26 billion, a record; farm exports 
in 1976 reached $22 billion, a record) 

FACTS: 

(a) Net farm income is only projected to reach 
$26 billion this year, and even if it 
does that will be far from a record -- in 
1973, net farm income was $33 billion. 

(b) More importantly, "net farm income" is 
not the relevant measure of farmers• in­
come; "real farm income." which accounts 
for inflation, is the relevant measure 
and that pas been disastrous in the Ford 
Administration. For 1975, real farm 
income was $16.8 billion and for 1976 it 
is projected at $17.7 billion. By com­
parison, it was $27.7 billion the year 
before Ford took office (1973) and $22.6 
billion in the year in which Ford assumed 
office (1974). That record does not 
indicate "new heights" for farms. 

(6) Ford Claim: "The growth of crime has been cut 
by more than 75%" (evidence cited: when 
Ford took office; crime was increasing at an 
18% annual rate; in 1975, the rate of increase 
was 9%; in the first quarter of 1976, ��e rate 
of increase was 4%.) 

FACTS: 

(a) That the annual growth in the crime rate 
has decreased ignores several major con­
siderations: 

(1) the amount of crime is still enormous: 
in '74, there were 2.16 million 
serious crimes; in '75, there were 
2.29 million serious crimes; and 
those f�gures included only reported 
crimes (which government studies 
show account for about one-half of 
all committed crimes). 

(2) During the Nixon-Ford Administration, 
counting only the reported crime, the 

�. rate of increase (through '75) for 
all serious crimes was 45%; for 
robberies 58%; for aggravated 
assaults, 48� As Congressman and 
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Vice President, Ford supported all 
of Nixon's "law and order" policies, 
which were supposed to reduce crime, 
not just the rate by wh�ch crime 
increases. 

(3) Among the "law and order" policies 
Ford supported was the creation of LEAA, 
which was intended to provide funds. 
to state and local communities in 
order to reduce crime. Through 1975, 
$4.5 billion has been spent: there 
has been a 45% increase in reported 
serious crimes, and LEAA is now saying 
its m�ss�on �s not to reduce crime but 
to reform the criminal justice system. 

(b) Leaving aside statistics about the crime 
rate, it is clear that the Nixon-Ford 
policies have done nothing to arrest the 
fear of crime: ·one half of Americans are 
still afraid of beina the victim o'f a 

crime while walking in their neighborhoods, 
and one-guarter of Americans are s·till 
afraid of beinq'the victim of a crime 
while sitting in.their homes. 

·(7) Ford Claim: "Dangerous downward trends in 
defense spending have been reversed" (evidence 
cited: in the· decade before Ford took office, 
Congress cut proposed defense budgets by almost 
$50 billion; in '76, Ford reversed that trend 
by persuading Congress to vote the first major 
increase in defense spending.) 

FACTS: 

(a) Ford stated in the primaries that the u.s. 

military posture was No. 1 in the world; 
if that is true, it is difficult to see 
how the country has been hurt by saving 
$50 billion. 

(b) The clear implication of Ford's statement 
is that defense spending can be directly 
equated with national defense posture, 
and it cannot. What is more important 
than the amount being spent is the affectivenes 
with which it is being spent. Ford under­
standably makes no claim as to increased 
effectiveness for the Defense Department. 



-61-

(8) Ford Claim: "Our alliances with the Atlantic Com­
munity and Japan have never been stronger" (evidence 
cited: When Ford took office, there was uncertainty 
in the international community over the constancy 
of American will and leadership� today the indus­
trialized democracies · are cooperating in many areas) 

FACTS: 

(a) To the extent that there was foreign uncertainty 
over this country's will, Ford was a prime con­
tributor; as Congressman and Vice President, he 
provided Nixon with the public support necessary 
to prolong Watergate into a two-year affair. 

(b) Our relations with the Atlantic Community are 
hardly at a peak; the Italians are resentful 
of the CIA's interference in their recent --
as well as past -- national elections; the Dutch 
are upset about the Lockheed bribes of Prince 
Bernard; the French and British are angry about 
the manner in which the question of Concorde 
landing rights has been handled; and the Canadians 
are increasingly upset with our unwillingness 
to recognize their desire for economic inde­
pendence. 

(c) Our relations with Japan are also far from 
a post-World War II peak. There is great 
embarrassment in Japan over Lockheed's bribing 
of Japanese officials, and there is intense 
bitterness toward Ford's refusal for so long 
to provide the Japanese Parliament with the 
requested information about the bribes. Further, 
the Japanese are especially resentful of 
Ford's failure to warn Japan in advance of 
his recent decision to place American forces 
in Korea on alert (these forces are also in­
tended to protect Japan.) 

(9) Ford Claim: "The Nation is at peace abroad for the 
f�rst t�me in over a decade" (evidence cited: when 
Ford took office, the Vietnam War was still going 
on and tensions were high in the Middle East; now 
not a single American is fighting overseas) 

FACTS: 

(a) It was despite Ford's policies, not because 
of them, that the U.S. has ended its involvement 
in Vietnam and Cabodia and not become involved 
in other wars. 

(1) Ford consistently supported Nixon's 
Vietnam War policies as Congressman 
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and Vice President, and he sought 
$722 million in emergency military 
aid and $250 million in emergency 
economic aid for Vietnam in 1973 
in order to keep the Thieu government 
going. 

(2) Ford sought $250 million in emergency 
aid to Cambodia in 1975 in order to 
keep the Lon �ol government going� 

(3) Ford was covertly funding in 1975 
two of the factions in the Angolan 
Civil War, and he fought congressional 
efforts to stop that funding. 

(b) If tensions have been eased in the 
Middle East during the past two years, 
the people living there have not noticed 
it. No permanent settlement of the Middle 
East situation seems near, the Arab nations 
are buying arms at record rates, Lebanon 
is rocked by a civil war of unbelievable 
dimensions, PLO terrorism continues unabated, 
and Israel is still forced to spend an 
extraordinarily high percentage of its 
funds on defense. 

(c) If there are no Americans fighting over­
seas, how did two American soldiers get 
killed in Korea while chopping down a tree? 

(10) Ford Claim: "The nation is at peace with itself" 
(ev�dence cited: when Ford took office, the 

Nation was rocked by scandal and inner doubts 
about its leaders and institutions, "today the 
strain of scandal has been erased from the 
White House, doubts have been replaced by 
growing national confidence, and. the mood 
of the country has brightened perceptibly.") 

FACTS: 

(a) Again, Ford cannot entirely escape blame 
for creating the "scandal and inner doubts" 
that led to Nixon's resignation. As a 
Congressman and Vice President, Ford 
fully supported and defended Nixon's 
handling of Watergate. 

(b) More importantly, the White House's 
reading of the country's present mood shows 
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how isolated Ford has become in just 
two years. Public opinion polls show 
that the country's mood is still one of 
serious doubt about the country's future 
and the ability of the government to solve 
major economic and social problems. In 
addition, the White House's reading of 
the country's mood has little basis for 
credibility, as Governor Reagan readily 
discovered. 

D. Lack of Moral and Compassionate Leadership 

1. The callousness of Ford's 25 year Congressional voting 
record presaged his Presidency, for he has continued 
during the last two years to ignore the needs of the 
poor, the elderly, the disabled, the unemployed and 
others looking to the federal government to help with 
with the nation's social and economic problems. 

2. When Ford assumed the Presidency he told those concerned 
about his callous voting record to ignore it, for it 
really just represented Grand Rapids. The last two 
years have shown that his voting record really represented 
him, and that he is just not capable of moral or com­
passionate leadership. Examples: 

a. Jobs for the Unemployed 

(1) Vetoed Public Works Employment Act of 1976 (over­
ridden) (authorized $3.95 billion in public 
works projects; 325,000 new jobs) 

(2} Vetoed Public Works Employment Act of 1975 
(authorized $6.3 billion in public works 

projects; 600,000 - 800,000 new jobs) 

(3) Vetoed Employment Appropriation Act of 1975 
($5.3 billion for emergency jobs; 1 million 

new part and full-time jobs; 840,000 
summer jobs) 

(4) Consistently opposed any program 
·
to reduce the 

level of unemployment to even a 4% level 
(Example: FY'76 - proposed to spend no more 

than $1.3 billion on job creation) 

b. Health Care 

(1) Vetoed Special Health Revenue Sharing Act of 
'75, which extended the health revenue sharing 

program, community mental health centers, National 
Health Service Corps program, and assistance for 
nurses' training (overridden) 
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(2) Vetoed FY'76 appropriations of $45 billion for 
HEW and Labor Departments; part of the reason 
for the veto -- appropriations for health pro­
grams exceeded Ford's request by $1 billion 
(overridden) 

(3) Opposed any type of comprehensive national health 
insurance program 

(4) Sought to rescind 22 appropriations in FY'75, 
in health-related areas (totalling $1.126 
billion) ; Congress refused to approve any of · 

these proposed recessions; sought to rescind 
7 appropriations in FY'76 in health areas 
(totalling $264 million) ; only one approved 

by Congress. 

c. Education 

(1) Vetoed $7.9 billion FY'76 appropriations for 
various educational programs including elementary, 
secondary, and higher education aid, National 
Institute for Education, and Impact Aid program; 
vetoed because amount exceeded Ford's recommendatior 
of $1.5 billion (overridden) 

(2) Vetoed Veterans Educational Benefit Act, which 
increased basic educational benefits for post­
Korean and Vietnam War veterans by 22.7%; and 
increased on-the-job training funds and vocational 
aid for disabled veterans (overridden) 

(3) Proposed in FY'75 to rescind $370 million and 
defer $195 million in education funds (Congress 
rejected) 

d. Elderly 

(1) Proposed in FY'75 a reduction to 5% in the 
guaranteed cost of living increase in Social 
Security benefits (8% enacted) 

(2) Continued a moratorium on construction of 
Sec. 236 subsidized housing programs for the 
elderly 

(3) Repeatedly failed to request any funds for 
Community Services Employment for Older Americans 
Act (though Congress has appropriated funds) 

(4) Sponsorep legislation to increase by approxi­
mately l/3 the cost of food stamps, which would 
have meant acquiring about 95% of food stamp 
recipients to pay 30% of their net monthly 
income for food stamps (20% of food stamps 
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recipients are over 60) 

{5 ) Proposed in FY'76 reductions in the Older 
Americans Act that would have been the sharpest 
reduction in history of the Act 

{6} Proposed financing "catastrophic" national 
health insurance for the elderly by substan­
tially increasing short-term hospitalization . 
charges 

{7) Vetoed bill to provide $285 million to Rail­
road Reitrement Fund in order to ensure 
its solvency {overridden) 

e. Consumers 

{1) Opposed establishment of a Consumer Protection 
Agency 

(2) Opposed parens patriae antitrust bill (which 
would allow State Attorneys General to rep­
resent consumers injured by antitrust violations 

(3) Supported immediate de-control of natural gas 
and oil prices 

(4) Vetoed the Freedom of Information Act Amendments 

f. Civil .Liberties 

(1) Failed to take any action against the FBI, CIA, 
or other intelligence agencies proven to in the 
Congressional investigations to have illegally 
violated the constitutional rights of Americans. 

(2) Supported (until the current campaign) enactment 
of S.l, the Criminal Codification Code that 
contains so many provisions designed to re­
strict basic civil liberties. 

(3) Proposed a foreign intelligence wiretapping 
bill that would allow American citizens to be 
tapped without "probable cause" of a crime 

. ( 4) Refused to take any actions to pressure our 
foreign allies to stop the attrocities 
committed against political prisoners, as well 
as American citizens convicted of drug offenses. 
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g. Civil Rights 

(1) Opposed all federal efforts toward increasing 
the desegregation of the nation's public 
schools: recently released Report of U.S. 
Civil Rights Commission concluded that Ford's 
repeated anti-busing remarks and support of ' 
anti-busing legislation "undermine the desegrega­
tion process in cornmunities.across the country." 

(2) Proposed legislation which would permit 
busing of school children in any school dis­
trict for no more than 5 years, regardless of 
how segregated a school district would become 
after busing ended. 

(3) Supported the practice of private schools 
of maintaining segregated student bodies 
(the Supreme Court subsequently held such a 

practice unconstitutional) 

h. Environmental Needs 

(1) Twice vetoed a bill that would establish federal 
environmental standards for all strip mining 
activities 

(2) Supported the extension of EPA auto emission 
standards to 1982 (instead of 1977) 

(3) Supported amendments to substantially weaken 
the air pollution standards imposed by the 
Clean Air Act 

(4) Opposed any effective toxic substance control 
bill (such as the tough '76 Senate-passed 
bill) 

(5) Opposed legislation requiring mandatory fuel 
efficiency standards for new automobiles: 
opposed legislation taxing energy-inefficient 
automobiles 

(6) For two years, opposed any additfons to the National 
Park System and the National Wildlife Refuge 
System, and changed only with the beginning 
of the general election campaign: agreed to 
give 1.5 million acres of Wildlife Refuge System 
to Bureau of Land Management (which is largely 
dominated by mining interests) (Congress over­
turned) "'. 

(7) Vetoed bill to make certain that rights-of­
ways in National Wildlife Refuge System are 
most protective of environmental needs. 
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INFLATION 

General/Economic Concentration/Domestic Monetary ,Policy/Government 
Spending/Government Regulation/Wage and Price Controls/Food Prices 

All recent public opinion surveys have identified inflation 

as the number one issue bothering Americans. To gain insight into 

candidates' views on this issue, Common Cause has outlined their 

positions on the following problems commonly associated with 

inflation: 

- The general category has been used when candidates describe 

generally the chief causes of inflation and the range of 

remedies they would apply. 

- Current domestic monetary policy is seen by many citizens 

as a cause of inflation or a cure. In one view, increasing 

the money supply and keeping.interest rates low w ould reduce 

inflation. The contrary theory is that, to combat inflation, 

growth of the nation's money supply must be limited. 

- Government spending is considered by some to be a principal 

cause of inflation to be fought by sharply curtailing federal 

outlays. 

- Government regulation that limits competition and fixes prices 

in certain industrie·s is often attacked as contributing to 

inflation, with the recommendatio n that it be eliminated or 

reduced. Another view sees excessive regulation as causing 

higher business costs and thus higher prices. 

- Wage and price controls have been advanced as one means of 

controlling inflation. Even some who do not support formal 

controls believe that some form of "jawboning" or persuasion 

can be helpful in preventing unwarranted price and wage 

increases. A different view rejects controls as unjustified 

or unworkable interference with the free market. 

- Food prices �ogether with energy costs) are often cited as 

contribut ing seriously to inflation. Different approaches 

to stabilizing food prices have been offered. 

# # # 
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INFLATION: General 

Ford 

In discussing his economic policies, 
President Ford noted, "So we decided that we 
would give the free enterprise system a 
chance. And what has happened? First, 
inflation, which was 12 percent or more, is now 
3 percent or less for the first 4 months of 1976, 

and that is a good record . • . .  But we are going 
to do better. We are going to stay the course 
and we are going to get the rate of inflation 
down to the kind of a level where this country 
can grow and prosper, and people, whether they 
are on fixed income or working in a factory 
or tilling the soil or teaching in this 
university, or students who are going here, 

will get a fair shake and not be robbed day 
after day after day by the kind of inflation 
we had in 1974." 

"During 1974, the annual rate of inflation 
stood at 12 percent. We have cut that by 
well over 50 percent. During the first three 
months of 1976, the annual inflation rate has 
been not 12 percent, not 6 percent, but under 
1 pPrrent, 3nd that is progress, by any sco re . " 

"My first objective," Ford states, "1.s t.o nave 
sound economic growth without inflation. We 
all know from recent experience what runaway 
inflation does to ruin every other worthy 
purpose. We are slowing it: we must stop it 
cold." 

"This is not a policy of the quick fix," Ford 
asserts in his 1977 budget message. "It does not 

.hold out the hollow promise that we can wipe out 
inflation and unemployment overnight. Instead, 
it is an honest, realistic policy--a policy 
that says we can steadily reduce inflation and 
unemployment if we maintain a prudent, balanced 
approach. This policy has begun to prove itself 
in recent months as we have made substantial 
headway in pulling out of the recession and 
reducing the rate of inflation; it will prove 
itself decisively if we stick to it." 

In m1rl-July Ford Administration officials 

announced more favorable economic projections 
for 1976 and 1977 than those issued in 
January 1976. They indicated that the rise 
in consumer prices was expected to be 5% in 
1976, rather than 5.�/o, and 5.7% in 1977, 

rather than the 5.9% estimated earlier. 
According to White House press secretary 
Ron Nessen, "The President believes his 
economic policles are the major reason for 
this improvement." 

In April Ford stated that the bigqest issue of the 

campaign "is the building up and strengthening, 
the fortifying of our economy to restore the 
kind of permanent prosperity that we must have 
so that anybody who wants a job can have a job, 
and,secondly, that we can get the rate of 
inflation down in the range of 2 to 3 percent 
or less." 
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INFLATION: General 

carter 

Carter believes that inflation has a variety 
of causes and that it is not necessary to 
increase unemployment in order to end inflation. 

"It will be my responsibility as President 
to insure that this nation has a coherent, 
coordinated, short and long term economic 
policy, geared to.achieve full employment, low 
rates of inflation, and cyclically balanced 
budgets. To these

.
! am conunitted. These 

goals will be achieved," Carter asserts. 

"We must give highest priority to achieving 
a steady reduction of unemployment and 
achieving full employment--a job for everyone 
who wishes one--as rapidly as possible, while 
reducing inflation." 

Carter believes the expansionary policy he 
supports "can reduce unemployment without. 
reigniting inflation, because our economy is 
presently performing so far under capacity." 

"We will never end the inflationary spiral, 
nor have a balanced budget, which I am deter­
mined to see, as long as we have eight or 
nine million Americans who cannot find a job • • . .  

We simply cannot check inflation by keeping 
people out of work." 

According to Carter, "There are more humane 
and economically sound solutions to inflation 
than the Republican program of forced reces­
sions and high unemployment. We must battle 
inflation through: 

--steady flow of jobs and output 
--a better matching of supply and demand 
--reform of government regulations, such 

as the backhaul rule, which unnecessarily 
add to consumer costs 

--strict an
'
ti-trust and consumer protecti:n 

enforcement 
--increased emphasis on productivity 

--lower interest rates 
--effective monitoring of inflationary trends 

and forces ' 
--standby wage and price controls, which 

the President could apply selectively." 

Regarding the causes of inflation, carter 
notes, "A lot of the inflationary pressures 
in recent years have been transient--caused 
not so much by excessive demand as by dollar 
devaluations, the big jump in oil and food 
prices." 

* * * 

l 
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ECONOMIC CONCENTRATION 

Ford 

Ford apparently sees economic concentration as 
contributing to higher prices, for he says: "I 
have concrete plans . • .  to foster competition and 
to bring prices down for the consumer. This 
Adminis tration will strictly enforce the Federal 
antitrust laws for the same purpose." 

Ford is, however,. reported to have announced 
to his staff that he opposes and will veto a 
bill to deter and punish price fixing a.nd other 
anti-competitive practices, if it comes to his 
desk. The Justice Department, with the approval 
of the Office of Management and Budget, had 
expressed support for the general concept of 
the bill, which would permit a state attorney 
general to sue violators for triple damages 
in the federal courts. 

In a letter to House Minority Leader John 
Rhodes, Ford said "I support vigonms anti trust 
enforcement, but I do not believe (the pending 
bill) is·a responsible way to enforce federal 
antitrust laws." 

As his reason for this decision, Ford stated, 
"The Administration questions whether the 
Congress should bypass the state legislatures 
and provide state attorneys general with 
access to the federal courts to enforce it." 

Carter 

Carter supports vigorous enforcement of the 
anti-trust laws. 

"Jimmy Carter on Economics," 
Business Week, 5/3/76 

Regarding oil industry divestuture, he has 
said, "Breaking up the oil companies as a 
major goal would be counterproductive. At 
the wholesale and retail level, I think 
divestiture ought to be considered, unless 
I was assured as President that there was an 
adequate amount of competition at those 
levels. In the exploration, extraction, trans­
port, refining, and distribution of oil, I 
think divestiture would be counterproductive. 

"On horizontal divestiture, there again I 
would seriously consider it, unless I were 
convinced that there was adequate competition 
in the production of 

'
coal and uranium." 

* * * 
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DOMESTIC MONETARY POLICY -

Ford 

Ford does not believe that the Federal Reserve 
Boar�'s monetary policy should be fully 
responsible for combatting inflation. He' sees 
cuts in government spending as equally important. 
(see Government spending profile) . 

"I don't think it is fair to put all of the 
burden in the battle against. inflation on the 
shoulders of the Federal Reserve Board. I 
have repeatedly indicated that _Federal fiscal 
policy was as important as monetary policy in 
the battle 'against inflation." 

Carter 

Carter believes that a tight money policy 
is not the way to end inflation. 

"A narrow, doctrinaire view that is'to be 
avoided is that inflation is purely a con­
sequence of excessive expansion of the money 
supply and that the only way to deal with it, 
once it has occurred 15 to pursue a restric­
tive monetary policy, come what may to interest 
rates, employment and production." 

"The policy of monetary restriction to slow 
down the economy," he asserts, "was not a 
sensible way to try to counteract the price 
rises that occurred. There was an unneces­
sary pressure put on the housing market through 
the drying up of mortgage funds, a general 
scaring of the American consumer, and a set­
back to industrial capital formation." 

Carter believes that,"Better coordination 
between fiscal and monetary policy should 
be assured by: 

--giving the President the power to appoint 
the Chairman of the Federal Reserve for 
a term coterminous with the President's; 

--requiring the Open Market Committee of 
the Federal Reserve Board to state its 
objectives more clearly and publicly; 

--requiring the Federal Reserve Board to 
submit a credit market report on past and 
expected monetary conditions to be in­
cluded with the Economic Report of the 
President; 

--requiring the S ecretary of the Treasury, 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget and the Chairman of the Federal 
Reserve Board to show in a consolidated 
report that their policies are mutually 
consistent or explain the reasons they 
are not consistent." 

* * * 
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GOVERNMENT SPENDING 

Ford 

Ford believes that the key to ending inflation is to 
cut back 9overnment spending. 

"For many Americans the way to a healthy noninfla­
tionary economy has become increasingly apparent: 
the Government must stop spending so much and bor­
rowing so much of our money; more money must remain 
in private hands where it will do the most good. To 
hold down the cost of living, we must hold down the 
cost of government." 

If this is done, Ford believes, "We can achieve a 
balanced budget by 1979 if we have the courage and 
wisdom to continue to reduce the growth of Federal 
spending." 

Noting that his 1976 budget of $394.2 billion would 
cut in half the recent average annual growth rate 
of the federal budget, Ford asserts that his policy 
has already begun to work. "The worst recession 
since World War II turned around in April. The 
best cost of living news of the past year is that 
double digit inflation of 12% or higher was cut 
almost in half." 

In defense of his policy of controlling 
government spending, Ford has said, "Just 
about a year ago we hit the bottom of our 
worst recession in 40 years. Many in Congress 
and elsewhere were urging that we push the 
panic button. In the Congress, the economic 
downturn set off a clamor for huge emergency 
Federal subsidies for more and bigger Govern­
ment programs and higher deficit Government 
spending. But the prophets of doom were 
wrong, and I knew they were wrong. We did 
not panic, We resisted big spending schemes 
that would have caused larger Federal deficits 
and even more destructive inflation. We 
rejected the disproven techniques of the old 
politics; instead, we pursued a calm, steady 
policy to insure America's economic health 
not for a month or for six weeks or six months, 
but for the long, long, pull." 

Ford has viewed the Democratic Congress as 
an adversary in holding down spending, saying: 
"From the very beginning, I forced the Congress 
to abandon or to severely cut back reckless 
Federal spending programs. One of my most 
important weapons is the veto. I vetoed 49 

bills sent to me by the Congress and 42 of 
those vetoes have been sustained, saving the 
American taxpayer $13 billion." 
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GOVERNMENT SPENDING 

Ford (continued) 

"Now, the majority in the Congress," Ford 
asserts, " • • •  believe higher Federal spending 
on a host of social programs will stimulate 
a more rapid recovery and that the government 
should provide jobs for everybody if private 
employers don't do so fast enough. They 
believe that an acceptable price for economic 
recovery is a new round of higher and higher 
and higher inflation. They believe that 
bigger Federal deficits are required to keep 
the recovery underway. They are wrong." 

Asked whether he would support zero-based 
budgeting for the Federal Government, Ford 
responded: 

"I am very interested in reducing the expendi­
tures of the Federal Government, and if the 
Congress would go along with my budget for fis­
cal year 1977, we would cut roughly $28 billion 
out of the projected Federal budget for that 
fiscal year. And so I am very definitely 
interested in reducing the growth of federal 
spending." 

Carter 

Carter believes that improving the federal 
budgeting system and reorganizing the govern­
ment departments can help to combat inflation. 
"I think that a strong emphasis toward com­
prehensive planning and carefully prepared 
budgets can reduce large deficits and there­
fore contribute to controlled inflation." 

"We must give top priority to a drastic and 
thorough revision and reorganization of the 
federal bureaucracy, to its budgeting system 
and to procedures for analyzing the effective­
ness of its services. We must establish 
mechanisms to set our priorities more systema­
tically and to make our spending decisions 
more carefully." 

To accomplish this, Carter recommends the 
following steps: 

--"The federal government should be commit­
ted to requiring zero-base budgeting by all 
federal agencies. Each program, other than 
income support programs such as Social Security, 
should be required to justify both their con­
tinued existence and their level of funding." 
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GOVERNMENT SPENDING 

Carter (continued) 

-'-"We must commit ourselves to a greater 
reliance upon lohg�iange pl�nning and long­
term budgets • . . .. 'Uncontrollable, ' spending is 
onl� uncontrollable in the short run; spending 
ca� be �ontrolled if the planning system 
bu1lds 1n more lead time." 

--"Reforming the budget process will not 
be enough unless we are·also committed to 
insuring that programs are carried out with 

efficiency." 

"I favor ba,lanced budgets over the business 
cycle. If the economy is managed progressively, 
we can attain a balanced budget"with full. 
employm�nt by 1979--before the end of the 
first term of my Administration. Putting 
people to work, don't forget, would enlarge 
the amount of taxes the Government collects ' . 
and reduce what it spends to fight une�ploy-
ment." 

GOVERNMENT REGULATION 

Ford 

Ford recommends regulatory reforms to end the 
waste of "literally millions of working hours 
costing billions of consumers' dollars because 
of bureaucratic red tape." 

Ford cites the farmer as an example of a segment 
of the American economy that can produce 
effectively :•wi thout the shackles of Government 
control." The segments of the economy in which he 
recommends regulatory reforms include airlines, 
trucking, 'railroads, and financial insti tutions. 
"I have concrete plans in each of these areas," · 
he asserts� "not to help this or that 'industry, 
but to foster competition and to bring prices 
down for the consumer." 

Carter 

"I'd like to see a reform of Government 
regulations tqat tend to drive up costs-­
for example, the rule prohibiting a truck 

·from carrying goods on its return haul." 

* * * 



Text of Ford Press 
Conference of 
9/16/75 printed 
in Congressional 
Quarterly 
9/20/75 

Carter paper. 
''The Economyl1 

4/76 
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WAGE AND PRICE CONTROLS 

Ford 

Ford is firmly opposed to wage and price controls 
because he doe� not believe they work. He also 
believes they can have detrimental effects on 
the economy. 

"I would like to reiterate my firm opposition 
to wage and price controls." "We do have a 
Nage-price council that has on some occasions 
investigated price increases and, on several 
occasions , have been helpful in trying to get 
a moderati on of a price increase , but I do not 
believe on the basis of past history of wage 
and price controls during peacetime that they 
worked." 

Ford adds that, because he thinks corttrols 
would have "long-range detrimental repercussions ," 
he is oppo�ed to them. " I  think there are be tter 
remedies." 

Carter 

Carter sees wage and price controls as a 

tool to be used only when absolutely necessary. 

"Jimmy Carter on Economics" 
Business Week, 5/3/76 

"I would like standby wage-price controls. My 
guess is that I would never use them. But I 
would like them as a lever. I wouldn't hesi­
tate to use them if I had to." 

"What Carter Believes," 
U.S. News & World Report 
5/24/76 

Ford speech, Ft. Myers 
Florida, 2/14/76 

In a subsequent interview, Carter noted that, 
"Right now, though, I don't see the need for 
use of standby controls." 

1t 1t 1t 

FOOD PR ICES 

Ford 

Ford sees increased farm productivity as one 
way to slow the rise in food prices and blames 
the "middleman" for much of that rise. 

"It is true that in 1973, just about the time 
we had the oil embargo, food prices soared. 
In the meantime, the farmers of this country 
have really turned to, and last year we had an 
all time record of wheat production, an all 
time record of corn production, and the net 
result is that instead of the increase in 
food prices of 15 to 20 percent in 1973, they 
are down now to an annual rate of about four 
to five percent. That is still too high. 



Ford remarks at public 
forum, Fort Wayne, Ind. 
5/2/76 

Common Cause 

"Iowa Asks" 

response 

2/1/76 
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FOOD PRICES 

Ford (continued) 

"But I can tell you that the farmers are 
producing. Our big problem--let's be frank 
about it--it is the middleman profit. The 
farmer doesn't get it and the consumer doesn't 
get it, and one of the jobs that the Department 
of Justice must do, the Federal Trade Commission 
must do, and others, is to find out why there 
is such an abnormally high differential 
between what the farmer gets and what the con­
sumer pays, and we are going to g� after it." 

Ford credits Agriculture Secretary Earl Butz 
with improvements in farm income: 
"I believe very strongly that Earl Butz is 
one of the finest Secretaries of Agriculture 
our country has ever had. Under the leader­
ship of this administration and Secretary 
Butz, we have made solid gains in agriculture. 
The last 3 years have registered the highest 
net farm income in America's history. American 
farmers have been relieved of heavy and costly 
burdens of government intervention. They 
have been given new freedom to meet the 
challenge of the open market and have been 
rewarded for it." 

Carte r  

Carter blames high food prices on national 
agricultural policies. He believes that 

concern for the consumer and the family 

farmer, coupled with national reserves of 

agricultural products, would help to stabilize 

food prices. 

"The United States is the greatest agricultural 

producer in the world. Yet we now find our­

selves in the ridiculous position of seeing 

the family farmer going broke trying to pro­

duce food the consumer cannot afford to buy." 

"A first requirement is a Secretary of Agricul­

ture who is inclined towards stability, pre­

dictability and honest concern for the needs 

of family farmers and consumers. This has not 
been the case in recent years under Secretary ' 
of Agriculture Earl Butz whose orientation 

is toward grain speculators and food processors." 

"We need a national food policy that will 

assure the consumer abundance of supply at 

prices he or she can afford and will avoid the 

shortag�s that drive prices higher. Such a 

policy can also assure farmers that they can 

produce abundantly at a fair price to them. 

We can do both, if we have national leadership 

dedicated to the interests of the people." 



Carter response to 
Iowa Democratic Party 
poll 
1976 

"Jimmy Carter on 
Economics" 
Business Week 

5/3/76 
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FOOD PRICES 

Carter (continued) 

Carter believes "We should maintain a pre­

dictable, reasonably small and stable reserve 
of agricultural products . ... This carefully 
managed reserve would support farm incomes 
when prices are low, help avoid boosts to the 
inflationary spiral, provide assurance of 
supplies to our foreign customers and facilitate 
a regular flow of food aid .... We must strive 
to give farmers incentives to produce abundantly.". 

Defending his position on price supports, 
Carter asserts, "If you establish price 
supports for domestic crops equivalent to 
production costs, I don't consider that infla� 
tionary. The inflationary aspect comes in when 
you have wild fluctuations in price." 

* * * 



- 1.2 ...., 

JOBS AND UNEMPLOYME�T 

Public Service-Guaranteed Jobs/Incentives for Private Sector Jobs 
Labor Issues/Minority-Youth Employment/Job Training 

Structural Unemployment/Unemployment Benefits 

With the national unemployment rate at 7.5% in June of 1976, 

jobs are a major issue in the Presidential campaign. A February 1 

Gallup Poll reported that 23% of the respondents listed unemployment 

as the nation's top problem--second only to inflation. 

In outlining Presidential candidates' views on jobs and un-

employment, Common Cause has used the following categories: 

Overview - The candidates' general approach to the jobs and 

unemployment issue, including views on broad economic principles, 

such as the employment-inflation trade off, the role of monetary 

policy and economic growth. 

Public Service/Guaranteed Jobs - Candidate positions on public 

service jobs (including the numbers and types of such :iobs) and 

the concept of an enforceable right to a job. Where available 

candidate positions are given on the Humphrey-Hawkins Equal Oppor-

tunity and Full Employment Act, the $5.3 billion Emergency Employ­

ment Act (H.R. 4481) vetoed by President Ford in 1975, the $6.1 

billion Public Works Emplo�ent Act of 1975 (H.R. 5247) vetoed by 

President Ford in February and the $3.95 billion Public Works Employ-

ment Act of 1976 vetoed by President Ford in July (S. '3201). 

Incentives for Private Sector Jobs - Candidate proposals 

designed to stimulate employment in the private sector, including 

tax preferences, tax credits, federal matching money and invest-

ment incentives. 

Labor Issues - Business-union issues, including collective 

bargaining, right to work, occupational health and safety and 

minimUm wage. Where available, candidate positions are given on 
"' 

the Common Situs Picketing Bill (H.R. 5900) vetoed by President 

.Ford in January. 
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Minority/Youth Employment - Candidate proposals to increase 

employment opportunities for minorities and youth. Topics include 

affirmative action programs, public service jobs, job training and 

minimum wage. 

Job Training - Candidate proposals for manpower training, 

vocational training and incentives for private sector job training. 

Structural Unemployment - Candidate proposals to deal with 

employment problems related to long-term shifts in the economy, 

including proposals fo� economic conversion and matching jobs with 

the unemployed in different trades and geographical areas. 

Unemployment Benefits - Candidate proposals to change the amount 

and duration of unemployment benefits. 

# # # 



State of the Union 
1/19/76 

Veto Message 
7/6/76 

Speech at Economic 
Club of Detroit 
5/12/76 

Ford Speech 
Bowling Green State 
University 
6/7/76 
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JOBS & UNEMPLOYMENT: Overview 

Ford 

"My first objective is to have sound economic 
growth without inflation." 

"The best and most effective way to create new 
jobs is to pursue balanced e�onomic policies that 
encourage the growth of the private sector without 
risking a new round of inflation. This is the core 
of my economic policy, and I believe that the steady 
improvements in the economy over the last half 
year on both the unemployment and inflation fronts 
bear witness to its essential wisdom. I intend to 
continue this basic approach because it is working." 

"My proposed economic policies are expected to 
produce lasting, productive jobs, not temporary 
jobs paid for by the American taxpayer." 

"This is a policy of balance, realism, and conunon 
sense. It is a sound policy which provides long 
term benefits and does not promise more than it 
can deliver." 

"Just about a year ago we hit the bottom of our 
worst recession in 40 years. Many in Congress and 
elsewhere were urging that we push the panic but­
ton. In the Congress, the economic downturn set 
off a clamor for huge emergency Federal subsidies 
for more and bigger Government programs and higher 
deficit Government spending." 

"But the prophets of doom were wrong, and I knew 
they were wrong. We did not panic. We resisted big 
spending schemes that would have caused larger 
Federal deficits and even more destructive infla­
tion. We rejected the disproven techniques of the 
old politics; instead, we pursued a calm, steady 
policy to insure America's economic health not 
for a month or six weeks or six months, but for 
the long, long pull." 

"We had faith that the American system of private 
enterprise would regain its strength and, as a re­
sult, we meet today not in the gloom of a depression 
or a recession but in the full surge of economic 
recovery. Everything that is supposed to be going 
up is going up, and everything that is supposed to 
be going down is going down. Our great free enter­
prise economic system is working and let's take a 
quick look at some of the indicators ... 

"Simply stated, my goal is the full restoration of 
the United States economy as the world's most reliable 
engine for producing an ever-increasing standard of 
living and an economic climate in which every Amer­
ican who wants a job, who wants to work, can find a 
good job." 

"President Ford is not going to be satisfied un­
til everybody has a job who wants a job. That is 
the only criterion by which this administration will 
judge whether we are going well or badly. Everyone 
who wants a job has to have a job under this admin­
istration. But let's talk for just a minute about 
how we did this ... " 



New York Times 
4/27/76 

Ford Campaign Hand­
out 

Washington Post 
2/1/76 

Carter's 
Acceptance Speech 
7/15/76 

Carter's Submission 
to Democratic Platform 
Committee 
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JOBS & UNEMPLOYMENT: Overview 

Ford (continued) 

"If Congress has its way, there is every reason 
to expect that our present recovery will_ be followed 
by a new round of inflation and then another reces­
sion, with higher unemployment in the same roller 
coaster pattern of the postwar years." 

"President Ford's primary goal has been to in­
crease job opportunities in your home town. The 
President realizes that short-term public employ­
ment programs often postpone the real solution of 
the unemployment problems. Therefore, President 
Ford has directed his efforts towards curbing in­
flation and stimulating private industry, aiming 
for longer-term, more permanent results. As a re­
sult, the newly created jobs provide better in­
come and are more lasting than temporary public 
service jobs." 

' 

In a speech to Republican leaders from 13 Mid­
western states Ford stated: "It is true that what 
I am proposing is not going to get the unemployed 
back to work overnight. But it will get them back 
to work, with lasting and secure jobs--not dead­
end jobs supported by the government ... One cannot 
promise full employment overnight, and I hope no­
body does in the upcoming debate, because it is a 
cruel illusion." 

Carte r 

"Too many have had to suffer at the hands of a 
political and economic e.l ite who have shaped 
decisiong and never had to account for mistakes 
nor to suffer from injustice. When unemployment 
prevails, they never stand in line looking for a 
job • . •  

"I believe that anyone who is able to work ought 
to work and ought to have a chance to work. 
We will never have an end to the inflationary 
spiral, we will never have a balanced budget -­
which I am determined to see -- as long as we 
have 8 or 9 million Americans out of work who 
cannot find a job. Now, any system of economics 
is bankrupt if it sees either value or virtue in 
unemployment. We simply cannot check inflation 
by keeping people out of work." 

(1). To reach full employment we must assure: 
(a) support for the Full Employment Act of 1976. 
(b) countercyclical assistance to cities with 

high unemployment. 



Carter Interview 
Business Week 
5/3/76 

Carter Position 
Paper: The Economy 
4/76 
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JOBS & UNEMPLOYMENT : Overview 

' 

Carte� ( continued) 

u 

(c) , an:. expansi.on,ary fiscal and monetary policy 
for the coming fiscal year to stimulate demand, 
production and jobs; 

(d) (stimulation and incentives for) the private 
sector to hire the unemployed and to retain 
workers already employed even during periods of 
economic downturn. To provide an additional 
incentive, the unemployment compensation 
tax paid by employers should be provided 
for business·which hire persons previously 
unemployed. 

(e) an increased commitment by the federal govern­
ment to fund the cost of on-the-job training 
by business; 

(f) more efficient employment ser.vices to match 
people to jobs; 

(g) impro:red manpowe: training programs; 
(h) creat1on of mean1ngful and productive 

public needs jobs as a supplement to 
the private sector, including jobs for 
unmet needs in areas such as housing 
rehabili tati,on and repairing our railroad 
roadbeds; 

(i) we should provide 800,000 summer youth 
jobs and double the CETA program from 

·300,000 to 600,000 jobs. 

·� think the major priority of the next Administration 
has got to be employment. My own belief is that 
we can get the adult unemployment rate down to 3%, 
or the overall rate down to 4.5%, without any 
adverse effect on inflation." 

"(1) We must develop a sensible, steady, fair, 
humane, well-coordinated national economic 
policy . . . 

"(2) We must give highest priority to achieving a 
steady reduction of unemployment and achieving ful_l 
employment a job for everyone who wishes one --
as rapidly as possible, while reducing inflation. 

"(3) We must insure a better coordination between 
fiscal and monetary policy and insure a closer working 
relationship between the Executive Branch and the 
Federal Reserve Board. 

"(4) Given the present state of the economy, we must 
pursue an expansionary fiscal and monetary program 
in the near future, with some budget deficits if 
necessary, to reduce unemployment more rapidly. 
But with a progressively managed economy we can 
attain a balanced budget within the context of full 
employment by 1979, prior to the end of the first 
term of my Administration . • .  

I 

"{5) We need better economiy coordination and 
, pLanning through an expanded role for the Council 

.·of Economic Advisors, to aid government, business, 
and industry in making , intelligent <i'ecisions1." 

"A constant .effort to battle inflation must accompany 
our driv�.for,full employment." 

i ! 



Carter Position 
Paper 
5/76 

ABC's Issues and 
Answers 
2/22/76 

State of the Union 
1/19/76 

Veto Message 
7/6/76 
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JOBS & UNEMPLOYMENT: Overview 

Carter (continued) 
----

"The essential building block of our urban 
policy must be the provision of a job for 
each person capable of holding gainful employment. 
I believe every person has a right to a job. 

"But our urban unemployment rate is intolerable. 
This high level of unemployment means less tax 
revenue for cities, increased social tension, and 
higher crime rates." 

"I think the major thrust ought to be the strengthen­
ing of the private sector, not guaranteeing every­
body they will get a job from the federal government." 

* * * 

PUBLIC SERVICE/GUARANTEED JOBS 

Ford 

"One test of a healthy economy is a job for every 
American who wants work." 

"Government--our kind of government--cannot create 
that many jobs. But the Federal Government can create 
conditions and incentives for private business 
and industry to make more and more jobs." 

"I am today returning without my approval, S �201, 
the Public Works Employment Act. of 1976." 

"This bill would require $3.95-billion in federal 
spending above and beyond what is necessary. It 
sends a clear signal to the American people that 
four months before a national election, the Con-
gress is enacting empty promises and giveaway programs. 
I will not take the country down that path. Time 
and time again we have found where it leads: to 
larger deficits, higher taxes, higher inflation and 
ultimately higher unemployment." 

"We must stand firm. I know the temptation, but 
I urge members of Congress to reconsider their 
positions and join with me now in keeping our 
economy on the road to healthy, sustained growth." 

"It was almost five months ago that the Senate 
sustained my veto of a similiar bill, HR 5247, 
and the reasons compelling that veto are equally 
persuasive now with respect to S 3201. Bad policy 
is bad whether the inflation price tag is $4-bil­
lion or $6-billion." 

"Proponents of S 3201 argue that it is urgently 
needed to provide new jobs. I yield to no one in 
concern over the effects of umemployment and in 
the desire that there be enough jobs for every 
American who is seeking work. To emphasize the point, 

l 
- ·· . .  -.-+·---
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PUBLIC SERVICE/GUARANTEED JOBS 

Ford (continued) 

let me remind the Congress that the economic poli­
cies of this administration are designed to create 
2-2.5 million jobs in 1976 and an additional 2 mil­
lion jobs in 1977. By contrast, administration econ­
omists estimate that this bill, S 3201, will create 
at most 160,000 jobs over the coming years- less 
than 5% of what my own policies will accomplish. 
Moreover, the jobs created by S 3201 would reduce 
national unemployment by less than one-tenth of 
one percent in any year. The actual projection is 
that the effect would be .06 percent, at a cost of 
$4-billion. Thus, the heart of the debate over this 
bill is not over who cares the most�-we all care 
a great deal- -but over the best way to reach our 
goal." 

"When I vetoed HR 5247 last February, I pointed 
out that it was unwise to stimulate even further an 
economy which was showing signs of a strong and 
steady recovery. Since that time the record speaks 
for itself. The present 7.5 percent unemployment 
rate is a full one percent lower than the average 
unemployment rate of 8.5 per cent last year. 
More importantly, almost three and a half million 
more Americans now have jobs than was the case in 
March of last year. We have accomplished this 
while at the same time reducing inflation which 
plunged the country into the severe recession of 
1975 ... " 

" I  recognize there is merit in the argument that 
some areas of the country are suffering from ex­
ceptionally,high rates of unemployment and that the 
federal government should provide assistance. My 
budgets for fiscal years 1976 and 1977 do, in fact, 
seek to provide such assistance." 

"Beyond my own budget recommendations, I believe 
that in addressing the immediate needs of some 
of our cities hardest hit by the recession, an­
other measure before the Congress, HR 11860 spon­
sored by Congressman Garry Brown and S 2986 spon­
sored by Senator Bob Griffin provides a far more 
reasonable and constructive approach than the bill 
I am vetoing." 

"HR 11860 would target funds on those areas with 
the highest unemployment so that they may under­
take high priority activities at a fraction of 
the cost of S 3201. The funds would be distributed 
exclusively under an impartial formula as opposed 
to the pork barrel approach represented by the 
public works portions of the bill I am returning 
today. Moreover HR 11860 builds upon the successful 
Community Development Block Grant program. That 
program is in place and working well, thus permitting 
HR 11860 to be administered without the creation 
of a new bureaucracy. I would be glad to accept 
this legislation should the Congress formally act 
upon it as an alternative to S 3201." 



LA Times 
7/23/76 

New York Times 
4/27/76 

Ford speech 
Economic Club of 
Detroit 
5/12/76 

Boston Globe 
1/28/76 
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PUBLIC SERVICE/GUARANTEED JOBS 

Ford (continued) 

"In response to the Congressional override of 
his veto of the Public Works Employment Act 
of 1976 (S 3201), Ford said Congress was not suf­
ficiently concerned about 'the risks of double­
didget-inflation .... It would rather create $4 
billion worth of temporary, government-funded jobs 
than let those sam� nnllnr� an to work in the pri­

vate sector to produce real, rewarding, lasting 
jobs." 

Ford opposes the Humphrey-Hawkins bill which he 
has described "a vast election year boondoggle." 
Ford asks: "How much all this would cost, how long 
such public payroll jobs would continue, what the 
added inflationary impact would be, really defies 
rational calculation ... the law would get the Fed­
eral government deeper and deeper into social and 
economic planning on a national scale unpreceden­
ted in all our history." 

"But putting America back to work is not a job 
for the President alone or as a matter of fact for 
the Congress, though sometimes some Senators and 
some Congressmen seem to think they can abolish 
unemploymerit by passing new laws such as the decep­
tive and dangerous Humphrey-Hawkins bill now pen­
ding in Congress." 

"This bill is a classic example of the way the 
misguided majority in recent Congresses has tried 
to apply discredited remedies to our economy. 
The Hu mphrey-Hawkins boondoggle would decree that 
unemployment must be no higher than 3 per cent 
by the end of four years. If not enough private 
jobs are available, the Federal Government will 
make work. How much all of this would cost, how 
long such public payroll jobs would continue, what 
the added inflationary impact would be really de­
fies any rational calculations. Never mind the law 
would get the Federal Government deeper and deep­
er into economic planning on a national scale un­
precedented in our history." 

"I am obviously against the Humphrey-Hawkins bill 
and all of the other schemes to give Washington 
more and more control over our lives. Instead, as 
an alternative that I think makes a lot more sense, 
I have proposed tax reductions and other tax reforms 
to create more and better jobs in private in­
dustry." 

The Ford Administration, in its fiscal 1977 bud­
get, proposes to reduce the number of public ser­
vice jobs from the current level of 320,000 to 
about 40,000 by September 1 977." 



Washington Star 
9/5/75 

Washington Post 
2/1/76 

Veto Message 
5/28/75 

Veto Message 
2/13/76 

Carter Position 
Paper: The Economy 
4/76 
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PUBLIC SERVICE/GUARANTEED JOBS 

Ford (continued) 

The President said the government has been offer­
ing too many jobs in recent years. "The result has 
been the creation of a bureaucracy that contributes 
little to America's prosperity and productivity-­
it just shares in it," he said. 

In a speech to Republican Party leaders from 
13 Midwestern states, Ford attacked proposals for 
what he called "another quick fix public-jobs 
program." 

President Ford vetoed the $5.3 billion Emergency 
Employment Appropriation Act (HR 4481). In his veto 
message, Ford stated that the bill authorized 
spending $3.3 billion above his budget request. 

President Ford vetoed the $6.1 billion Public Works 
Employment Act of 1975 (HR 5247). In his veto 
message, Ford explained: 

"The truth is that this bill would do little to 
create jobs for the unemployed. Moreover, the bill 
has so many deficiencies and undesirable provisions 
that it would do more harm than good. While it 
is represented as .the solution to our unemployment 
problems, in fact it is little more than an election 
year pork barrel. Careful examination reveals the 
serious deficiencies in HR 5247." 

Carte r 

"To .supplement our effort to have private industry 
play a greater role, the federal government has an· 
obligation to provide funds for useful and productive 
public employment of those whom private business 
cannot or will not hire. Therefore we should: 

--create meaningful public jobs in the cities and 
neighborhoods of the unemployed adjusted to solving 
our national needs in construction repair, mainten­
ance, and rehabilitation of facilities such as rail­
road roadbeds, housing and the environment. 

--improve manpower training and vocational education 
programs to increase the employability of the hard­
core unemployed. 

--provide 80 0,000 summer youth jobs. 
--pass an accelerated public works program targeted 

to areas of specific national needs. 
--double the CETA (Comprehensive Educational Train­

ing Act) program from 300,000 to 600,000 jobs, and 
provide counter-cyclical aid to cities with high 
unemployment. , 

--develop more efficient employment services to 
provide better job counseling and to match openings 
to individuals, and consider establishment of special 
Youth Employment Services, especially geared to finding 
jobs for our young people." 



Boston Globe 
4/17/76 

Carter Interview 
Business Week 
5/3/76 

Carter Position Paper 
Urban Policy 
5/76 

Carter Address 
u.s. Conference of 
Mayors 
6/29/76 

Meet the Press 
7/11/76 
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PUBLIC SERVICE/GUARANTEED J.OBS 

Carter (continued) 

Carter has endorsed the Humphrey-Hawkins bill. 

Q: You recently endorsed the Humphrey-Hawkins full 
employment bill. Why did you wait so long? 
A; I didn't approve of it the way it was originally 
written. With a mandatory total unemployment goal 
of 3%, taking in all age groups, most of my economic 
advisers thought that would mean double-digit infla­
tion. And although in its original form the bill 
professed to make the government the employer of last 
resort, in effect it placed the government almost 
as an employer of first resort. 

"It is an incredible misallocation of resources 
for the current Administration to spend between 
$17 and $20 billion dollars for unemployment com­
pensation and an additional $2 to $3 billion on 
food stamps due to unemployment, and yet only 
$2 1/2 billion on public job programs • • .  

"The programs I have proposed will be repaid by 
increased tax revenues generated by the reduction 
in unemployment from the jobs programs I have 
outlined. Their financing can be assisted by 
the $5 billion to $8 billion streamlining of the 
defense budget I have suggested." 

· 

"In terms of public employment, I favor an improved 
CETA program, an accelerated public works program, 
and funds for a total of some 800,000 summer jobs. 
Like some of you , I remember the impact of the 
CCC and WPA in the 1930's , and I think similar 
initiatives are ealled for today, but with stress 
on urban, rather than rural work projects, and with 
maximum possible local control over those projects. 
Public employment must be meaningful and productive 
in meeting the most urgent needs of the community. 

"I regret President Ford's veto last year of the 
Public Works Economic Development Act, with its 
needed provision for public works, tor counter­
cyclical aid to cities, and for waste water treat­
ment plants, and I join you in urging that he sign 
the new version passed with overwhelming Democratic 
majorities, which now awaits his action. 

"The present bill is within the budget resolutions 
adopted by Congress, and it would not be rejected by 
a President who genuinely understood and cared about 
our cities and their people." 

Carter condernrned President Ford's recent veto of 
a $3.95 billion public works bill as a "very serious 
indication ... [of the President's] insensitivity to 
people's needs." 



ABC's Issues and 
Answers, 2/22/76 

Congressional 
Quarterly 
3/6/76 

Carter Answer to 
New York/Common 
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3/20/76 

New York Times 
2/18/76 

Manchester (N.H.) 
Union Leader 
12/8/7 5 

New York Times 
12/26/75 
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PUBLIC SERVICE/GUARANTEED JOBS 

Carter (continued) 

"In certain categories I would provide direct federal 
assistance. For instance, if an industry has to 
lay off ten per cent of its workers, we might have_ 
it employ one hundred per cent of the workers for 
a shorter work week and let the federal government 
share the extra expense. In some areas of high un­
employment, young people, where the unemployment is 
20 or 25 percent, black young people make 40, 45 
percent, there a direct job opportunity program from 
the federal government would be a very advantageous 
thing." 

"As a last resort, public employment jobs need to 
be created similar to the CCC and the WPA during the 
depression years, particularly for young Americans 
who have an extremely high unemployment rate--in 
excess of 40 per cent for black young people." 

"For areas and groups afflicted by acute unemployment, 
I favor federally created jobs. According to a 
recent M.I.T. study, the cost would be only slightly 
higher than existing relief programs. The benefits 
in additional national productivity, taxes paid, and 
human dignity would be enor:mous." 

"I don't think the Federal Government ought to be 
the major place for people to .go to get jobs when 
they're out of !flOrk." 

"Government should be the employer of the last 
resort. There are many things it can do to create 
jobs without having to go to the Humphrey-Hawkins 
bill for full employment." 

Carter would offer public service jobs to welfare 
recipients unable to find any work. 

* * * 
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INCENTIVES FOR PRIVATE SECTOR JOBS 

Ford 

"The government must stop spending so much and 
stop borrowing so much of our money. More money 
must remain in private hands where it will do 
the most good ... " 

"The best and most effective way to create new 
jobs is to pursue balanced economic policies that 
encourage the growth of the private sector without 
risking a new round of inflation. This is the core 
of my economic policy, and I believe that the 
steady improvements in the economy over the last 
half y,ear on both the unemployment and inflation 
fronts bear witness to its essential wisdom. I 
intend to continue this basic approach because it 
is working." 

"My proposed economic policies are expected to 
produce lasting, productive jobs, not temporary 
jobs paid for by the, American taxpayer." 

"This is a policy of balance, realism, and common 
sense. It is a sound policy which provides long 
term benefits and does not promise more than it 
can deliver." 

"My program includes: 
Large and permanent tax reductions that will 

leave more money where it can do .the mbst good: 
in the hands of the American people; 

Incentives fof the construction of new plants 
and equipment in areas of high unemployment; 

More than $21-billion in outlays in the fiscal 
year beginning October 1 for important public 
works such as energy facilities, waste water treat­
ment plants, roads, and veterans' hospitals 
representing a 17 percent increase over the pre­
vious fiscal year. 

And a five and three-quarter year package of 
general revenue sharing funds for state and local 
governments." 

-

"I ask Congress to act quickly on my tax and budget 
proposals, which I believe will provide the jobs 
for the unemployed that we all want." 

"One test of a healthy economy is a job for every 
American who wants work." 

"Government--our kind of government--cannot create 
that many jobs. But the Federal Government can 
create conditions and incentives for private bus­
iness and industry to make more and more jobs." 

"Five out of six jobs in this country are in pri­
vate business and industry. Common sense tells us 
this is the place to look for more jobs and to 
find _them- faster." 

"I mean real, rewarding, permanent jobs." 
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INCENTIVES FOR PRIVATE S ECTOR JOBS 

Ford (continued) 

/ 
!___, _ __ J., 

"To achieve this we must offer the American peo­
ple greater incentives to invest in the future. My 
tax proposals are a major step in that direction." 

"-- To supplement these proposals, I ask that Con­
gress enact changes in Federal tax laws that will 
speed up plant expansion and the purchase of new 
equipment. My recommendation will concentrate this 
job-creation tax incentive in areas where the un­
employment rate now runs over 7 per cent. Legis­
lation to get this started must be approved at 
the earliest possible date." 

"I have proposed tax reductions and other tax 
reforms to create more and better jobs in private 
industry." 

"Some where enacted last year and are obviously 
working, but others, such as tax incentives to 
stimulate investment in new plants and equipment, 
are stalled in the Congress and should be acted 
upon quickly to help the job situation in hard-hit 
areas, such as we have here in the great State of 
Michigan." 

"I have also recommende.P to Congress that starting 
July 1 of this year we get an additional $10 
billion tax cut, 75 per cent of it going to indi­
viduals and 25 percent of it going to business to 
provide employment. As part of this tax reform 
package, I have proposed the personal exemption to 
be raised from $750 to $1,000 for each individual 
Federal taxpayer. In addition, I want the estate 
tax exemption increased from $60,000 to $150,000 
so small business owners and small farmers can have 
the opportunity again to pass their businesses or 
farms along to the next generation. •f 

Carter 

Q. How would you attack unemployment? 
A. My thrust would be in the private sector. 
Wherever there is a choice between channeling jobs 
in the private sector or the �public, I would favor 
the private. Quite often, you can get a great 
magnification of benefits from public money by 
spending it in the private sector. You don't get 
much magnification in jobs provided within the 
federal government. 

"Specific stimulation should be given to private 
industry to hire the unemployed through: 
--an increased commitment by the federal government 
to fund the cost of on-the-job training by business 
- -encouragement by the federal government to employers 
to retain workers during cyclical downturns including 
reforming the unemployment compensation tax paid by 
employers. 
--public proqrams to train people forwork in private 
sector jobs. 
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IUCENTIVES FOR PRIVATE SECTOR JOBS 

Carter (continued) 

--incentives specifically geared to encourage employ­
ment, including incentives to employers who employ 
young persons and �ersons with lengthy records of 
unemployment, and to those employers who provide 
flexible hours of employment and flexible jobs, to 
aid access by women to the market place." 

"Almost 85% of America's workers depend on private 
industry for jobs. Most of the unemployed will depend 
on recovery in the private sector for renewed job 
opportunities. We cannot afford to ignore well-designed 
job related incentives to private industry to help 
reduce unemployment. These should take the form of: 
---assistance to local governments f<;>r. urban economic 
planning and development and to help local government. 
encourage private industry to invest in our cities 
---an expanded employment credit to give businesses 
benefits for each person they hire who had been 
previously unemployed . 
---as a further stimulant to private industry to hire 
the unemployed, the federal government should increase 
its commitment to fund the cost of on-the-job train­
ing by business 
---encouragement by the federal government to private 
industry to prevent layoffs." 

"In certain categories I would provide direct 
federal assistance. For instance, if an industry 
has to lay off ten per cent of its workers, we 
might have it employ one hundred per cent of the 
workers for a shorter work week and let the federal 
government share the extra expense. 

"The thing that I have learned in the last 13 months 
traveling around this country is that we don't have 
a weak country. We still have the same capacity to 
produce agricultural goods and manufactured products. 
We have the same purchasing power amol'\g our consumers 
in this country. We have the same potential foreign 
market, and maybe even better, and the same basic 
natural resources. God hasn't done anything to us 
to make us a weak country. It is still a tremendous 
reservoir of economic strength there waiting to be 
released, and I think that the federal government 
ought to do what it can to inspire the private 
sector to be strong, and in some instances cooperate, 
like on pollution control, repair the railroads, 
preventive health care, education programs, day 
care centers and so forth. But the major thrust in 
my opinion ought to still be outside federal govern­
ment jobs and private sector jobs." 

* * * 
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LABOR ISSUES 

Ford 

"The Taft-Hartley Act I support and, I might say 
parenthetically, I am completely opposed to the 
repeal of Section 14(b), but Taft-Hartley is a 
legislative tool that is available." 

President Ford vetoed the Common Situs Picketing 
Bill (HR 5900). In his veto message, he explained: 
"The collective bargainig provisions have great 
merit. It is to the common situs picketing title 
that I address my objections ... There are intense 
differences between union and nonunion contractors 
and labor over the extent to which this bill con­
stitutes a fair and equitable solution to a long­
standing issue. I have concluded that neither the 
building industry nor the Nation can take the risk 
that the bill, which proposed a permanent change 
in the law, will lead to loss of jobs and work 
hours for the construction trades, higher costs 
for the public, and further slowdown in a basic 
industry." 

The Ford budget calls for expanded enforcement 
in the Occupational Health and Safety Administra­
tion, adding fifty new compliance officers. 

"Ford decided not to limit imports of foreign­
made shoes despite protectionist demands by u.s. 

shoe manufacturers and the AFL-CIO." 

Carter 

In answer to the question "Do you believe in compre­
hensive collective bargaining for all employees, in­
cluding governmental?" Carter answered: "Yes, but 
I �avqr arbitration for public safety employees." 

Carter favors common s-itus picketing legislation. 

"Well when I was running for Governor of Georgia, 
I told the labor leaders and also the public that if 
the Georgia legislature repealed the right-to-work 
laws that I would be glad to sign it into law. Now 
that was when my responsibilities were in Georgi�. 
At thattime I did not favor a repeal of 14-B, wh1ch 
is a national law. Now that I approach the presidency 
as a potential president, I've taken the same position, 
which I think is fairly consistent, although there 
is some inconsistency there, I admit, but I want 
everybody to understand that if the Congress passes 

a repeal of 14-B, that I'll be glad to sign it into 
law." 
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LABOR ISSUES 

Carter (continued) 

Regarding the federal right-to-work law, Carter 
said: "I have now taken the position • . •  that as 
President if the Congress repeals 14-B that I would 
be glad to sign the repeal into law • . .  [but] I would 
not object to the law staying the way it is." 

Q. Would you lower the minimum wage for teen-agers? 
A. No. Quite often they are not part of a family 
structure. There is no unemployment compensation 
for them; there is no welfare program when they reach 
the age of 18. They're forced out into the world 
[with] the same economic needs as a 45 year old. 

* * * 

MINORITY & YOUTH EMP�OYMENT 

Ford 

"Wet need more and more jobs every year. Today's 
economy has produced over 85 million jobs for Amer­
icans, but we need a lot more jobs, especially 
for the young." 

"That is a serious matter because app:roximately 
one million-eight to two million new job appli­
cants come into the labor market every year and 
they primarily come from high schools and colleges. 
The youth unemployment rate is higher than the national 
average for everybody. We have got to expand the 
economy, to absorb that influx. I think the best 
place to do it is in the private sector where five 
out of six jobs in our society no� exist." 

"In the meantime, I think we have to fully fund 
what is called the Comprehensive Education Train­
ing Act, CETA, so that those who graduate without 
a skill can be trained for a skill where there is 
a demand, and there are areas in our employment 
across the country where there is a shortage. 
That particular legislation and the funding we 
have provided will help in that regard." 
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MINORITY & YOUTH EMPLOYMENT 

Carter 

"As a last resort, public employment jobs need to 
be created similar to the CCC and :the \'JPA during the 
depression years, particulary for young Americans 
who have an extremely high unemployment rate---in 
excess of 40 per cent for black young people." 

Carter favors a program to provide 800,000 summer 
jobs for youth. 

Q: Would you lower the minumum wage for teen-agers? 
A: No. Quite often they are not part of a family 
structure. There is no unemployment compensation 
for them; there is no welfare program when they 
reach the age of 18. They're forced out into the 
world [with] the same economic needs as a 45 year old. 

* * * 

JOB TRAINING 

Ford 

"In my fiscal 1977, I am also requesting funds 
to continue proven job training and employment op­
portunity programs for millions of other Ameri­
cans." 

"In the meantime, I think we have to fully fund 
what is called the Comprehensive Educational 
Training Act,CETA, so that those who graduate 
without a skill can be trained for a skill where 
there is a demand, and there are areas in our 
employment across the country where there is a shor­
tage. That particular legislation and the funding 
we have provided will �elp in that regard." 
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JOB TRAINING 

Carter 

Carter favors: 
���-an increased commitment by the federal government 
to fund the cost of on-the-job training by business. 

--public programs to train people for work in private 
sector jobs. 

--improve manpower training and vocational education 
programs to increase the employability of the hard-core 
unemployed. 

--double the CETA (Comprehensive Educational Training 
Act)program from 300,000 to 600,000.jobs, and provide 
countercyclical aid to cities with high unemployment ... 

11About half of the approximately 25 million Americans 
who are classified as poor.receive welfare payments 
of some kind on a regular basis. Roughly ten per 
cent of these recipients are able to work full time. 
Those who are able to work. should be separated from 
the other ninety per cent and treated as part of our 
unemployed work force. They should be treated with 
dignity and respect. The private and public train­
ing and educational programs of this country should 
be marshalled to prepare them for employment commen­
surate with their ability and talent ... 

* * * 

STRUCTURAL UNEMPLOYMENT 

Ford 

Common Cause has found no campaign statement on this issue by Ford. 

Carter Position 
Paper: The Economy 
4/76 

Carter 

"I favor coordinated government planning to 
attack problems of structural unemployment, 
inflation, environmental deterioration, exag­
geration of economic inequalities, natu�al 
resource limitations, and obstructions to the 
operation of the free market system. 
"I believe that this type of planning can be 
carried out without the creation of a new 
bureaucracy, but rather through well defined 
extensions of existing bodies and techniques. I 
propose that the role of the present Council of 
Economic Advisors, established under the Full 
Employment Act of 1946, be expanded to include 
this type of coordinated planning and to deal with 
long range problems of individual sectors fitted 
into an overall economic plan for the economy as 
a whole, as well as to deal with considerations 
of supply, distribution, and performance in 
individual industries." 

* * * 
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UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS 

Ford 

"As we rebuild our economy, we have a continuing 
responsibility to provide a temporary cushion to 
the unemployed. At my request the Congress enac­
ted two extensions and expansions in unemployment 
insurance which helped those who were jobless 
during 1975. These programs will continue in 1976." 

In Ford's budget, there would be an increase 
in the federal unemployment insurance tax rate 
from 0.5 per cent to 0.65 per cent on a $6,000 
wage base (up from $4,200), effective next January 1. 

These steps would increase tax receipts by $2.1 
billion. 

Carter 

Common Cause has found no campaign s tatement on this issue 
by Carter. 

* * * 
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THE ROLE OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

Big Government/Aid to Cities/Revenue Sharing/Regulatory Reform 
Transportation Policy/Economic Planning 

One of the major political battlegrounds of the 1976 campaign 

is the role of the federal government -- its costs, benefits, strengths 

and weaknesses. 

Recent public opinion surveys indicate serious dissatisfaction 

with government: red tape, facelessness, waste, non-responsiveness, 

program ineffectiveness, delay, bureaucracy, size and impenetrability. 

Many of the public's critical attitudes are suggested by the term 

"big government." In attempting to digest candidates' positions on 

big qovernment, Common Cause has included their views on the size of 

the federal government as an ideological issue, the extent to which 

they would have the federal government assume new or additional 

functions, and their proposals for dealing with government waste, 

reorganization and bureaucracy. 

Another important element of the role of federal government is 

its relationship to the nation's states and cities. How should 

programs, responsibilities and revenues be distributed among federal, 

state and local governments? To gain insight into candidates' views 

on this issue, Common Cause has included statements of their 

positions on aid to cities (both generally, and as crystallized 

by the New York City problem) and on general revenue sharing 

(which is up for extension in 1976). 

Candidates' views on the proper role of government with 

respect to the priva te sector -- particularly with business and 

the free market economy -- are illustrated in three areas whe�e 

that issue is raised vividly: regulatory reform ·( do we need more 

regulation? less regulation? where?) ; transportation policy 

(which transportation systems should we fund?); and economic 

planning (should the government set goals that include the private 

sector? what powers should it have to achieve such goals]). 

# # # 
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BIG GOVERNMENT 

Ford 

"From the very beginning, I forced Congress to 
abandon or to severely cut back reckless Federal 
spending programs. One of my most important 
weapons is the veto. I vetoed 49 bills sent to 
me by the Congress and 42 of those vetoes have 
been sustained, saving the American taxpayer 
$13 billion." 

"For many Americans the way to a healthy 
non-inflationary economy has become increas­
ingly apparent; the government must stop 
spending so much and borrowing so much of 
our money; more mohey must remain in private 
hands where it will do the most good. To 
hold down the cost of living, we must hold 
down the cost of government. 

"We must not continue drifting in the direction 
of bigger and bigger government. The driving 
force of our 200-year history has been our 
private sector. If we rely on it and nurture 
it, the economy will continue to grow, pro­
viding new and better choices for our people 
and the resources necessary to meet our 
shared needs. If, instead, we continue to 
increase government's share of our economy, 
we will have no choice �ut to raise taxes and 
will, in th e process, dampen further the forces 
of competition, risk, and reward that have 
served us so well. With stagnation of these 
forces, the issues of the future would surely 
be focused on who gets what from an economy 
of little or no growth rather than, as it 
should be, on the use to be made of expanding 
incomes and resources." 

Ford points out that his budget for FY 77 cuts 
the average annual rate of Federal budget 
growth over the last decane (10%) in half. 

Ford also proposes consolidation of 59 exist­
ing Federal programs in the areas of health, 
education, child nutrition, and social ser­
vices as a step towards providing more program 
flexibility and efficiency to state and local 
units of government. 

According to the Times, while emphasizing his 
desire to delegate more decision-making authority 
to the states in fields such as health programs, 
President Ford told the National Governors 
Conference that he would "not dismantle programs 
that really work, that reach the people and meet 
their needs." He added: "I will never irrespon­
sibly transfer serious problems from the federal 
government to state governments without regard 
for human needs and fiscal realities." 
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BIG GOVERNMENT 

Ford (continued) 

Asked about the federal bureaucracy as a campaign 
issue, Ford replied: 

"I have done more than talk about trying to get 
the bureaucracy under control. The first decision 
I made when I became President in August of 1974, 
was to insist upon a cutback in the projected 
increase in Federal employment of 55,000. And 
we achieved that reduction." 

�Number two, I ordered, about 6 months ago, the 
Director of OMB to cut back on the number of forms 
that are required by the American people to fill 
out and submit to the Federal Government. I 
ordered a 10 percent cutback. We have achieved a 
5 percent cutback already, and by July 1 of this 
year, I am assured that we will have accomplished 
our record of a 10 percent cutback in the forms 
that plague the American people, where they have 
to fill out this, this, and this. It is a record 
of performance, both as to a reduction of U.S. 
Government personnel and a reduction in the red­
tape and bureaucracy in the Federal Government;• 

Q. "How about the structure of the Federal 
bureaucracy which Carter talks about completely 
reorganizing?" 

"The structure of the Federal Government is always 
under review, and the Office of OMB is constantly 
going into every Department to try and'get rid of 
functions and responsibilities in individual 
Departments to improve their management. It is 
a possibility that in the next administration, 
that we would undertake something comparable to 
the Hoover Commission, which was set up first in 
1946 and came through with its recommendations, 
and a second Hoover Commission in 1953 or '54, 
as I recall. That is a possibility in the next 
administration and, if I am the President, which 
I think I will be, we will have something com­
parable to the first two Hoover Commissions." 

When asked if zero-based budgeting would be con­
sidered by such a commission, Ford avoided any · 

direct or explicit comment on the concept. 

President reported that efforts to reduce govern­
ment paperwork have eliminated about 600 federal 
forms so far, but added that "the biggest, most 
intricate forms remain in existence and must 
still be cleaned up." Ford said he would attempt 
to cut 7 million hours from time consumed by 
federal reporting by the end of FY 1977 and to 
try for an additional 20 million-hour cut the 
next year. 
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BIG GOVERNMENT 

Carter 

"Our government in Washington now is a 
horrible bureaucratic mess. It is disorganizedj 
wasteful, has no purpose; and its policies -­
when they exist -- are incomprehensible or 
devised by special interest groups with little 
regard for the welfare of the average American 
citizen." 

,, 

•· · Tight businesslike management 
and planning techniques must be instituted 
and maintained, utilizing the full authority 
and personal involvement of the President 
himself." 

"The basic difficulty facing the American gov­
ernment today cuts across all the other campaign 
issues. The proliferation of programs and agen­
cies, particularly in the past ten years, has 
inevitably created duplications, waste and 
inefficiency ... 

"We must give top priority to a drastic and . 

thorough revision and reorganization of the federal 
bureaucracy, to its budgeting system and to the 
procedures for analyzing the effectiveness of its 

services ... 

"The number of federal agencies should be reduced 
to no more than 200 ... 

"The reform I am seeking is not a retreat; it is 
a marshalling of our resources to meet the chal­
lenges of the last quarter of this Century." 

Referring to zero-based budgeting, Carter said 
at a Manchester, N.H. press conference: 

"It is obvious that an examination of this sort 
is needed at the federal level. It would allow 
government to reduce expenses by cutting out 
unneeded programs. It would ensure the people 
that funds are being protected front wasteful 
and inefficient programs. Most of all, it is 
a crucial planning tool which enables govern­
ment to establish broad policy." 

Although he has pledged to reduce some 1900 
federal agencies to about 200 in a move pat­
terned on his Georgia executive reorganiza­
tion, Carter has refused to be specific. 
Asked for specific agencies he would abolish, 
the Post reported Carter replied that it was 
"impossible to say nov;" because he hadn't 

been able to take a close enough look at the 
federal agencies. "I'm not being evasive," 
Carter says. "For instance, there are 42 
federal agencies in education. I don't 
know now which could be cut. It would just 
be conjectural. It would just be a guess on 
my part." 

"I would say that the most wasteful bureau­
cracy in Wa.shi ngton is the Pentagon." 
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BIG GOVERNMENT 

Carter (continued) 

"I will not hesitate to propose and support 
such basic and controversial changes as: 

The creation of a separate Department of Educa­
tion." Describing some of the programs he would 
consolidate, Carter concludes, "The result would 
be a stronger voice for education at the federal 
level." 

Asked whether his reorganization plans would 
result in more, less or the same number of federal 
bureaucrats, Carter responded: 

"I can't say they would be exactly the same or 
more, but the portion of our federal budget that 
goes to administrative costs will be cut 
substantially." 

Pressed for specifics on his reorganization plans 
and asked how voters could judge him without 
specifics, Carter replied: 

"Well, wh�ther or not they can, they'll have to, 
because there is no way I can take off from 
campaigning, do a complete and definitive study 
of what the federal government is and what it's 
going to be three or four years in the future, 
even if I was in the White House now, with all 
the prerogatives . . .  ! couldn't do it, but let me 
give you one other point. We now have 72 agencies 
responsible for health. I can't say which of 
those 72 might survive, but we certainly don't 
need that many. I would say two would be a 
gracious plenty." 

Asked why Georgia had 30% more employees and a 
50% big�er budget after he reorganized the state 
government, Carter replied: 

"The last year I was in office total employees 
increased only 2.4%. We were able to cut admin­
istration costs and shift people to more productive 
jobs. I promised state employees that no one would 
be discharged as a result of my reorganization. 
But I did reserve the right not to fill vacancies 
as they occurred. And I would do the same thing 
as a President." 

Business Week: "You're talking about more efficient 
government, not necessarily smaller government?" 

Carter: "That's right." 

* * * 
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AID TO CITIES 

Ford 

The Times reported that President Ford has 
appo1nted a 13-member committee that includes 
eight Cabinet members to study the problems of 
the cities. HUD Secretary Carla Hills, who made 
the announcement to the U.S. Conference of Mayors, 
said that the committee had been directed by 
Ford to review all major Federal programs that 
had ben impact on cities and neighhoods and to 
'recommend charges that would allow local com­
munities to make their own decision in connec­
tion with the programs. 

Hills also announced a $21 million pilot 
project to improve public housing management in 
six cities. 

The Times also reported that the Administra­
tive has released $35 million to provide funds 
for 60,000 additional youths summer jobs in 45 
big cities that have unemployment rates of 9% 

or more. 

Asked ·what he would do to help the cities: Ford said 
"Well, there are two very important programs. 

Number one, I would make sure that the Congress 
pass what is called revenue sharing, which has 
been in existence now for almost 5 years ... 

That is one program. It is a good program and 
the Congress better pass it. 

Number two, I would extend what we call the 
Community Development Act, which is the kind of 
legislation and funding that in many, many 
cities--I am not familiar with the facts here 
in Fort Wayne, but I know at Indianapolis and 
in Grand Rapids and in many, many other cities 
we have had a rebuilding of the downtown primar­
ily as a consequence of what is called the 
community development program. 

Number three, I would urge the continuation, 
as I have, of what we call the Law Enforcement 
Administration Act, which is federally author­
ized programs to give Federal money to local 
units of government and to the States to help 
those cities and States enforce their laws, 
improve the administration of justice, and to 
make sure, as I said in my prepared remarks, 
that we protect the victim and we convict and 
send to prison the criminal." 

Asked his position on short-run assistance to 
New York City, President Ford replied: 

" I  do not think it is a healthy thing for the 
Federal Government to b�il out a city, and I 

mean any city, that has handled its fiscal 
affairs as irresponsibly over a long period of 
time ans Ne\·J York City has. Now, I have great 
sympathy for the people of New York, the 6 or 
.8 million people there. They have a terrible 
program. Their government expenditures are out 
of control. Unless they come in with a balanced 
budget, unless they get some state aid from the 
State of New York by some means or other, I 

just am very reluctant to say anything other 
than 1 no 1 unti 1 I see what NevJ York City has done." 
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AID TO ·CITIES 

�ord (continued) 

In a prepared statement President Ford detailed 
the steps New York officials had taken to place 
the city's finances on a sound basis. lie 
commended New York officials, but acknowledged 
that short-term operating expenses would still 
require NYC to borrpw funds over the next two 
years. 

Ford then presented his "seasonal" assistance 
p lan : 

"I have decided to ask Congress ... for 
authority to provide a temporary line of credit 
to the State of New

'
York to enable it to supply 

seasonal financing of essential services for the 
people of New York City. 

"There will be stringent conditions. Funds 
would be loaned to .the State on a seasonal basis, 
normally from July �through Harch, to ·be rP-paid 
with interest in A�ril, May, and June, when the 
bulk of the city's revenues come in. All F�deral 
loans will be repaid in full at the end of each 
year. 

"There will be no cost to the rest of the 
taxpayers of the United States. 

" ... New York officials must continue to 
accept primary responsibility. There must be 
no misunderstanding of my position. If local 
parties fail to carry out their plan, I am 
prepared to stop even the seasonal Federal 
assist.:::mce." 

In December, with Ford's backing, Congress 
cleared legislation authorizing a $2.3 
billion federal loan program for the city. 

Noting that he was proposing a $446 million 
increase for community development in his 
FY '77 budget, President Fo�d added: 

"The success of the community block grant 
program, like the success of the general revenue 
sharing program, points to one central fact-­
you know what to do to improve your cities and 
you know how to do it, and with the proper tools 
and the necessary resources, you can do the job 
that needs to be done. I have faith in you and 
I think your constituents have faith in you." 
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AID TO CITIES. 
; .  

Carter 

"I believe that the future of America is directly 
dependent upon the good health and welfare of 
our nation's cities. Our cities and metropolitan 
areas are the main staff of life for the majority 
of Americans ... 

"We must begin our urban policy by recognizing the 
human needs of the individuals who live in our 
cities.· The essential building block of our 
urban policy must be the provision of a job for 
each person capable of holding gainful employ­
ment ... 

"The welfare burden should be removed from a city 
such as New York City with all welfare costs 
being paid by the federal and state governments." 

To assist the fiscal needs of the cities, Carter 
proposes: $2 billion in counter-cyclical assis­
tance, 5-year extension of revenue sharing at 
funding levels that compensate for inflation 
(Carter believes all such funds should go directly 

to the cities--see revenue sharing profile), and 
studying the creation of a Federal Municipalities 
Securities Insurance Corporation tQ assist locali­
ties in their borrowing. 

To help solve the physical problems confronting 
the cities, Carter pledges "to fulfill our national 
commitment to build 2� million housing units per 
year," with emphasis on subsidies for low and mid­
dle income housing, housing for the elderly and 
rehabilitation of existing house. 

In tandem with this program, he would bolster our 
urban transportation.system by "substantially 
increasing the amount of money available from the 
Highway Trust Fund for public mass transportation" 
and permitting localities to use greater amounts 
of their federal mass transit funds as operating 
subsidies. 

"Mayors need a person at the White House with the 
President's ear to whom they can relate directly 
about city problems ... You (the mayors) also have 
my assurance that the federal governmen t itself 
will be pro-city." 

I 

"There needs to be, perhaps above all other things, 
a fair delineation of a national policy on urban 
problems, so there's some predictability of what 
they're sharing, what future responsibility -­
fiscally and otherwise �- among the city, among the 
local, state and Federal levels of government. 
That relationship has now been almost completely 
destroyed ... " 
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AID TO CITIES 

Carter {continued) 

"Also, a good many of the costs need to be shifted 
rapidly to the Federal Government. I favor a 
nationwide mandatory health insurance program, 
which I think would relieve the local governments, 
including NYC, of some of the costs involved now." 

"There are other aspects of the problem which need 
to be resolved. There needs to be � tighter fiscal 
management of NYC's pr:bblems, a more honest approach 
to estimating income and expenditures., a re­
organization of the Government, zero-based budgeting, 
long-range planning. The same sort of principles 
that apply to the Federal Government ought to apply 
to local governments." 

Speaking of urban problems, Carter said: 

"I would not favor the federal government ever 
injecting itself between a state and a local 
government. In the New York City problem, which 
is ilfustrative, I did not favor guaranteeing 
New York City's bonds. I would have favored keep­
ing New York City and the state bound together 
with a mutual responsiblity and requiring only 
two things--that the budget be balanced some time 
in the future as assessed and monitored, and that 
the bonds that have already been sold or to be 
sold be sound. Under those circumstances I would 
have guaranteed New York State's bonds from the 
federal government under which circumstances they 
would not have been taxed any further." 

* * * 

REVENUE SHARING 
--·-···-···- ____________________ .:.___ ________ _ 
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3/15/76 

Ford 

Ford pointed out that he has asked for a 
five-year extension of the existing revenue 
sharing legislation. He added, "This program 
has been effective with decision-making 
transferred from the Federal Government to 
locally elected officials. Congress must 
act this year or State and local units of 
government will have to drop programs or raise 
local taxes." 

"In the 4 years since the revenue sharing 
program began, State and local governments

.
have 

proved beyond any doubt whatsoever the mer1t. of 
local control over local concerns, and I con­
gratulate you ... 
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REVENUE SHA RING 

Ford (con�inued) 

. . 
...,.....__,.-··· -· 

"Behind all of the rhetoric associated with the 
growing Congressional debate over the renewal 
of this program is a very fundamental issue-­
whether or not to continue providing cities, 
counties, and States with effective Federal 
assistance now authorized by this program. It 
is just too important to your cities; it is just 
too important to your States; it i� just too 
important to the United States of America; the 
general revenue sharing bill must pass clearly 
this year ... 

"I deeply share your concern, and I stand firm 
in my commitment to secure an extension of 
general revenue sharing, which should no :longer 
be a partisan political issue, and I hope it 
won't be in the months ahead. If you will work 
with me we can meet that common commitment, and 
we can do even more good with revenue sharing 
in the future." 

Carter 

Carter proposes: 

"Extension of the Revenue Sharing program for five 
years, with an increase in the annual funding 
level to compensate for inflation and with enforce­
ment of the civil rights provisions of the bill 
to guarantee against discriminatory use of the 
funds. I will study whether the Revenue Sharing 
formula shoul d be amended in the future to place 
greater emphasis on areas of high need. Moreover, 
I believe that all Revenue Sharing funds should 
go to the cities and that localities should be 
allowed to use these funds for .defraying the 
costs of health, social services, and education, 
which they are currently forbidden to do." 

"I would favor an appraoch which woulo give funds 
directly to local cities and communities rather 
than the states. I would favor this for two 
reasons. First� it is a means of giving local gov­
ernments more control over programs that affect 
them daily, because it is a mechanism that combines 
effectively local needs and decision-ma king proces­
ses with the federal government's powers of coor-
dination and revenue- raising. Second, and more 
important_, local communi ties do not have the 
capacity to generate extra income--through taxes • 

or other methods--that the states have." 

But in another statement, Carter observed that 
"Reven ue sharing actually violates a basic prin­
ciple in government fiscal management, in that the 
responsibilities for raising and spending funds 
are separated." 

Carter also recommends achieving more effective 
citizen input into the local planning and spending 
process1• 

* * * 
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REGULATORY REFORM 

Ford 

Calling it "a declaration of independence from 
the needless regulations of government," Presi­
dent Ford proposed legislation designed to 
force consideration of systematic overhaul of 
dozens of federal agencies over the next four 
years. 

The new legislation would establish a year­
by-year schedule, requiring the President to 
propose regulatory changes affecting a differ­
ent sector of the economy (e.g., transporta­
tion, heavy manufacturing). each January between 
1977 and 1980. Congress would then have until 
November 15 of each year to vote on the Presi­
dent's proposals would become the pending 
business of Congress (presumably blocking any 
other legislative business). 

Ford said his agenda for regulatory reform had 
four major goals: 

1. To guarantee that Government policies do 
not infringe unnecessarily in the market 
place. 

2. To find better and less costly ways to 
achieve social goals such as clean air. 

3. To insure that Government policies benefit 
the public interest rather than private 
interests. 

4. To assure that regulatory policies are 
equitably enforced. 

"A necessary condition of a healthy economy is 
freedom from the petty tyranny of massiVe 
government regulation. We are wasting liter­
ally millions of working hours costing billions 
of consumers' dollars because of bureaucratic 
red tape." Afte r citing the positive example 
of reduced farm controls, Ford continues, "Now, 
we need reforms in other key areas of our economy 
the airlines, trucking, railroads, and financial 
institutions. I have concrete plans in each of 
the�e areas, not to help this or that industry, 
but to foster competitioh and bring prices down 
for the consumer." 

The Ford Administration has proposed regulatory 
reform legislation dealing with railroads, air­
lines, motor carriers and financial institutions. 

In a speech to California business leaders, Ford 
said Amer ican business is hamstrung by "a 
mulligan stew of government rules and regula�ions 
(that) has created a nightmare of red tape , pape r 

shuffling and new heights in counter-productivity." 

Ford continued, "Starting from point zero not 
quite a century ago, the federal government now 
employs over 100,000 people whose sole responsibility 
is the writing, reviewing and enforcing of some 
type of regulation. One hundred thousand people 
whose principal job is telling you how to do your 
job. It's a bureaucrat's dream of heaven, but 
it's a nightmare for those who have to bear the 
burden." 
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REGULATORY REFORM 

Ford (continued} 

The principal objectives of the Ford Administration's 
regulatory reform program were described as 
follows: 

"Benefit consumers by encouraging increased com­
petion. Competition fosters innovation, encourages 
new businesses, creates new jobs, ensures a wide 
choice of goods and services, and helps to keep 
prices at reasonable levels. By eliminating 
arbitrary barriers to entry and by increasing 
pricing flexibility, the Administration hopes to 
restore competition in the regulated sectors of 
the economy. 

Increase understanding of the costs of regulation. 
Often the real costs of-regulatory activities are 

hidden from public view. Inefficient and out­
dated regulation costs consumers billions of 
dollars every year in unnecessarily high prices. 
The Administration believes that these costs 
should be subject to the same critical attention 
devoted to the Federal budget. 

Improve methods of achieving the objectives of 
regulation. In many instances, regulation is 
necessary, particularly in the health, environment 
and safety areas. However, regulation can 
impose a considerable cost burden on the consuming 
public and on the economy. The Administration 
is concerned that public protection be achieved 
in the most efficient manner. 

Substitute increased antitrust enforcement for 
adm1n1strat1ve regulat1on. In the past� 
regulation has often been a substitute for com­
petition. The Administration is seeking to 
reverse this pattern and believes that antitrust 
enforcement has an important role in keeping costs 
and prices down." 

The Journal reports that the Ford Administration 
is strongly opposing proposed legislation to 
merge the three federal bank regulatory agencies. 

Writing to Senator Kennedy in praise of a 
Kennedy subcommittee report on airline regulation, 
President Ford added that he "firmly believed 
that fundamental changes are required in the 

.regulations governing our transportation system" 
and that greater reliance on competition "should 
assist our railroad, airline and motor carrier 
industries in providing more efficient transpor­
tation services to the public." 
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REGULATORY REFORM 

Carter 

"Priority attention should also be given to 
restructuring the nation's antiquated system of 
regulating transportation. The present patch-work 
scheme of rail, truck, and airline regulation at 
the federal level needlessly costs consumers bil­
lions of dollars every year. However valid the 
original purpose of promoting a fledgling industry 
and protecting the public from the tyranny of 
monopoly or the chaos of pradatory competition, the 
present system has, more often than not, tended to 
discourage desirable competition." 

To combat inflation, Carter proposes "reform of gov­
ernment regulations, such as the backhaul rule, 
which unnecessarily add to consumer costs ... " 

* * * 

TRANSPORTATION POLICY 

Ford 

The Tim�s reported that President Ford signed a 
$17.50.billiqn tw.o-year extension of federal 
highway ai�. Ford said the measure would provide 
key links in the interstate highway system, 
upgra�� existing highways and develop public 
f�cilitie�. The measure allows states and c�ties 
to U!:?� fu.nds from withdrawn segments of inter­
sta.te }:l:i,ghway projects for other road and mass 
t�a_n!:?i t prq.j �ct;s. 

On Feq. 5, President Ford signed the $6.4 
billion Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory 
Reform Act. The measure, a compromise between 
the Administration and Congress, includes $1.6 
billion to improve rail service in the Northeast 
corridor and makes it possible to reorganize 
bankrupt railroads ln the Northeast and fvlidwest. 

Ford said the measure "permits us to begin an 
overd�e program of improvements in rail pass-
enger service in the densely pop ulated Northeast 
Corridor." He also pointed out that the r.1easure 
will remove many y.nnecessary r:egulatory restrictions 
lt.'hi ch "for too long have hindered the ability 
of our railroads to operate �fficiently and 
competitively." 
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TRANSPORTATION POLICY 

Carter 

" ... the federal government often has encouraged 
one mode of transportation to the disadvantage of 
another. No coordinated transportation policy 
exists. While the Nation has an extremely well­
developed rail, highway, and aviation system, sub­
stantial parts of that system have deteriorated to 
the point where the effici ency and effectiveness of 
the total system is being compromised. Arresting 
this deterioration and completing needed work on 
new urban transit systems, must become the Nation's 

first transportation priority. 

"While the private sector should be encouraged to 
undertake this rehabilitation work directly with 
privately raised capital, it must be recognized 
that the task of rebuilding the existing transpor­
tation system is so massive, so important and so 
urgent that private investment will have to be sup­
plemented with substantial direct public invest­
ment ... 

"We must substantially increase the amount of money 
available from the Highway Trust Fund for public· 
mass transportation, study the feasibility of 
creating a total transportation fund for all modes 
of transportation, and change the current restric­
tive limits on the use of mass transit funds by 
localities so that greater amounts can be used as 
operating subsidies. We should oppose the Adminis­
tration's efforts to reduce federal operating 
subsidies." 

"The Highway Trust Fund has served as an out­
standing and successful mechanism for constructing 
an extensive and effective highway networl;: in 
the United States ... 

"We need to reevaluate the Highway Trust Fund and 
consider whether its past success might be extended 
to other modes of transportation. What we need 
most today is a balanced TI).ulti-modal approach to 
maintaining and improving the nation's transporta­
tion system ... 

"The concept of a total transportation trust fund 
is especially appealing in that it would support 
and facilitate this balanced approach. At the 
same time, we need to review and change the compiex 
regulatory system with which our transport in­
dustries must contend." 

"I favor the allocation of Federal funds for mass 
transit. In case the mass transit system has been 
completed, then a city's allocation of their propor­
tion -- of its share -- could be used for operation ... 
I think it's inevitable in the future that the 
Federal Government increase its allocation of trans­
portation funds for rapid transit." 
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TRANSPORTATION POLICY 

Carter (continued) 

Carter seems to approve in general the formation 
of Amtrak and Conrail. He continues: 

"The problem of transportation.services to 
communities that are to be left without rail 
service under Conrail makes evident that the 
problem of railroad reorganization cannot be 
analyzed in a vacuum but must be treated as one 
part of a larger transportation problem. We 
need a national comprehensive transportation policy 
and it is obvious that the savings in fuel, oper­
ating, and pollution costs from intensive use of 
railroads should provide them with a competitive 
advantage over other forms of transportation ... 

"The current transportation policy has been to 
subsidize airports, highways and canals while 
railroad roadbeds receive no subsidies for re­
construction. In addition, railroads pay a 
greater proportion of their revenues in taxes on 
their right-of-way facilities and have until 
recently received little federal aid. 

"It is no wonder then that the reorganization and 
revitalization of our railroad system remains one 
of the most important and pressing issues in 
transportation today ... 

"The key to success in railroad reorganization will 
be establishment of a system which makes greater 
use of inter-modal coordination and which provides 
support for the substantial effort required to 

put the system back in shape ... Government policies 
which provide a billion dollars a year for air 
travel but demand :that railroads pay their own 
track and railbed expenses cannot continue." 

-- ------·- ----------- --·--· -------·-� -

* * * 

ECON OMIC PLANNING 

Ford 

According to the Post, Ford rejects economic planning. 
In general, he sees such planning as just another 
intrusion of government in to the private sector. 

President Ford has criticized the Humphrey-Hawkins 
full employment bill because "the law would get the 

Federal Government deeper and deeper into economi� 

planning on a national scale unprecedented in our 

history;" 
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ECONOMIC PLANNING 

Carter 

Carter proposes that the federal government budget 

on a three-year cycle, "rolling forward three 

years at a time when the budget is prepared each 

year," as a means improving both business and 

government planning. 

Carter continues: 

"I oppose the type of rigid, bureaucratic centralized 
planning characteristic of communist countries. 

"But better general economic planning by govern­
ment is essential to insure a stable, sensible, 

fair, humane economic policy, without the roller­
coaster dips and curves we have faced in the last 
eight years. Government must plan ahead just like 
any business ... 

I favor coordinated government planning to attack 
problems of structural unemployment, inflation, 
environmental deterioration, exaggeration of economic 
inequalities, natural resource limitations, and 
obstructions to the operat.ion of the free market 
system. 

I believe that this type of planning can be carried 

out without the creation of a new bureaucracy, 
but rather through well defined extensions of 
existing bodies and techniques. I propose that 

the role of the present . Council of Economic Advisors 

Advisors ... be expanded to include this type of 
coordinated planning and to deal with long range 
problems of individual sectors fitted into an 
overall economic plan for the economy as a whole, 
as well as to deal with considerations of supply, 

distribution, and performance in individual indus­

tries. 

Many of the economic shocks of the past eight years 
have come on the supply side of the economy. It is 

imperative that we study ways to anticipate problems 

rather than await their arrival and once again react 

with ill-conceived solutions in a crisis environment. 

Such detailed studies will be an important new task 

for the Council of Economic Advisors. 

We have no discernible economic goals. Goals must 
be established and clearly enunciated, so t hat our 

programs can be developed within a planned, orderly 
context. 

The techniques I have outlined can and will be 
carried out within the framework of our present 
private enterprise system, free market institutions 
and administrative structures." 

* * * 
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TAXES 

General Tax Burden & Structure/Loopholes 
Social Security Taxes/Capital Formation-Business Taxes 

Taxes, a perennial campaign topic, are in 1976 among 

the top concerns of citizens, as reported by public opinion 

pollsters. The. issue of taxes has be�n discussed in every 

past Presidential campaign, and 1976 will be no different. 

Already major issues with the candidates are social security 

taxes, capital formation and tax equity. In approaching 

the subject of taxes, Common Cause has attempted to catalog 

candidate positions on four aspects of tax policy: 

... 

- General Tax Burden and Structure. Included here 

are candidates' overall views on distribution of 

the federal, state and local tax burden as well as 

on tax simplification. 

- Loopholes. This category includes statements by 

the candidates on the so-called 11 loophole.s 11 or tax 

preferences they wish to modify or eliminate. 

- Social Security Taxes. Some candidates have proposed 

changes in the payroll tax because of projected deficits 

in the social security trust fund, or because they 

believe this tax to be highly regressive. This category 

contains candidate views on social security taxes. 

- Capital Formation/Business Taxes. Included in this 

listing are statements by candidates on use of federal 

tax incentives to encourage investment, together with 

their positions on the appropriate taxing of business 

profits. 

# # # 
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GENERAL TAX BURDEN &. STRUCTURE 

New York Times 
10/7/75. Ford 
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Boston Herald 
American 2 /4/76 

Washington Star 
8/8/76 

Presidential remarks 
Economic Club of Detroit 
Press release 
5/12/76 

Presidential remarks 
Bowling Green University 
6/7/76 
"Presidential Documents" 

Ford 

"I propose permc::ment tax reductions totalling 
$28 billion � the biggest tax r i: 1n history ... by 
raising everyone's personal tax exemption from $750 
to $1,000; by making the standard deduction for 
single taxpayers a flat $1,800 and for every married 
couple $2,500, and by lowering our basic personal· 
income tax rates. Under my proposal, a typical 
family of four with a total of $14,000 a year would 
get a permanent tax cut of $412 a year - a 27% 
reduction." 

"It is clear that the Federal tax law must be 
reformed in the interests of achieving greater fair­
ness among taxpayers, and I have submitted legislation 
to that end - legislation that would require high in­
come �ax payers to pay a reasonable tax, that would 
restr1ct the use of artificial accounting losses 
as tax shelters, and would gradually reduce the double 
taxation on corporate dividends so that we might 
encourage greater investment in the country's future." 

"A major objective should be to simplify 
the tax system as well as make it more 
equitable. My administration's objectives 
are threefold -- greater equity, greater 
simplification, and lower taxes. 

"My program also include�$10 billion 
of further tax reductions. Benefits are 
directed toward middle and lower income 
tax payers and incentives for creation of 
new jobs by business. These cuts would 
be linked to comparable cuts in Federal 
spending." 

"The tax proposals I have recommended 
will give middle income tax payers the 
kind of tax relief they both need and 
obviously deserve." 

"We haven't treated the family farmer, 
the small businessman appropriately. 
Do you realize that in 1942 we set the esta�e 
tax exemption -- it has not been changed 
since 1942, since $60,000. In the meantime, 
family farms have had to be sold, small 
businesses have had to be sold as 
it went from one generation to another. 
Those kinds of operations are the strength 
and the core of this great country of ours. 

"So, I proposed to the Congress that 
they go from $60,000 to $150,000 and 
they make it so that when a piece of 
property -- whether it is a family farm 
or a family business -- goes from the 
husband to the wife or from the wife to 
the husband there is no Federal estate 
tax that has to be paid." 
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GENER AL TAX BURDEN & STRUCTURE 

Carter 

"Our national tax system is a disgrace. Carefully 
contrived loopholes let the total tax burden shift 
more and more toward the average wage earner. 0 

Some of our largest corporations with extremely 
high profits pay virtually no tax at all. The 
average family earning $10,000 per year pays a 
larger portion of its income in taxes than a family 
with an annual income of $1 millipn or more. When 
a business executive can charge off a $50 luncheon 
on a tax return and a truck driver cannot deduct 
his $1.50 sandwich �- when oil companies pay less 
than 5% on their earnings while employees of the 
company pay at least three times this rate -- when 
many pay no taxes on incomes of more than $100,000 
then we need basic tax reform." 

· 

"I·am considering a drastic simplification of the 
income tax system that would lower taxes on middle 
and low income families. To do that you would elimi­
nate hundreds of tax breaks and greatly reduce the 
tax rate. A recent study says such a plan would 
allow a reduction of as much as 40% in the tax 
rate. 

"Basically, subject to some exceptions, I favor 
a simplified tax system which treats all income 
the same. 

"The only people who have anything to fear from 
any Carter tax reform plan are the special in­
terests who do not pay their fair share of taxes 
and who are responsible for the disgracefully un­
fair tax system we now have." 

"It .is time for a complete overhaul of our income­
tax system. I still tell you: It is a disgrace 
to the human race. All my life I have hearq pro­
mises about tax reform, but it never quite happens. 
With your help, we are finally going to make it 
happen.· And you can depend on it! " 

Carter contends that tax reform is "too complicated · 

and too important to do even piecemeal." He 
favors an all inclusive .tax reform bill which would 
result in "a simple structure with all income 
treated the same, with income being taxed only 
once, with a truly progressive tax rate so that 
those who made the most . • .  paid the higher percen­
tage in total taxes." 

Jimmy Carter said that he would have to be in 
the White House a year before he could propose 
a detailed comprehensive tax reform plan. 

"I believe the next President ought to assume 
the responsibility for complete tax reform. One 
provision would be to tax capital income and 
earned income in the same way. I'd also seek a 
drastic simplification of the tax system by re-
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GENERAL TAX BURDEN & STRUCTURE 

Carter (continued) 

moving many of the incentives that have been 
added over the past 70 years to cover transient 
circumstances. I would go to direct grants that 
could be reconsidered annually. I also favor 
taxing income only once, and would want to re­
constitute a progressive tax rate." 

On the subject of sources of revenue for areas 
like education, Carter said, "I think the re­
gressive taxes, sales taxes, and property taxes 
from which local revenues are derived, are over­
burdened. I think the natural grm111th in revenue 
in the future is inevitably in the federal 
structure." 

Carter also favors an increase in the dollar­
value exemption· from inheritance taxes on farms. 
The amount of the increase over the current 
$60,000 has not been specified. · 

* * * 

LOOPHOLES 

Ford 

In a written interview Ford remarked that one of his 
proposals for tax reform is "to restrict artificial 
accounting losses which are used by some as tax 
shelters." 

Carter 

Referring to his plan to simplify the tax system 
by eliminating many tax incentives and adjusting 
rates, Carter mentioned the tax deduction for 
home mortgage interest payments: "In general, 
along with the elimination of hundreds of other 
tax incentives, those would be among the incentives 
I would like to do away with." 

Carter explained that the mortgage interest de­
duction costs the federal government $10 billion 
a year. He said the deductions apply to second 
homes, vacation homes, and summer homes. "I 
would rather see that $10 billion spent, used 
to help homeowners" but not the rich. Carter 
called it an upside-down proposal that individuals 

paying a higher percentage of income in tax, re­
ceive a larger percentage deduction on home mort­
gag� interest payments. 

Carter explained that the elimination of exemptions 

for interest paid on home mortgages would have 
to be tied with other changes to insure that 
middle-income home owners would be more than 
compensated. "I would never, never do anything 
that would hurt the middle American wage earner." 

iJ 
� 
J . 

,1· 
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LOOPHOLES 

Car ter (continued} 

Carter was quoted at a news conference as saying 
that he did not advocate doing away with the tax 
deduction for home mortgage interest. That was 
one "incentive I would consider modifying ... if 
I change the deduction it would be increased 
and not decreased." 

* * * 

SOCIAL SECURITY TAXES 

Ford 

"I am concerned about the integrity of our 
Social Security Trust Fund ... Simple arithmetic 
warns all of us that the Social Security Trust 
Fund is headed for trouble. Unless we act soon 
to mak�sure the Fund takes in as much as it pays 
out, th�re will be no security for old or for 
young. I must, therefore, recommend a .3% increase 
in both employer and employee Social Security taxes 
effecti ve January 1, 1977." 

The current Social Security tax rate is 5.85% 
for each employee and employer of covered wages. 
Under this proposal, in 1977 the tax rate would 
be 6.15% on a maximum wage base of $16,000. This 
increase will cost workers with the maximum 
taxable income less than $1 a week and will help 
stabilize the trust funds so that current and 
future recipients can be assured of the benefits 
they have earned. 

·In a proposal submitted to the Congress 
on June 17, 1976, President Ford said he 
was "correcting an inadequate method of 
adjusting benefit payments which over time, 
could mean that many new retirees would 
receive Social Security benefits in excess 
of the highest earnings they ever received ... 
a result ... never intended." His proposal 
would insure that "future retirement benefits 
are a constant share of preretirement 
earnings." He suggested a 10 year phase 
in perioo so that benefits to those persons 

retiring would be no lower than under the old 
formula. He termed his proposal not a 
complete solution, but said that immediate 
action on it would eliminate more than 
half the estimated long range financial 
problem. 

"I think Social Security can be improved, 
but under no circumstances, for example, 

Fort Wayne, Indiana 
"Presidential Documents" 
5/7/76 

would I invest the proceeds into the stock 
market or would I, in any other way, intefere 
with the financial integrity of the Social 
Security Trust Fund. Those 32 million people 
are e�pecting their benefits to come 
from our government for which they made 
payments, and I am going to make damn sure 
they get them. 
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SOCIAL SECURITY TAXES 

Carter 

"I pledge to you and Americans around the coun­
try that as President I will preserve, with the 

.assistance of Congress, the financial integrity 
of the social Security system to which so many 
Americans have contributed and are contributing. 
To solve the current problems of the Social 
Security system we must energetically insure that: 

--we preserve the present cost-of-living bene­
fits for those receiving benefits and stabilize 
the 'replacement rate' of benefits to wages, by 
guaranteeing to present day contributors that 
their benefits at retirement will fully reflect 
increases in their wages. Workers should be 
guaranteed that when tney retire �ocial Security 
benefits will bear the same relationship to their 
recent earnings as is true for those retiring 
today. This could be accomplished by indexing 
average monthly earnings under Social Security. 
The reform I have suggested would cut in half 
the estimated long-range imbalance in the program. 

--rather than increasing the contribution rate 
as President Ford has suggested, which would put 
an even greater burden on the average wage earner, 
would not insure more benefits, and would require 
everyone to pay more, if additional revenues are 
needed, I would prefer 3 more progressive plan 
to increase gradually the maximum amount of 
earnings subject to the social security tax." 

* * * 

CAPITA L F ORMATION/BUSINESS TAXES 

Forn 

Ford proposes a "tax reduction directed at 
business in a way that creates more jobs. The tax 
cuts that I propose, including a permanent increase 
in the investment tax credit (10% ) and a 2% reduc­
tion in the corporate tax rate, are specifically 
designed to increase employment." 

"I propose tax changes to encourage people 
to invest in America's future and their own, 
through a plan that gives moderate income families 
income tax benefits if they make ionq-term 
investments in common stock in American companies." 

To encourage invest�ent, the President has 
already proposed a phased integration of the 
corporate and individual income t2x which will 
eventually eliminate the double tax burden now 
imposed on corporate div1dends. 

Presenting President Ford's proposals to the 
Finance Committee, Simon said that Ford favors a job 
creation incentive program which provides for_aocel­
erated depreciation of new plant facilities and 
equipment in areas which experienced unemployment of 
7% or more in 1975. He also has introduced a proposal 
to encourage capital formation and the efficient 
allocation of investment resources by the introduc­
tion of a slid1ng scale for the taxation of capital 
-JdlD.S. 
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CAPITAL FORMATION/BUS INESS TAXES 

Carter 

Carter said that capital and earn�d incomes should 
be taxed in the same way. He also said he favors 
taxing income only once (a reference to the double­
taxing of corporate dividends). 

Speaking to a group of New York City business­
men, Carter said he would move cautiously on 
tax reform and would retain the credit on foreign 
taxes paid by American companies. Carter stated, 
11I would not make any substantive changes in our 

tax law, or propose any as President, until at 
least a full year of very careful analysis ... 
While he backed the present credit on United 
States taxes given to American corporations that 
pay foreign taxes, Carter said he opposed tax 
deferrals on profits of American companies over­
seas until the money is brought into the United 
States. 11At this point my inclination would be 
to eliminate these tax deferrals, .. he said. 

* * * 
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ENERGY 

Overview/Energy Independence/Conservation 
Energy Prices/Energy Industry Structure/Nuclear Power/Non-Nuclear Power 

Since the Arab oil embargo of 1973 and its attendant 

long lines at the gasoline station, energy has been an important 

and confusing issue to most Americans. A nation accustomed to 

years of abundant, low-priced energy is learning to live with 

sharply higher prices and the th reat of shortages. But public 

opinion surveys identify energy -- how to get it, what to pay 

for it, what directions to take for the future as an issue 

troubling and often angering many Americans. 

The "energy crisis" is many things to different people. 

To some it is a question of prices; others see supply, at any 

price, as the issue. The energy industries are portrayed as 

rapacious monopolists and as overburdened victims of government 

regulation. 

Those who look beyond the present are concerned about the 

role that nuclear power, increased use of coal, solar power 

and fusion will play in our lives. They are asking what part 

the federal government should play in encouraging or discouraging 

these technologies, and what costs society should bear in order 

to have alternatives to oil and gas. 

To gain insight into candidates' views on the energy issue, 

Common Cause has outlined their positions on the following problems 

commonly associated with the energy crisis: 

The overview category contains candidate analysis of the 

energy crisis and proposed solutions. 

- Energy independence includes candidate proposals for lessen-

ing our dependence on foreign oil over the coming years, 

or in case of another embargo. 



- 55 -

- Conservation includes candidate proposals for reducing energy 

consumption. 

- Energy prices details candidate views on oil and gas price 

controls, as well as general positions on fuel and electricity 

prices. 

Energy industry structure includes candidate views on vertical 

and horizontal divestiture, as well as the government's 

future role in energy production. 

- Nucle ar power contains candidate views on the priority that 

should be given to nuclear power development. 

Non-nuclear fuels details candidate views on alternative 

energy sources, such as coal, solar power, wind power, geo­

thermal power and the burning of refuse. Which of these 

fuels to rely on, when to expect them to play a role, and 

how much to spend on technology for them are all issues for 

the candidates. 

# # # 
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ENERGY: Overview 

F ord 

"In the first place, we have to free 
the energy-producing portions of our eco­
nomy from the kind of regulation and con­
trol that has been imposed on it for a 
number of years. 

In January, a year ago, I recommended 
the deregulation of all new natural gas. 
Unfortunately, the Congress has not done 
that although the Senate did pass an accep­
table bill. We have to deregulate the ex­
plo�ation and development of crude oil in 
this country. We have on the s t a tute books 
a law that will permit us to deregulate that 
industry domestically over a period of over 
40 months. It was not the legislation I 
wanted but it is the best we could get. 

We have to make some realistic appraisals 
and adjustments in how we use our coal more 
effectively and more efficiently. We have 
300 years, they tell me, supply of coal. We 
have got to increase it from 600 million tons 
to 1 billion 200 million tons by 1985. We 
have to spend research and development money 
on solar energy, on geothermal energy and some 
of the other exotic fuels, and I am glad to re­
port to you that in these areas of research 
and development in the budget that I submitted 
for the next fiscal year, we increased the R 
and D money by over 35 percent. 

So we have to have a broad approach be­
cause every passing day our dependence on for­
eign oil becomes more acute. In 1973, it was 
31 or 32 percent. Today, 40 percent of the 
oil we use in this country comes from foreign 
sources and it is going to get worse unless 
we do something along the lines that I have re­
commended." 

·� envision an energy future for the 
United States free of the threat of 
embargoes and arbitrary price increases 
b y  foreign governments. I see a world 
in which all nations strengthen their 
cooperative efforts to solve critical. 
energy problems. I envision a major 
expansion in the production and use of 
coal, aggressive exploration for domestic 
oil and gas, a strong commitment to 
nuclear power, significant technological 
breakthroughs in harnessing the unlimited 
potential of solar energy and fusion power, 
and a strengthened conservation ethic in 
our use of energy. 

"I am convinced that the United States has 
the ability to achieve energy independence." 
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ENERGY: Overview 

Carter 

"The mishandling of the energy·problem is a 
primary cause of the current economic crisis. 
We are the only civilized nation on earth 
without an energy policy. This negligence is 
a crime against the American people." 

·W� should remember that we only have enough oil available as an energy source for another 30 years. We must make a 
�ajar shift to coal and substantially 1ncrease our use of solar energy. With p7oper natio�al planning, energy conserva­tlon can be 1ncreased and we can keep our dependence on nuclear energy to an 
absolute minimum. � 

"One of the most frequent·questions I get in my 
·travels around this country is'what are we going 

to do about energy?' 
Other nations have a comprehensive energy policy-
we do not. 

· 

We have, in the entire world, about·sixty cubic 
miles of oil,· total reserves and the best estimates 
are then that we can expect from the ground about 
seventy-five percent of �hat oil. We use about 
1.3 cubic miles per year and the rate of that use 
is increasing year by year, not particularly in 
this country now but in the areas of the world 
which is becoming more industrialized- which means 
in turn, we have enough oil to last about thirty­
five years: we have enough uranium to last forty 
or fifty years and we have enough coal to last 
six hundred years. 
Among the Nuclear Physicists of this �ountry, 
there is a fifty-fifty judgement about whether or 
not we will have electricity from fusion in this 
century. We are now seeing a struggle going on, 
an economic struggle, about how to use what we 
do have." 

"The major thrust of the energy problem should be 
away from oil toward coal ·and solar energy, with 
heavy emphasis on conservation. Unnecessary elec­
trical power plant construction should be stopped. 
Advertising at consumers' expense to encourage 
increased consumption of electricity should be 
pLohibited. Rate structures which discourage'total 
consumption and peak power demand should be estab­
lished. If patriotic appeals and strict conserva­
tion measures prove to be inadequate to control 
consumption, standby exise taxes should be avail­
able to the President for selective imposition 
on petroleum products." 

Q: What changes would you like to see in energy 
policy? 
A:"I would c6htinue to import oil at least at the 
present level. I would let the Ar�b countrie� know 
that if they declare another embargo on .oil ship-. 
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ENERGY: Overview 

Carter (continued) 

ments to us, we would consider this an economic 
declaration of war and would respond quickly with 
a boycott against them. 
Next, I would shift toward coal as quickly as I 
could, using government inducements if necessary. 

Iwould increase dramatically the the amount of 
research and development funds that go into solar 
energy. I would favor strong conservation measures, 
including mandatory efficiency of autos, better 
insulation of homes, changes in the rate structure 
of electric power companies. I would continue to 
use atomic power as a last priority, and with strict 
conservation and safety protections required. 
I favor the deregulation of natural gas for a 
limited period of time, leaving existing contracts 
at the lowest price levels intact. " 

* * * 

ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

Ford 

"There is no fuel shortage. 
could come in any year ahead of 
to have another embargo such as 
OPEC nations in 1973. 

The shortage 
us if we were 
we had by the 

The problem is not an immediate shortage. 
The problem is that we are becoming more and more 
dependent on foreign oil imports. Two years ago, 
we were relying on foreign oil imports to the ex­
tent of about 33 percent. Today, it is up to al­
most 40 percent, and unless we stimulate more U.S. 
production of oil and natural gas, and unless we 
utilize our vast resources of coal, unless we 
expedite the construction and installation of more 
nuclear powerplants, unless we more rapidly deve­
lope some of our exotic fuels, our dependence on 
foreign oil will go up, up, up, which means that 
we are more dependent not only on the amount of 
foreign oil, but the price they charge us." 

The Times quoted President Ford: 
"The only way Congress can really protect the 

American consumer is to enact a long-range energy 

program that encourages Americans to produce our own 

energy with our own workers from our own resources 

and at our own prices." 

President Ford called for the creation of an Energy 

Independence Authority with $100 billion dollars of 

federal funding. President Ford called for a "crash" 

program to be directed by EIA to show foreign oil 

nations that "Uncle Sam is not about to say 'uncle.'" 
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ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

Ford . ( continued ) 

"A little over two years ago, the Arab 
embargo proved that our Nation had become 
excessively dependent upon others for our 
oil supplies. We now realize how critical 
energy is to the defense of our country, 
to the strength of our economy, and to 
the quality of our lives. 

"We must reduce our vulnerability to the 
economic disruption which a few foreign 
countries can cause by cutting off our 
energy supplies or by arbitrarily raising 
prices. We must regain our energy independence." 

Carter 

Q: "Governor, in connection with this, you said 
the Arabs should not be permitted to embargo 
future shipments of oil. Now how would you pro­
pose to enforce that? Military intervention, or 
something like that?" 

A: "No, not military intervention. We, as I 
said, have now gotten dependent upon about 40 per 
cent of our oil from foreign countries. A good 

.portion of that comes from Arab nations. In 
1973 an embargo was imposed on our country be­
cause of the Israeli question in the Middle 
Eastern political situation. I would not per-
mit that to happen again; I would let the Arab 
countries know that we want to be their friends, 
that we are heavily dependent upon oil being im­
ported from them, that if they declare an embargo 
against us, we would consider it, not a military, 
but an economic declaration of war, and that we 
would respond instantly and without further 
debate in a similar fashion, that we would not 
ship them any food, no weapons, no spare parts 
for weapons, no oil drilling rigs, no oil pipes. 
Not to be belligenent about it, but to pr�vent 
their declaring an embargo against us again. We 
yielded to it in 1973. I don't think this country 
ought to yield to an embargo again. And I think 
this would be the best way to avoid it, rather 
than to wait until after it occurs, and then 
flounder around trying to decide what we should 
do in retrospect." 

On oil import quotas and a strategic national 
reserve, Carter said: "I would like to build up 
our reserves for about 60 days worth, to be 
stored maybe in the salt domes, cut down on 
oil comsumption considerably " 

Q: "How do you do that?" 

A: "Well, one way is to level off imports. Our 
own production of oil in this country is dropping 
about six per cent a year, and I think this is a 
good constraint on us about oil consumption." 

Q: "But how do you stop imports? Quota system, 
tariffs, how do you do it7" 

A: "I think a quota system would be very good, yes." 
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ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

Carter (continued) 

... . . 

"It is unlikely that we will be totally "indepen­
dent" of oil imports during this century. It is cer­

tainly not possible or necessary for us to be energy 

independent by 1985, but we should be free from pos­
sible blackmail or economic disaster which might be 
caused by another boycott. Our reserves should be 
developed, imports reduced to manageable levels, 
standby rationing procedures evolved and authorized, 
and aggressive economic reprisals should await any 
boycott inq oi 1 supp 1 ier." 

Carter labelled Project Independence 
"a joke." 

"!would continue to import oil at least at the pre­
sent level. I would let the Arab countries know 
that if they declare another embargo on oil ship­
ments to us, we would consider this an economic 
declaration of war and �ould respond quickly with 
a boycott against them. 

"Our main thrust in energy must be away from oil 
toward the environmentally- safe use of coal and 
development of solar energy, coupled with energy 
conservation. I favor a system which would keep 
oil imports at or below the present 40% level. 
Anti-trust laws must be strictly enforced. Max­
imum disclosure of data on reserves and production 
should be required. Advertising at the consumers' 
expense to encourage consumption of electricity 
should be prohibited." 

" Energy imports and consumption must be reduced, 
free competition enhanced by rigid enforcement of 
antitrust laws and general monetary growth retsrain­
ed. Pinpointed federal programs can ease the more 
acute pains of recession, such as now exist in 
the construction industry. We should consider ex­
tension of unemployment compensation, the stimu­
lation of investments, public subsidizing of 
employment and surtaxes on excess profits." 

* * * 
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CONSERVATION 

Ford 

The Adm inistration asked for $99.2 million to fund 
all conservation research and development programs 
for FY77 as opposed to $101.7 million for FY76. 

"The nation has made major progress in 
reducing energy consumption in the last 
two years but greatly increased savings 

can yet be realized in all sectors . . 

"I have asked for a 63 percent increase in 
funding for energy conservation research 
and development in my 1977 budget:• 

Carter 

"The potential for dramatic energy conservation 
remains untapped. Our energy waste in transporta­
tion is 85%, in generating electricity 65%. 

Overall, 50% of our energy is wasted. 

"When we had to cut our own wood to burn on the 
farm, we did not waste it. 

"We need: 
--mandated motor vehicle efficiency standards; 
--rigid enforcement of speed laws; 
--efficiency standards and labeling for electric 

appliances; 
--mandatory improvements in building insulation 
--regulatory agency decisions that reduce fuel 

consumption; 
--and similar conservation measures. 

"The federal government with all its agencies 
should set a national example in the conservation 
and proper use of energy." 

"We also need to have mandatory conservation 
measures, automobile efficiency, a change in 
the rate structure of electric power companies 
to discourage consumption of electricity, rather 
than to encourage it, and at the same time have 
a shift towards �olar energy. 

"With.proper national planning and determined exe­
cution of those plans, energy conservation can be 
completely compatible with environmental quality 
and with economic well-being. Lower energy consump­
tion inherently reduces world pollution levels. 
Technological advances into new energy fields and 
elimination of excess waste, can result in enhanced 
employment opportunities without �ny reduction in 
the quality of our economic lives� 

"I would f�vor strong conservation measures, 
including mandatory efficiency of autos, better 
insulation of �omes, changes in the rate struc­
ture of electric power companies. I would continue 
to use atomic power as a last priority, and with 
strict conservation and safety protections re­
quired. " 

* * * 
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ENERGY PRICES 

Ford 

Commenting on the Energy Policy and Conservation Act 

of 1975, which rolled back domestic crude oil prices, 

"Last month I signed a compromise national energy 

bill which enacts a part of my comprehensive enerqy 

independence program. This legislation was late 

in coming, not the complete answer to energy indepen­

dence, but still a step in the right direction." 

"Deregulating the price of new natural 
gas remains the most important action 
that can be taken by the Congress to 
improve our future gas supply situation." 

"Fifteen months ago," he told an Abilene 
audience in his last Texas appearance, "I rs­
commended decontrol of oil and new natural gas 
prices. The Congress deliberated and delayed 
and debated and dawdled all the way from Jan­
uary to December of last year and finally sent 
me an energy bill. It was a long way from per­
fect but it was a start." 

"In the first place, we have to free the 
energy-producing portions of our economy from 
the kind of regulation and control that has been 
imposed on it for a number of years. 

In January, a year ago, I recommended the 
deregulation of all new natural gas. Unfortuna­
tely, the Congress has not done that although 
the Senate did pass an acceptable bill. We have 
to deregulate the exploration and development of 
crude oil in this country. We have on the statute 
books a law that will permit us to deregulate 
that industry domestically over a period of over 
40 months. It was not the legislation I wanted 
but it is the best we could get." 

Carter 

"There is no need to deregulate the price of old 
oil and natural gas. The price of all domestic 
oil should be kept below that of O.P.E. C. oil. 

"Utility rates are up more than 40% in two years, 
while electric power plants operate at about 
35% efficiency. Electric power companies demand 
that their present customers finance huge construc­
tion projects while less than half of their present 
capacity is utilized. Some of their projections 
for annual power consumption increases are double 
even those of the Federal Energy Administrator! 

"Unnecessary electrical power plant construction 
should be stopped. 

"Advertising at consumers' expense to encourage 
increased consumption of electricity should be 
prohibited. 

"Rate structures which discourage total consumption 
and peak power demand should be established." 
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ENERGY PRICES 

Carter (continued) 

"I have warned that· New England must fight 
against any attempt to eliminate the 
allocati on of the Federal Energy Administration. 
Most people are unaware that even at the 
height of the embargo, only 3 percent of the 
oil was subject to the .allocation formula 
an d that this soon dropped to 1 percent. 
But this provi ded the necessary supply 
cushion.·· 

"There is no need to deregulate the price of old 
oil. The price of all domestic oil should be kept 
below that of O.P.E.C. oil. 
However, our natural gas supply is rapily approach­
ing critically low levels. As our shallower wells 
gradually become exhausted, we must depend more 
and more on deeper wells to supply our natural 
gas needs. Under the present regulated price stru�­
ture, producers who attempt to exploit these deeper 
wells are forced to take a loss on every cubic 
foot of gas they pump. 
We need to deregulate the price of gas for a per­
iod of five years. During this time, presently 
existing contracts will remain in force. At the 
end of a five year period, the success of the pro­
grams should be evaluated and appropriate new ac­
tions taken. 
Such a policy would help ensure an adequate sup­
ply of gas during the corning years." 

* * * 

ENERGY INDUSTRY STRUCTURE 

Ford 

On divestiture: 

"I don't think divestiture is the way to solve the 

problem. It seems to me that a well-managed energy 

company, big or small, is the best way to solve our 

energy problem, and to just tear them apart I don't 

think answers the problem." 

The Globe reported: 
On energy, as on other economic issues, Mr. Ford 

believes in reliance on private business and the laws 

of supply and demand ... He thinks private companies, 

rather than non-profit government corporations, 

should develop the energy resources on our public 

lands and off our shores and he favors private 

nuclear power plant development. 

Speaking about the Energy Independence Authority, 

the President stated the new corporation "will not 

replace the private enterprise system--it will sup­

plemen t it." 
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ENERGY INDUSTRY STRUCTURE 

Ford (continued) 

"I again strongly urge the Congress to 
give high priority to my Nuclear Fuel 
Assurance Act to provide enriched uranium 
needed for commercial nuclear power plants 
here and abroad. This proposed legislation 
which I submitted in June 1975, would provide 
the basis fer transition to a private 
competitive uranium enrichment industry and 
prevent the heavy drain on the Federal 
budget . ., 

"I urge Congress to approve my October, 
1975 proposal to create an Energy Independence 
Authority, a new government corporation 
to assist orivate sector financing of new 

� 
-

energy facilities. 

"This legislation will help assure that 
capital is available for the massive 
investment that must be made over the 
next few years in energy facilities, but 
will not be forthcoming otherwise." 

"Well, in the energy bill that I signed, that 
Congress passed, there is greater supervision of 
the oil companies in the United States. But I 
don't think you produce more oil or more gas by 
tearing apart the oil companies in the United States. 

tion 
out. 
this 
tion 

Yes, they should be supervised and the legisla­
does do that and we will carry the legislation 

But I think dismantling the oil companies at 
time would hinder rather than help the solu­
te our energy problems." 

Carter 

"To insure maximum protection'for our consumers 
during the com� ng years of increasing energy 
shortages, antl-trust laws must be rigidly 
enforced. Maximum disclosure of data on reserve 
supplies and production must be required." 

The Sun reported that Carter would not completely 
break up the oil companies but would have them 
give up ownership of coal companies and separate 
retail and wholesale oil sales. 

Q: Do you favor breaking up the integrated oil 
companies? 
A:"Breaking up the oil companies as a major goal 
would be counterproductive. A t  the wholesale and 
retail level, I think divestiture ought to be con­
sidered, unless I was assured as President that there 
was an adequete amount of competition at those 
levels. In the exploration, extraction, transport, 
refining, and distribution of oil, I think divesti­
ture would be counterproductive. 
On horizontal divestiture, there again I would 
seriously consider it, unless I were convinced that 
there was adequate competition in the production 
of coal and uranium. " 
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ENERGY INDUSTRY STRUCTURE 

Carter (continued) 

Q: Do you want the largest oil firms broken up? 
A:"I haven't taken on the oil companies as scape­
goats. When competition inadequate to insure free 
markets and maximum benefit to American consumers 
�xists, I will support divestiture. 
At present, I support restrictions on the right 
of a single company to own all phases of produc­
tion and distribution of oil. However, it may not 
always be in the consumer's interest to limit a 
company to one single phase of production. Such 
a restriction, for example, might make it illegal 
for the same company to explore for oil and then 
extract that oil from the ground once discovered. 
That would clearly result in tremendous price in­
creases to the consumer. 
I support legal prohibitions agai

'
nst ownership 

of competing types of energy- oil and coal, for 
example. However, I cannot promise to oppose any 
joint responsibility for·any phase of production 
of competing energy sources. Feul oil and some pro­
pane, for example, are produced from crude oil. 
Their production clearly cannot be separated un-
til after extraction and refining take place. 
It may not be beneficial to the consumer to se­
parate control of these two competing energy sources 
until even further down the distribution line." 

* * * 

NUCLEAR POWER 

Ford 

''Greater utilization must be made of nuclear 
energy in order to achieve energy indepen­
dence and ma i ntai n a st rong economy. It 

is likewise vital that we continue our 
world leadership as a reliable supplier 
of nuclear technology in order to assure 
that worldwide growth in nuclear power is 
achieved with responsible and effective 
controls." 

"It is essential that the Congress act if 
we are to take timely advantage of our 
nuclear energy potential. I urge enactment 
of the Nuclear Licensing Act to streamline 
the licensing procedures for the construction 
of new power plants." 

The Administration has requested the following 
FY77 funding for energy: 

Nuc lea t �)ower 3,554 million (includes 

plant and capital equipment) 

Fossil energy development 

Solar energy 

Geothermal energy 

467 million " 

130 million 

47 million 

II 

The budget inc ludes 575.4 million for the breeder 

reactor and 378 million for the development of 

nucle ar fusion. 
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NUCLEAR POWER 

Carter 

.. our dependence on nuclear power should 
be kept to an absolute minimum. We ought 
to apply much stricter safety standards as 
we regulate its use. We must be complete ly 
honest with our people concerning any problems 
or dangers. 

"Nuclear reactors should be located below 
ground level. The power plants should be 
housPd t� sPdlPd bu1ldinos within which 
perwanent neavy varuum.::O ar e maintained. 
P 1 =m t s s h o u 1 d bE: L) ·- ::� t e d 1 , , spa r s e 1 y 
pu�ulat�d ctJea& and 0nLy d i ter consultati on 
with state and local offlclals. Designs 
should be standardized, and a fulltime 
federal employee, with full authority to 
shut down the plant in case of any opera­
tional abnormality, should always be present 
in c·.)L t ro 1 rc·oms .

" 

"During the past few years, two-thirds of all 
federal research and development funds went for 
atomic power, primarily for the liquid metal fast 
breeder reactor {LMFBR) . Since this potential 
source of energy will not be economically feasi­
ble until the price of natural uranium increases 
several times over, since England, France and the 
U.S.S.R. have design experience with the LMFBR, 
and because of the mounting costs and environ­
mental problems, our excessive emphasis on this 
project should be severely reduced and converted 
to a long-term, possibly multinational effort. 

"Our atomic plants use light water with enriched 
uranium. Some countries such as Canada use heavy 
water with more plentiful natural uranium. Our 
government's fuel enrichment plants can produce 
adequate enriched uranium for the next decade. 
A shift away from sustained production of atomic 
weapons or toward heavy water reactors can extend 
this time of adequate supply. 

"The private commercial production of enriched 
nuclear should be approached with extreme caution. 

"In addition to the physical damage and human suf­
fering which would result from a nuclear disaster, 
the economic, psychological and political conse­
quences to our energy supply system would be more 
devastating than a total Middle East oil embargo. 
It is imperative that such an accident be prevented. 
We must maintain the strictest possible safety 
standards for our atomic power plants, and be com­
pletely honest with our people concerning any prob­
lems or dangers. 

"U.S. dependence on nuclear power should be kept to 

the minimum necessary to meet our needs. We should 

apply much stronger safety standards as we regulate 

its use. And we must be honest with our people 

concerning its problems and dangers. 

I recognize that many other countries of the w�: ld 

do not have the fossil fuel reserves of the Un1 
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NUCLEAR POWER 

Carter (continued) 

ted States. With t�e four-fold increase in the price 
of oil, many countries have concluded that they 
have no immediate alternative except to GOncentrate 
on nuclear power. 
But all of us must recognize that the widespread 
use of nuclear power brings many risks. Power 
reactors may malfunction and cause widespread 
radiological damage, unless stringent safety re­
quirements are met. Radioactive wastes may be a 
menace to future generations and civilizations, 
unless they are effectively isolated within the 
biosphere forever. A�d terrorists or other crim­
inals may steal plutonium and make weapons to threat­
en society or its political leaders with nuclear 
violence, unless strict sE;!curity measures are devel­
oped and implemented to prevent nuclear theft. 
Beyond these dangers, there is the fearsome pros­
pect that the spread of nuclear reactors will mean 
the spread of nuclear weapons to many nations." 

"Considerations of commercial profit cannot be 
allowed to prevail over the paramount objective 
of limiting the spread of nuclear weapons. The 
heads of government of all the principal supplier 
nations hopefully will recognize this danger and 
share this view.' 

I am not seeking to place any restrictions 
on the sale of nuclear power reactors which sell 
for as much as $1 billion per reactor. I believe 
that all supplier countries are entitled to a fair 
share of the reactor market. What we must prevent, 
however, is the sale of small pilot reprocessing 
plants which sell for only a few million dollars, 
have no commercial use at present, and can only sprea• 
nuclear explosives around the world." 

Governor Carter has also proposed to reduce fed­
eral expenditures for the development of the 
Liquid-Metal Fast Breeder Reactor. 

* * * 

NON-NUCLEAR POWER 

Ford 

"We have to make some realistic appraisals 
and adjustments in how we use our coal more 
effectively and more efficiently. We have 300 
years, they tell me, supply of coal. We have 
got to increase it from 600 million tons to 1 
billion 200 million tons by 1985. We have to 
spend research and development money on solar 
energy, on geothermal energy and some of the 
other .exotic fuels, and I am glad to report to 
you that in these areas of research and deve­
lopment in the budget that I submitted for the 
next fiscal year, we increased the R and D money 
by over 35 percent." 
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NON-NUCLEAR POWER 

F ord ( continued ) 

" Coal is the most abundant energy resour�e 
available in the United seates, yet 
production is at the same level as in the 
1920's and accounts for only ab out 17 
percent of the Nation's energy consumpti on. 
Coal must be used increasingly as an 
alternative to scarce, expensive or insecure 
oil and natural gas supplies. ·we must act 
to remove unnecessary constraints on coal 
so that production can grow from the 1975 
level of 640 million tons to over 1 billion 
tons by l98S 1n order to help achieve 
energy independence.rt 

.. 

The President asked for legislation to "develop 
more and cleaner energy from our vast coal resources" 
and "to accelerate development of technology to 
capture energy from the sun and the earth for this 
and future generations." 

President Ford vetoed mineral royalties legis­
lation saying it would have "an adverse impact 
on our domestic coal production." 

The Administration has requested the following FY77 
funding for energy: 
Nuclear power 
F ossil energy 
Solar power 
Geothermal power 

Carter 

3,554 million 
467 million 
130 million 

47 million 

"Then as we drop off our domestic production 
about six per cent, we need to allocate the re­
maining supplies of oil among states in an 
equitable way, shift toward ?ther sources of 
energy; coal is the most log1cal source -- I 

personally prefer the concentration
.

in the 
Appalachian regions of coal product1on. We 
have about 200 ye ars worth of coal that's clean­
burning; it can be mined with strict strip­
mining laws which I favor. 

"In spite of growing dependence on other sources 
of power, fossil fuels will still be our main 
source of energy in the year 2000 A.D., with fusion 
power still in the developmental stage. 

"A major immediate need is to derive maximum 
energy from coal, while preserving environmental 
quality. We have at least a 200-year supply . 
of clean and accessible coal. Power companies and 
industries must shift to this source of energy, 
and we must invest in improved mining efficiency, 
cleaner combustion technology, and a better trans­
portation system for moving coal to its end users. " 
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NON-NUCLEAR POWER 

Carter (continued) 

Carter indicated that, while deemphasizing research 
on the breeder reactor, the United States should 
be involved in other major research projects: 
"There is certainly enough challenge and responsi­
bility to go around in energy fields involving: 
thermonuclear reaction containment; liquefaction 
and gassification of coal; use of solid wastes; 
breeder reactors; electric propulsion and rail 
devel

.
opment; building insulation and desiqn; heatinq - . - I  

cooling and electrical power generation from solar 
energy; electric power transmission; industrial 
plant efficiency; automobile engine design; coal 
mining techniques; efficiency of petroleum ex­
traction fr�m the groun�; materials recycling; long 
range benef1t: cost rat1o for energy sources; and 
nuclear waste disposal. 

Carter on solar power: "We can get four or five 
per cent of our energy from the sun in the next 
seven or eight years if we concentrate on it." 

"The destruction of the surface of our lands 
with uncontrolled strip mining is certainly not 
a logical approach to meeting energy requiremen�s. 

The unrestrained and profuse off-shore leasing 
of scarce and very lightly understood oil reserves 
is in no way protecting the public's interest and 
the public's oil deposits. 

There is a great pressure to make synthetic 
fuels out of coal� to take coal and change it into 
oil or gas. 

This is probably counterproductive because it 
takes a lot of energy just to change the form of 
coal but we do need research and development to 
make sure that when coal is used that the environ­
ment is less adversely affected. 

Shale also has tremendous potential but enor­
mous amounts of water and energy are required to 
extract oil from shale and to get four or five 
percent of our total energy resources from shale 
would require us to dig a Panama Canal every day." 

"The major thrust of the energy problem should be 
away from oil toward coal and solar energy." 

Q: What changes would you like to see in energy 
policy? 
A:"I would continue to import oil at least at the 
present level. I would let the Arab countries know 
that "if they declare another embargo on oil ship­
ments to us, we would consider this an economic 
declaration of war and would respond quickly with 
a boycott against them. 

Next, I would shift toward coal as quickly as 
I could, using government inducements if necessary. 
I would increase dramatically the amount of research 
and development funds that go into solar energy." 

* * * 
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ENVIRONMENT 

Economic Costs of Environmental Protection 
Growth and Land Use Planning/Clean Air and Water/Nuclear Power/Strip Mining 

Environmental protection has become an increasingly 

controversial subject since the energy crisis and the U.S. economic 

situation of the last several years. Environmental goals and 

programs established in the late 1960's and early 1970's have 

come under greater scrutiny and in some cases -- legislative 

challenge. As efforts are made to relax clean air standards and 

delay timetables for other environmental clean up, Americans 

tell public opinion pollsters that they are concerned. 

To place candidate positions on environmental issues in 

a broad framework, Common Cause has included their views on 

economic costs of environmental protection and on "growth" and 

land use planning. 

Their views on several environmental issues of immediate 

significance and public concern are included under the following 

headings: 

The controversial question of nuclear power brings into 

sharp fodus the issue of energy supply versus environmental 

and safety concerns. 

Strip mining controls have been bitterly contested 

in recent session� of Congress. Controls are a key 

legislative objective of many environmentalists,in the 

face of growing pressure to develop U.S. coal resources. 

Efforts to relax clean air and water standards have 

raised additional issues for Presidential candidates 

to address. 

# # # 
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ECONOMIC COSTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

Ford Remarks at 
Dedication of 
N&tional Envl�on­
mental Resource 
Center, Cincinnati, 
7/3/75 

Message of the Presi­
dent to Congress on 
Report of the Council 
of Environmental 
Quality, Cong. 
Record, 37I7'76 

Washington Post, 
1/22/76 

Boston Globe, 
2/9/76 

Ford 

"If accomplishing every worthy environmental objective 
would slow down our effort to regain energy independence 
and a stronger economy, then of necessity I must weigh 
all factors involved." 

"We must improve our understanding of the effects of 
pollutants and of the means and costs or reducing pol­
lution. As we develop new energy sources and technolo­
gies we must assure that they meet envi�onmental 
standards." 

"Our experience and our growing knowledge about the 
scientific, technical and economic aspects of environ­
mental effects and controls has given us a basis for 
considering 'mid-course corrections' in existing en­
vironmental laws. The attention now being given in 
the Congress and the Administration to a review of the 
requirements of the Clean Air Act and the Water Pol� 
lution Control Act are important exampl�s of this new 
level of awareness." 

Ford's 1977 budget would cut appropriations for the 
Environmental Protection Agency to $718 million -- $53 
million less than Congress appropriated for 1976 and 
$77 million less than he requested in the 1976 budget. 

The Globe says Ford seeks to relax environmental con­
trols because he believes they interfere unreasonably 
with private business and inhibit development of jobs. 

Carter 

Carter's Presentation 
to the Democratic Plat­
form Committee, 

"I do not believe that there is an incompatibility 
between economic progress and environmental quality. 
We should not be diverted from our cause by false 
claims that the protection of our ecology and 
wildlife means an end to growth and a decline in 
jobs. This is not the case." 

June, 19 76 

Orlando, Fla. 
Sentinel Star, 
3/5/76 

Carter News Release, 
7/11/75 

New York Times, 
7/31/76 

The Sentinel-Star quoted Carter as saying, "When­
ever there is a conflict between development and 
environmental quality; if it can be resolved, 
I will be for the project; when it can't, I would 
go with the environment. I want to make it clear 
if there is ever a conflict, I \>lill go for beauty, 
clean air, water and landscape." 

"Yr1ith proper national planning and determined 
execution of those plans, energy conservation 
can be completely compatible with environmental 
quality and economic wellbeing." 

In answer to the question of the Governors of 
New York and New'Jersey wanting to ease anti­
pollution rules to help �usiness, Carter state�, 
"My o.wn personal preference would be to mainta1n 
the quality of environment.'' 

*** 

I 
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NUCLEAR POWER 

Ford 

Ford proposes to "expedite clean and safe nuclear 
power production" as part of the energy independence 
program. 

The Post says that the Ford Administration is still 
convinced of the worth of nuclear power, although it 
is scaling down its forecast of the number of plants 

that will be g enerating nuclear electricity in ten 
years. 

Under Ford's 1977 budget, ERDA's outlays will increase 
by 30%. ERDA will spend $574 million expanding its 
three uranium enrichment plants and $117 million 
developing safer and better ways to recycle spent 
nuclear fuel and bury atomic wastes. 

"President Ford is committed to finding new sources of 
energy and feels the use of nuclear power must be 
developed rapidly." 

Carter 

Carter would institute stronger controls on the 
development and use of nuclear power -- such as 
limiting construction to isolated areas, placing· 
reactors underground and setting up much stronger 
safety requirements. He would minimize nuclear 
power as a potential future energy source and 
concentrate on the development of the nation's 
coal reserves and solar energy as an alternative 
to coal. 

"We must maintain the strictest possible safety 
standards for our atomic power plants and be 
completely honest with our people concerning 
any problems or dangers. For instance, nuclear 
reactors should be located below ground level. 
Power plants should be housed in sealed buildings 
within which heavy vacuums are permanently main­
tained. Plants should be located in sparsely 
populated areas but only after consultation with 
state and local officials. Designs should be 
standardized. A full-time federal employee 
with full authority to shut down the plant in 
case of any operational abnormality should always 
be present in control rooms." 

"The private commercial production of enriched 
nuclear fuel should be approached with extreme 
caution. In addition to the physical damage 
and human suffering which would result from a 
nuclear disaster, the economic, psychological 
and political consequences to our energy supply 
system would be more devastating than a total 
Hiddle East oil embargo." 

"Unless we conserve energy drastically, make a 
major shift to coal, and substantially increase 
our use of solar energy, we will have no alter­
native to greatly increase dependence on nuclear 
power. As one who is intimately familiar \.Yith 
the problems and potential of nuclear energy, I 
believe we must make every effort to keep that 
d d t . . " epen ence o a m1n1mum·. · - ·  -

"During the past few years, two-thirds of all 
federal research and development funds went 
for atomic power, primarily for the Liquid Metal 
Fast Breeder Reactor • . .  because of the mounting 
costs and environmental problems our emphasis 
on the project should be severely reduced and 
converted to a long-term possibly multi-national 
effort." 
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NUCLEAR POWER 

Carter (cont'd) 

According to the Monitor, Carter acknowledges 
that "we haven't worked out a good solution 
to the proble m of atomic waste disposal." 

*** 

GROWTH & LAND USE PLANNING 

Ford 

Concerning federal land use legislation, Ford said, 
"I am opposed to it, period. I think the state and 
local units of government can make better decisions 
as to land use . . . than the federal government 
can." 

Carter 

Carter says he would, "support the need for 
better land use planning. I favor giving plan­
ning assistance to the states if firm assurances 
are given by the states that these plans will be 
implemented and will protect critical environmental 
areas." 

*** 

STRIP MINING 

Ford 

Ford has twice vetoed stri�-mining legislation (pocket 
veto in 1974). 

In response to a question on the strip mining bill, 
Ford said, "If the same bill came before me of course 
I would veto it because of several things. One, it 
would have slowed down our answer to the energy pro­
gram. It would have slowed down significantly the 
development and expansion of our coal mining throu�h 
out the country at a critical time when jobs were 
important. There could be a strip mining bill that I 
would sign and I have indicated about 10 different 
amendments to the legislation. If they were adopted, 
yes, I would accept them . . . .  In the meantime, it has 
been interesting, there have been a number of states 
not a number, but a few states -- that have moved 
ahead in their own strip mining legislation, and I 
think this could be a very good alternative." 
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STRIP MINING 

Carter 

In response to a question on how Carter would 
reconcile the differences between the environ­
mentalists and the coal companies, Carter said, 
"I favored the strip-mining bill that was 
vetoed by President Ford, with a couple of 
exceptions." 

Carter's Presentation 
to the Democratic 
Platform Committee, 
June, 1976 

Carter says that he would "support efforts to 
place reasonable limits on strip mining. We 
must require reclamation of land as a condition 
of strip mining." 

CBS "Face the Nation," 
11/30/75 

Speaking about the search for other sources of 
energy, Carter said, "We have about 200 years 
worth of coal that's clean burning; it can be 
mined with strict strip mining laws which I 
favor." 

Carter News Release, 
7/11/75 

Baltimore Sun, 
4/16/76 

Washington Post, 
1/22/76 

Boston Herald 
American, 
2/4/76 

Ford Remarks at 
Dedication of Natl. 
Environmental Re­
source Center, 
Cincinnati, 7/3/75 

"Substantial increases in coal production and 
utilization will only come. with a stable regu­
latory climate. The recent veto of the strip 
mining bill merely prolonged the present climate 
of uncertainty." 

"A major immediate need is to derive maximum 
energy from coal while preserving environmental 
quality." 

According to the Baltimore Sun, Carter changed 
his stand on the vetoed strip mining bill after 
discussion with !1r. Joe Browder, director of 
the Environmental Policy Center,(the principal 
lobbying group for the bill) and the United 
Mine Workers. Carter previously believed the 
strip mining bill was "too strict" in its re­
quirements for filling in the scars on strip­
mined hills that slope more than 20 degrees. 
Mr. Powell, Mr. Carter's press secretary, said 
Mr. Carter has also frequently criticized the 
slope fill-in provision and another dealing with 
citizen lawsuits, but still felt he supported 
a strong strip-mining �easure. 

* * * 

CLEAN AIR & WATER 

Ford 

Ford's proposed budget for 1977 includes sharp cut� 
backs in the fight for clean air and water. The · 

figure is down $62 million from last year. Ford 
did ask Congress to appropriate additional funds to 
improve drinking water supplies. 

In a written interview, Ford said that the Clean Air 
Act "unnecessarily discourages greater coal production." 
He wants to modify the law to "permit greater use of 
coal without relaxing standards that are set to pro­
tect public health." 

"I pursue the goal of clean air and water, but I must 
also pursue the objective of maximum jobs and continued 
economic progress. Unemployment is as real and as 
sickening a blig ht as any pollutant that threatens the 
nation." 
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CLEAN AIR .& WATER 

Ford (cont'd) 

"We must improve our under standing of the effects of 
pollutants and of the means and costs of reducing pol­
lut.i.on. As we develop new energy sources and technolo­
gies we must assure that they meet environmental 
standards. '' 

"Our experience and our growing knowledge about the 
scientific, technical and economic aspects of environ­
mental effects and controls has given us a basis for 
considering 'mid-course corrections' in existing en­
virof' .. Inenta1 laws. The a ttention novJ being giv en in the 
Congress and the Administration to a review of the re­
quirements of the Clean Air Act and the v-Jater Pollution 
Control Act are important examples of this new level 
of awareness." 

Carter 

Carter \·JOuld "insist on strict enforcement of 
anti-water pollution laws to protect our oceans, 
lakes, rivers, and streams f rom unneeded and 
harmful commercial pollution, and oppose efforts 
to weaken the federal Water Pollution Control 
Act." 

Carter would "hold fast against efforts to 
lower clean air requirements of the Clean Air 
Act. I support strict enforcement of the non­
degradation clause of the Clean Air Act." 

Carter supports greater reliance on coal as a 
fuel source. Nhen asked what about air stan­
dards t:1at would permit more coal burning, 
Carter said, "I would not favor the lowering 
of air pollution standards." Q: But isn't 
that a contradiction? How will you get more 
coal use with existing technology? A: "I don't 
agree. I think we are now burning clean coal, 
and there's a lot more where that came from." 

"Ne are still floundering and equivocating 
about protection of our environment. Neither 
designers of automobiles, mayors of cities, 
power companies, farmers nor those of us who 
simply have to breathe and Hould like to fish 
or swim in pure water have the slightest idea 
in God's world what is coming out of Washington 
next. Wllat does come next must be a firm commit­
ment to pure air, clean water and unspoiled land." 

In. regard to the development of the Outer Con­
tinental Shelf, Carter said he would "Assist 

the coastal states which bear the economic 
and environmental impact associated with the 
development of the Outer Continental Shelf. 
Federal officials should accept the state's re­
commendation regarding lease sales and development 
plans, unless those recommendations seriously 
conflict with national security." 

* * * 
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POVERTY AND INCOME SUPPORT 

Welfare Reform/Food Stamps/Health Care 
Aid to the Elderly/Child Care 

Poverty and income support programs have become 

politically controversial in this time of inflation and 

high unemployment. The rising cost of welfare programs, 

the food stamp program and health care have caused in-

creased debate about the role of the federal government in 

funding and administering social services. Many of these 

programs, initiated or expanded in the 60's, are a part of 

the often-expressed concern with "big government". Common 

Cause has outlined the candidates' views on the following 

social programs: 

--views on welfare reform, including consolidation and 

simplification of programs. 

--views on food stamps. 

--views on health care, including national health in-

surance and consolidation of existing federal programs. 

--views on aid to the elderly. 

--views on child care. 

# # # 

___ ___j 
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WELFARE REFORM 

Ford 

In his State of the Union Address, President 
Ford said, "Complex welfare programs cannot be re­
formed overnight. Surely we cannot simply dump 
welfare into the laps of the 50 states. . and 
just walk away from it." 

In answer to written questions submitted to 
him by the Boston Herald American, President Ford 
said, "It is clear to everyone that the current 
welfare system is in a mess, and one of our prime 
objectives must be a sweeping overhaul -- hopefully 
before the end of·the decade." He said that 1976 
is not the year for sweeping changes because "it 
would not be fair to turn the futures of millions 
of disadvantaged Americans into a political foot­
ball." But he said he would be sending to Congress 
"a proposal to enable the President with approval 
of Congress to tighten up rules to make programs of 
assistance more equitable and efficient." 

The President will, later this year, ask Congress 
for authority to reform income assistance programs -­

Food Stamps, AFDC, and SSI -- to make them more "con­
sistent, equitable and efficient". In the proposal, 
to be known as the Income Assistance Simplification 
Act: 

1) The President will seek authority to modify those 
federally assisted programs for which there is a 
means test, e.g. Food Stamps, AFDC, and SSI. 

2) The Act would permit modification of administrative 
procedures, eligibility requirements, benefit levels, 
and program administration authority. 

3) All changes would be subject to Congressional ap­
proval. 

4) The duration of the authority would be five years. 

[A draft bill containing the President's proposals 
has been introduced by Sen. Carl T. Curtis (R-Neb.) 
but no action has been taken on the proposal.] 

Ford said, "When it comes to welfare, government 
at all levels is not doing the job well. Too many of 
our welfare programs are inequitable and invite abuse. 
Worse, we are wasting badly needed resources without 
reaching many of the truly needy. . I will ask 
Congress for authority to tighten up rules for eli­
gibility and benefits." 

President Ford yesterday proposed legislation to 
consolidate 15 child nutrition programs. Ford said 
that his Child Nutrition Reform Act of 1976 would 
feed more of the poor children, and eliminate meals 
to most children whose families are above the 
federal poverty level. [The President's proposal was 
introduced by Rep. Robert Michel (R-Ill.) but there 
has been no action on H.R. 13208.] The estimated 
saving to taxpayers would be $900 million a year. 
Each state's allocation would be based on the number 
of needy child�en in that state. The programs in­

volved include school lunches, school breakfasts, 
special milk programs, supplemental food and child 
care. 
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WELFARE REFORM 

Ford (continued) 

Mr. Ford said Reagan's plan to cut $90 billion 
from the Federal budget would "toss a lot of worth­
while programs" onto state and local governments. 
He said in response to Reagan's suggestion that dis­
satisfied welfare recipients unhappy with state-run 
welfare programs could 'vote with their feet', 
Americans "vote with their heads and not with their 
feet". 

"Governor Reagan has suggested a $90 billion cut 
in Federal expenditures transferring the responsibil­
ities and the programs to the local and State offi-· 
cials where they either have to abandon the programs 
or raise taxes to support them. I disagree with 
that approach." 

Carter 

"Our welfare system is an insult to those who 
pay the bill and those who honestly need help . . . 
Some eombined welfare payments exceed the income of 
the average working family, while other needy 
families are unable to obtain a bare subsistence. 
We have heard promises of welfare reform too long. 
It's time to act." 

Carter said that his welfare reform recommenda­
tions are intended to achieve the following goals: 
"We must recognize there are three distinct categor­
ies of poor people -- the unemployable poor, the 

• • .  jobless poor, and the working poor; no person 
on welfare should receive more than the working 
poor can earn at their jobs; strong work incentives, 
job creation and job training should be provided 
for those on welfare able to work; family stability 
should be encouraged by assuring that no family's 
financial situation will be harmed by the bread­
winner remaining with his dependents; efforts 
should be made to have fathers who abandon their 
family be forced to continue support; the welfare 
system should be streamlined and simplified . • .  , 
[and] persons who are legitimately on welfare 

should be treated with respect and dignity." 

To achieve these objectives Carter proposed 
"one fairly uniform, nationwide payment, varying 
according to cost of living differences between 
communities. It should be funded in substantial 
part by the federal government with strong work 
and job incentives for the poor who are employable 
and with income supplementation for the working 
poor • so as to encourage employment • . • •  " 

And Carter added, "The welfare burden should 
be removed from cities, with all welfare costs be­
ing paid by the federal and state governments." 

Carter said he has already decided to make 
welfare reform and national health insurance the 
first two goals of his presidency. His good re­
lations with congressional leaders and the 
Democratic party's platform drafters are "good 
omens for the future". So Carter said, "On wel­
fare reform, national health insurance and so forth, 
I intend to be ready to go with that at the first 
of the year. I'll do as much as I can before the 
inauguration." 

" • • . I think we need to address the problem, 
say, of the programs . • .  that haven't worked. 
We've got about 12 million people on welfare, per­
manently. We've got 2 million welfare workers. 
That's a worker for every six recipients. Good 
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WELFARE REFORM 

Carter (continued) 

p�ople. �ut they don't spenc1 their time allevia­
t1ng affl1cti<:>n or dealing with the aged or helping 
peoi;>le '!et ':l JOb �hat are out of work. They spend 
the1r �1me 1n off1ces bogged down in red tape, 
s�uffl1ng papers, trying to administer about 100 
d1fferent welfare programs." 

* * * 

FOOD STAMPS 

Ford 

In the State of the Union Address, Pres. Ford 
said of social programs in general and the Food 
Stamp program in particular, "Complex welfare pro­
grams cannot be reformed overnight • • • Neverthe­
less, there are still plenty of improvements that 
we can make. I will ask Congress for Presidential 
authority to tighten up the rules for eligibility 
and benefits." 

"Last year I twice sought long overdue reform 
of the scandal riddled Food Stamp program. This 
year I say again: Let's give Food S.tamps to those 
most in need. Let's not give any to those who 
don't need them." 

The National Food Stamp Reform Act of 1975, 
still pending in Congress (S. 2537, H.R. 10244) 
contains the key elements of the President's plans 
for reform of the food stamp program. 

Saying he was tired of waiting for Congress to 
act on the food stamp program, Ford announced 
February 20 that he had ordered Agriculture Secre­
tary Earl Butz to amend food stamp regulations. 

In his letters to the House and Senate Agricul­
ture Committee chairmen Ford said, "each day that 
goes by without enactment of the reforms costs the 
taxpayer more than $3.25 million." 

The Agriculture Department announced yesterda�l 
the adoption of new regulations which will tighten 
the food stamp eligibility standards. Most of the 
new rules will go into effect June 1, although some 
states may be granted delays until June 30 or pos­
sibly Sept. 1. The present complex system of 
income deductions is being eliminated and replaced 
by a standard $100-a-month deduction ($125 for 
elderly people). Any non-welfare family of four 
whose net income after the standard deduction is 
above the official federal poverty ceiling of $5,500 
a year will be ineligible. Eligible applications 
will be required to pay 30% of their income in cash 
for food stamps. Also, a family's average income 
for the previous 90 days will be used to determine 

·eligibility, rather than current income. 

Department officials estimated that nearly 10 
million persons would be dropped from the program 
or receive ben�fit cuts, but nearly 5 million of 
the neediest participants would get increased . 
benefits. 
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FOOD STAMPS 

Ford (continued) 

Implementation of the Agriculture Department 
regulations was stopped first by a temporary re­
straining order issued on May 28 by U.S. District 
Court Judge Howard F. Corcoran in response to a 
lawsuit filed by the Food Research and Action Center. 
On June 18 Judge John Lewis Smith Jr. of the U.S. 
District Court, after a hearing, granted a prelimi­
nary injunction against the proposed regulations. 
Aides to President Ford said July 6 that he would 
personally decide whether to appeal Judge Smith's 
decision. 

Carter 

In the place of the many existing welfare pro­
grams [now perhaps as many as 100], Carter suggests, 
"There ought to be one nationwide payment to meet 
the basic necessities of life -- varying in amount 
only to accommodate the cost of living . . •  That 
would eliminate the food stamp program. Just one 
basic payment would mean a great deal." 

* * * 

AID TO THE ELDERLY 

Ford 

Pres. Ford said, "I ask the Congress to join 
with me in making improvements in programs serving 
the elderly . . . The proposals being forwarded to 
Congress are directly related to the health and 
security of older Americans." 

"The single greatest threat to the quality of 
life of older Americans is inflation . • .  The par­
ticular vulnerability of the aged to the burdens of 
inflation • . . requires that specific improvements 
be made in two major·Federal programs, Social Secu­
rity and Medicare." 

"My budget request to the Congress includes 
a full cost of living increase in Social Security 
benefits . . .  effective in July, 1976." 

"Income secutiry is not our only concern. We 
need to focus also on the special health care needs 
of our elder citizens. Before Medicaid in 1966, per 
capita health expenditures for our aged were $445 
per year. In FY 1974 they were $1218, an increase of 
174%. Despite the dramatic increase in medical 
services made possible by public programs, some 
problems remain." 

The President recommended that the Medicare pro­
gram be modified to protect the elderly against 
catastrophic illness, to limit the effects of health 
care cost inflation and to create incentives to use 
hospital and medical services efficiently and eco­
nomically. 

Another component of the Administration's pro­
gram for the elderly is the programs authorized by 
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AID TO THE ELDERLY 

Ford (continued) 

the Older Americans Act. An extension of the Act 
.along with important amendments, was signed into 
law by the President in November, 1975. The Presi­
dent said, "The Administration on Aging and a number 
of Federal Departments and agencies have signed 
agreements which will help to make available to 
older persons a fair share of the Federal funds 
available in such areas as housing, transportation, 
social services, law enforcement, adult education 
and manpower - resources which can play a major role 
in enabling older persons to continue to live in 
their own homes." 

There is one program authorized by the Older 
Americans Act which the President does not want 
continued. The Administration feels that the 
Community Service Employment program which provides 
part-time c'ommuni ty service jobs for workers 55 years 
or aqe and older should be terminated. The 
Administration feels that a separate program for 
the elderly is not needed as they can participate 
in the Comprehensive Employment Training Act (CETA). 
The President has not requested any money to fund 
the program and, when Congress appropriated $12 
million in FY 1975 the President asked that the ap­
propriation be rescinded. In 1976 Congress appro­
priated $30 million for the program. In his budget 
request for FY 1977 the President has again asked 
for no funds for the Community Service Program. 

Carter 

Carter said in his presentation to the Demo­
cratic Platform Committee, "Senior citizens need 
adequate income, housing, health care, and trans­
portation. More important, they need to . . .  be 
assisted by a comprehensive program designed 
specifically for their benefit." 

"I have proposed that the Social Security system 
be strengthened through an increase in the maximum 
earnings base and an increase in benefits in pro­
portion to earnings before retirement . . . To make 
the elderly less subject to the financial burden 
caused by illness, I support a comprehensive, 
universal national.health care program, with interim 
relief until the system is fully implemented through 
expansion of Medicare coverage." 

"To provide better housing construction for 
the elderly, we must rapidly expand housing con­
struction for the elderly under Section 202 of 
the Housing Act, and we must strengthen the pro­
tection the elderly need against displacement by 
landlords seeking to convert rental housing into 
condominiums and cooperatives." 

"The federal government must adopt an active 
and aggressive policy to eradicate employment dis­
criminatio� against older people and to encourage 
those who wish ,to continue working to do so." 

"The rapid inqrease in health costs dramatical­
ly affect�· older p�bple. The idea that they are 
protected by Medicare is false. All public health 
care programs combined pay only about 65% of their 
medical bills. This percentage has actually 
dropped since 1969 by about 5%." 
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AID TO THE ELDERLY 

Carter (continued) 

In a discussion of the Social Security program, 
carter was asked if he would support allowing re­
tirees to earn an unlimited amount without 
reduction of benefits. Carter said, "No, it would 
cost too much, but let them earn up to $3,600 at 
most." 

Of his plan for insuring a coordinated govern­

ment policy toward the elderly Carter said, "I will 

establish in the Office of the President a Counsel­

lor on the Aging, to develop innovative progr�s 

for the elderly and insure that government act1on 

takes into account fully the concerns of the elder­

ly o 
II 

* * * 

CHILD CARE 

Ford 

On Feb. 23, President Ford sent the Congress a 
social services block grant proposal. He asked that 
Congress approve his proposal to combine day care 
and other social services programs for welfare re­
cipients and lower-income families into a block grant 
program. The President's proposal would not require 
that states pu.t up one-quarter of the funds for 
social services and would eliminate the controversial 
federal day care staffing standards for those centers 
receiving federal funds. The states would be re­
quired to set and enforce their own day care standards. 
[The legislation proposed by the President was intro­

duced in the House on Feb. 26 (H.R. 12175) and hear­
ings have been completed in the Public Assistance 
Subcommittee of Ways and Means. There has been no 
action on the Senate bill S. 3061 in the Finance 
Commit tee . ] 

House and Senate conferees reached a compromise 
on a bill authorizing an extra $125 million through 
Sept. 30 to help states meet federal requirements 
for day care centers serving children of welfare re­
cipients and other low-income families. It was ex­
pected tha the President would veto the bill 
(H.R. 9803) if it passed the Congress. 

The President on April 6, 1976, vetoed the Child 
Care Standards Act, H.R. 9803 calling it a bill which 
"would perpetuate rigid Federal child day care stand­
ards for all the States and localities in the Nation, 
with the cost to be paid by the Federal taxpayer." 

"H. R. 9 80 3 is the anti thesis of my proposal. It 
would make permanent highly controversial and costly 
day care staff-to-children ratios. And it would 
deny the States the flexibility to establish and en­
force their own staffing standards for federally 
assisted day care." 

" . . .  I urge that the Congress extend, until 
Oct. 1, 1976, the moratorium on imposition of Fed­
eral day care staffing standards that it voted last 
October. This would give the Congress ample time 
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CHILD CARE 

Ford (continued) 

to enact my proposed Federal Assistance for Com­
munity Services Act, under which States would estab­
lish and enforce their own day care staffing stand­
ards and fashion their social services programs in 
ways they believe will best meet the needs of their 
citizens." 

On May 4 the House of Representatives voted 301 
to 101 to override the President's veto of the Child 
Care Standards Act. 

On May 5 the Senate sustained the President's 
veto of the Child Care Standards Act. The vote was 
60-34, three votes short of the required two-thirds. 

Carter 

"The United States is the only industrialized 
nation which does not have a public, comprehensive 
maternal and child health care program, or a nation­
al large-scale public child-care program. The 
enactment of a comprehensive child development bill 
to provide quality, non-profit child care must be 
one of our major national priorities. All Americans 
suffer from the present lack of a coherent national 
child-care policy. Over half the women welfare 
recipients cite the need to be at home with their 
children as the reason they need such assistance. 
If adequate care were provided for these children, 
many of these mothers would be able to work." 

"I believe that parental and local control over 
child-care programs is essential to their success. 
As President, I intend to make sure that federal, 
bureaucratic intervention in such programs is kept 
to a minimum." 

Carter would give "all revenue sharing to local 
governments, removing the prohibitions in the revenue 
sharing against being used for things like day care 
centers, education, preventive he�lth." 

Carter favors strict enforcement of laws 
against sex discrimination and favors expansion of 
government child-care programs for working parents. 

* * * 
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HEALTH CARE 

Ford 

In his State of the Union message, President 
Ford rejected the idea of national health insurance 
but called for medication of Medicare to provide 
insurance against catastrophic illness. "Increasing 
health costs are of deep concern to all, and a 
powerful force pushing up the cost of living. The 
burden of catastrophic illness can be borne by very 
few in our society. We must eliminate this fear 
from every family.'·' 

"I propose catastrophic health insurance for 
everybody covered by Medicare. [The President's 
proposal was introduced on request by Rep. Duncan 
(R-Tenn.) but there has been no action on the bill, 

H.R. 12082.] . � . We cannot realistically afford 
Federally dictated national health insurance pro­
viding full coverage for all 215 million Americans. 
The experience of other countries raises questions 
about the quality as well as the cost of such plans." 

President Ford said that there are several 
failings in the Medicare program: it does not pro­
vide protection against catastrophic illness and 
lacks adequate mechanisms to control inflation of 
health care costs. To correct these deficiencies, 
the President proposes that Medicare recipients pay 
10% of hospital charges up to a maximum of $500 per 
year and increases the deductible amount for 
physicians' charges but would institute an annual 
maximum of $250. To control inflation of health 
care costs, the President's proposal sets reimburse­
ment limits. Annual Medicare reimbursement increases 
would be limited to 7% for hospital cos�s and 4% for 
physicians' service charges in 1977 and 1978. 

On his Medicare proposals Ford said, "I think 
the way to look at [it] is best put this way: 
Every person has seen a family . . . where there has 
been a catastrophic illness, where the costs are un­
believable. Very few people in our society have 
the funds available to take care of these extended 
illnesses that cost tremendous amounts of money." 

"Under Medicare about 3-million people out of 
24-million are affected by catastrophic illness. 
It was a choice between making sure that those 
people . . . were relieved of the financial and men­
tal burden and putting a slight additional charge on 
the remainder . • •  it is my feeling that they would 
be willing to pay a little more to get this guarantee 
of catastrophic illness care." 

Ford said, "We cannot realistically afford 
federally dictated national health insurance providing 
full coverage for all . . . . I do envision the day 
when we may use the private health-insurance system 
to offer more middle-income families high-quality 
health services at prices they can afford and shield 
them also from catastrophic illnesses." 

On Jan. 28 the Senate joined the House in over­
riding the President's veto of the 1976 HEW Appropria­
tion bill (H.R. 8069). The President had called the 
bill a "classic example of . . . unchecked spending". 
Most of the increase over the President's budget was 
in health care programs such as cancer research, 
maternal and child health, mental health, and al­
coholism. 
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HEALTH CARE 

Ford (continued) 

Saying that Federal spending for health care 
had increased from $5 to $37 billion in a 10-year 
period for "a multitude of Federal programs," 
Ford said, "I am asking Congress to enact the 
Financial Assistance for Health Care Act which will 
consolidate Medicaid and 15 categorical Federal 
health programs into a $10 billion block grant to 
the States." 

"My proposal is designed to achieve a more 
equitable distribution of Federal health dollars 
among States and to increase State control over 
health spending . . •  " 

" . . •  this legislation will achieve a more equitable 
distribution of Federal health dollars by providing 
funds according to a formula giving primary weight 
to a State's low-income population • • • .  Let me 
emphasize that every State will receive more Federal 
funds in fiscal years 1977, 1978 and 1979 under the 
block grant than it received in fiscal year 1976." 

"To assure accountability and responsiveness 
to the public, my proposal requires each State to 
develop an annual health care plan as a condition 
to receiving Federal funds." 

Ford declared that "consolidation of health pro­
grams is essential to continue our national progress 
in the field of health." ['l'he services that would 
be consolidated include public health programs, 
community mental health centers, alcohol projects, 
maternal and child health, migrant health, family 
planning and emergency medical services.] 

Campaigning in New Hampshire, the President 
was asked about cuts in federal aid for alcoholic re­
habilitation programs. Ford said it was not a real 
cut, just an attempt to permit states to decide where 
to spend federal funds for health programs. 

Carter 

Saying that national health insurance is one of 
the first two goals of his presidency, Carter said, 
"On welfare reform, national health insurance and 
so forth, I intend to be ready to go with that at 
the first of the year. I'll do as much as I can 
before the inauguration." 

Carter said, "Our present health care system is 
in need of drastic reorganization." Carter's pro­
posals include: "a national health insurance pro­
gram, financed by general tax revenues and employer­
employee shared payroll taxes, which is universal 
and mandatory." 

"We must shift our emphasis in both private 
and public health care away from hospitalization 
and acute-care services to preventive medicine • .  

A second "major problem is to better utilize 
the health personnel available to us." And Carter 
said, "We must also reorganize the physical plant 
of our health care delivery system." 

Another major thrust should be "to improve the 
delivery of health care and to bring care within 
the reach -- as well as the means -- of all our 
people." 

" 
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HEALTH CARE 

Carter (continued} 

Carter also called for improving the American 
system of medical care; specifically, he called for 
the streamlining of the "bureaucratic sprawl" of 
Federal health agencies. Carter said that the 
system would be phased in over a four-year period. 
His program differs slightly from the Kennedy-Carman 
bill in that it allows private administration of 
a "portion" of the program. Carter was unable to 
say how much his proposal would cost. He said that 
rates for both institutional care and doctor fees 
would be set in advance. 

"There are two phases of a national, compre­
hensive, mandatory health insurance program that 
I'd like to reserve the right to decide later on, 
when I have more time to study it. I would pre­
sume that before the general election is over, if 
I am nominated, I'd spell it our specifically. 
But I would like to reserve the right to'include 
the private sector, say, Blue Cross and Blue Shield, 
as a co-partner with the .federal government in the 
administration of a national health insurance pro­
gram. And as far as the exact percentages that 

.would be derived from general funds, emploYees' 

and employer contributions, that's another subject 
that I don't yet know about my exact stand, but I 
think that's not very important to the voters. 
What they want to know is, are we going to have a 
national, comprehensive, mandatory health insurance 
program. I'm committed to that, and will work hard 
as president to get it implemented." 

"Our health care delivery system must be re­
structured to hold down the cost of services, to 
make care available to those who do not find it 
available because of geography or income, and to 
improve the quality of medical care." 

Carter points to programs of research and 
preventive medicine which he initiated in Georgia. 

* * * 
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DISCRIMINATION 

Busin g/Equal Employment Opportunity/ERA 
Fair Housing/Voting Rights 

Candidates generally support non-discrimination and the con-

cepts of equal education, employment, and housing opportunities 

regardless of race or sex. Controversy, however, surrounds the 

various remedies, actual or'proposed, for dealing effectively with 

these problems. To gain insight into candidates' views on these 

issues, Common Cause has outlined their positions on the following 

discrimination problems: 

- Busing schoolchildren in order to achieve equal educational 

opportunity for minorities within the public schools is 

the most controversial discrimination issue in this campaign. 

- Past progress in achiev ing equal employment opportunities 

for minorities and women is in danger of being eroded during 

this time of high unemployment. 

- Both candidates support the Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) 

passed by the Senate in 1972 and awaiting ratification by 

the states. The amendment states that "equality of rights 

under the law shall not be denied or abridged by the United 

States or by any State on account of sex." 

- Fair housing issues are not only associ ated with race and 

sex discrimination in sales and rentals, but also with various 

bank lending practices and the role of government in providing 

adequate subsidized housing in low income areas. 

- The protection of voting rights for minorities has long been 

an important issue in assuring adequate representation of 

minority groups in government. 

# # # 
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BUSING 

Ford 

Q: Milwaukee has been ordered to integrate its 
public schools. Do you have any thoughts on how 
to achieve racial integration? 

FORD: "Well, I have always believed that the 
constitutional right of equality m�st be protected 
by the courts of the land and by all other public 
officials. On the other hand, I do not believe 
that court-ordered, forced busing to achieve racial 
balance is the right way to get quality education." 

"We have ample evidence that in those instances 
where it has been applied ... there has not been 
an increase in quality education. It is my belief 
that there is a better way to improve educational 
opportunities and, at the same time, to improve 
the integration of our society as guaranteed by 
the Constitution." 

"The Esch Amendment, which was passed by the 
Congress in 1974 and signed by me, provides a 
series of steps whereby we can desegregate and, 
at the same time, improve educational opportunity 
with an emphasis on the neighborhood schools." 

"I will not pass judgment on any one court order, 
because that is a responsibility of the judicial 
system, and I will, of course, under the oath of 
office that I took, have to enforce the law as 
decided by the courts." 

Q: Do you foresee any changes in the next four 
years that will change the stance of HEW or the 
courts on the busing issue? 

FORD: "Of course, the problem is forced on the 
country under a judgment or a decision of the 
United States Supreme Court that . • .  it was a con­
stitutional violation of the rights of individ uals 
to perpetuate segregation in public school systems." 

"Now, the courts make that judgment. Nobody in the 
executive branch can change that judgment. The 
problem is that when Congress has tried to change 
the laws to meet the problem, there is always the 
constitutional question involved . • •  " 

"So, the courts, when they have used radical 
remedies, have torn the local communities' society 
asunder, but when the courts use a rational remedy 
for the solution of the constitutional issue, there 
is a great deal more acceptance by the community." 

"Now,
· 

I have asked the Attorney General and the 

Secretary of HEW to submit to me any thoughts that 

they might have or recommendations they might have 

for what I or we in the executive branch might do. 

They submitted this a week or so ago. I asked 

them to take two or three of the suggestions and 

to refine them more precisely." 

" ... I think the final answer really comes in how 

the Federal courts interpret the Brown decision 

and utilize it in individual cases at the local level." 
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BUSING 

Ford Ccontinued) 

Mr. Ford was asked: Exactly what do you advocate to 
bring about integration in the schools and reduce · 

the racial tension in our city [Boston] -- and what 
actions will you take to achieve these goals? 

Pord: "The first question we must answer is, what 
are "''e n"'ally trying to do by businq? .l\11 of us -­
white, b�ack, every American, in my opinion -- want 
quality '�ducation." 

"I beli.eve that quality education can be enhanced 
bv better school facilities, lower pupil-teacher 
ratios, the improvement of neighborhoods and possibly 
by other alternatives. Accordingly, I directed the 
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, the 
Attorney General, and members of my staff to rlevelop 
better methods of achieving quality education within 
an integrated environment for all children. The 
devrlopment of these alternatives is going on now." 

Mr. Ford was asked: ... you have been saying that 
there is a better way than busing to achieve quality 
education and suggested some better ways, such as 
improving facilities and the teacher-pupil ratio. 
Are you prepared to approve of more money to do 
things like that? 

Ford: "'.Ve, of course, do have in the emergency school 
aid legislation and appropriations a substantial 
amount of money that is available, and we have made 
money available to Boston and we have -- if my 
memory is correct -- done the same in Louisville ... " 

Then Mr . Ford was asked: Mr. President, that requires 
a lot more money than just the emergency f unds you 
talked about. Are you going to propose increases? 

Ford: "I don't think it is going to require a great 
deal more money. Really, that is a very substantial 
sum, and it has been used up in Boston, and I believe 
it is being used in Louisville." 

"It is not nearly as Jnuch money if you focus it in 
on the places where the tension i� the highest, and 
the problem is the greatest, particularly if the 
courts follow the law, as was enacted by the Congress 
in 197 4. " 

The Star reported that today President Ford sent the 
School Desegregation Standards and Assistance Act of 
1976 to Congress. The legislation would: provide 
for busing as a limited and transitional remedy with 
a five-year limit (except for ext�aordinary circum­
stances); limit desegregation to specific schools 
within a system where discrimination is founq rather 
than (schdol) district-wide; create a National Com­
munity and Education Committee to give advice and 
technical assistance to school districts in the process 
of desegregation. 
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BUSING 

Carter 

Q: Do you favor busing to achieve school_ 
integration? 

CARTER: "Mandatory busing, no. Voluntary 
transfers, yes. I do see a need, however, 
which I would honor, for the President to sup­
port the federal courts. And if the courts 
should rule differently from my own personal 
beliefs, of course I would support the federal 
courts. I do not favor a constitutional amend­
ment to prohibit busing." 

"Ultimately, I think the best solution is volun­
tary transfers for students who want it, and 
adequate representation of minority leaders in 
the administration of a s.chool system." 

"I do not favor mandatory busing of children 
from their home communities to distant schools 
against the wishes of the children. This well­
intentioned idea has contributed little to bhe 
equalization of educational opportunity, has 
often resulted in a decreased level of integra­
tion over the long term, and has divided and 
sidetracked our efforts toward improving educa­
tion for all children." 

"Carter favors a four-point plan which was imple"':'. 
mented in Atlanta during his administration [as 
Governor] and agreed upon by the NAACP and the 
SCLC: 1) Any child who wishes to be bused can 
be bused at public expense; 2) no child can be 
bused against the wishes of the child; 3) busing 
must contribute to increased integration; 4) black 
leaders must be represented at all levels in the - ­

decision making process of the school system (this 
element is missing from the Boston and Louisville 
plans) . 

In response to a Times question, Carter stated, 
"I favor school integration; I do not favor man­
datory busing. The only kids who get bused are the 
poor children. I've never seen a rich kid bused. 
The rich parents either move or put the kids in 
private schools." 

Q: Governor, you tend to have it both ways on 
... busing ... by saying you are opposed to forced 
busing ... but you would not attempt to amend the 
Constitution [on the issue]. Is that because you 
think you would fail to amend the Constitution, 
or do you have some philosophical complaint a� 
gainst any further amendments to the Constitution? 

CARTER: "Well, I don't have any philosophical 
commitments that would be overriding • . . .  But, 
I would not_favor trying to prohibit busing in 
the states of the country by passing a constitu­
tional amendment. It would just re-open old wounds 
and old sores, and have every legislature bogged 
down in debating back and forth whether or not 



Washington Post 
5/3/76 

"Equal Rights 
Amendment" 
President Ford 
Committee 
2/24/76 

"Jimmy Carter's 
Presentation to the 
Pla tform Committee 
of the Democratic 
Party" 
Undated 

- 91 - -

BUSING 

Carter (c_ontinued) 

to try· and prevent busing with a constitutional 
amendment. I think that is the wrong way to go 
about it. We [in the South] have successfully 
overcome that problem, and I think that Boston, 
and other places now, are 10-15 years behind the 
South. I think that eventually they will come 
basically to the Atlanta plan, which says volun­
tary busing is OK, but the blacks have to be ade­
quately represented in running the school system." 

In an interview with the Connecticut Public In­
formation Network, Carter was asked about a fed­
eral suit charging two private schools in Northern 
Virginia with discrimination for refusing to ac­
cept black pupils. He replied: 

"I don't understand the federal court's effort 
now to open up every single private school in the 
nation to every kind of student who wants to be 
admitted whether it be,on Fel�gious grounds, 
racial grounds or age." Carter told the Network 
that requirements for tax-exempt status for pri­
vate schools are "adequate" to deter segregation. 

"You get into ridiculous sorts of exclusionary 
things on the basis of age, race, sex and so forth. 
You know, you get into a situation where you can't 
have an all-girls school, an all-boys school," 
Carter added,"You can't have a school that would 
exclude 45-year-old men wheh the school is for 
kindergarten students. If you have a school that 
educates young Jewish students and if the federal 
court then says you have to admit Christian and 
atheist students as well, you're going a step 
further than the courts have ever tried." 

* * * 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

Ford 

"The President has directed the heads of depart­
ments and agencies to insure that all persons 
have an ·opportunity to compete on a fair and 
equal basis for employment and advancement in 
the Federal government." 

Carter 

;, _ . . [W)e should enable the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission to function more �ffe�-

. 
tively arid expeditiously in employment d1scr1m1na­
tion complaints. Its backlog is a m�jor

_
p:obl�m 

in enforcing laws guaranteeing non-d1scr1m1natlon 
in employment." 

.-.·,.::. ', : . . . .  · .  
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EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

Carter (continued) 

"I believe in insuring that all Americans should 
have not only equal opportunity, but should also 
have compensatory opportunity if, through my in­
fluence or yours, they have been deprived of the 
opportunity of fully using their talents." 

"You can provide equality of opportunity by law, 
but quite often, that is not adequate." 

Even if applicants for a job were equally qualified, 
Carter said, if there had been an "identifiable" 
pattern of past discrimination against blacks, it 
would be legitimate and proper to give preference 
to an applicant from the harmed minority." 

" ... [M]ore assertive steps are necessary to 
end discrimination against women. Today, in 
spite of the Equal Pay Act of 1963, the earnings 
gap between men and women is great . ... I sup­
port actions necessary to close this gap. 
I also support the need for flexible hours for 
full-time employees and additional employment 
of part-time persons, both of which will greatly 
aid women in their access to the market place." 

" ... [M]others who wish to enter or rejoin the 
work force after a long period of ab�ence, should 
be given access to counseling and training pro­
grams to help them resume their careers." 

"In addition, we must assure that ... laws pro­
hibiting sex discrimination in credit, employment, 
advancement, education, housing and other endeavors 
are strengthened and strictly enforced . . •  " 

"In many ways, older Americans have been treated 
as second class citizens. The government must 
adopt an active and aggressive policy to secure 
continued increases in Social Security payments, 
provide quality health care to those who need it, 
and eradicate employment discrimination against 
those older persons who want to continue working." 

On inauguration day (for governor 1970) in 
Atlanta, Carter announced that "the time for 
racial discrimination is over. No poor rural 
white or black person shuold ever have to bear 
the additional burden of being deprived of the 
opportunity of an education, a job or simple 
justice." Time Magazine also reported that 
Carter appointed blacks to posts at every level 
of state government. 

* * * 
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EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 

Ford 

"President Ford strongly supports the Equal Rights 
Amendment. He has called for its ratification by 
the requisite number of states in numerous speeches 
and addresses." 

"The President has opened and will continue to. 
open new doors to women, and pledges to continue 
to eliminate barriers which still exist for women's 
full participation in our society." 

Carter 

"I am a strong supporter of the Equal Rights 
Amendment (ERA) . ... In addition we must assure 
that (a) laws prohibiting sex discrimination in 
credit, employment, advancement, education, 
housing and other endeavors are strengthened 
and strictly enforced; (b) strong efforts·are 
made to pass federal legislation and guidelines 
to eliminate sex discrimination in health and 
disability insurance plans; (c) social security 
laws are revised to eliminate sex-related dis­
crimination; (d) women have equal access to 
health care systems and voluntary family planning 
programs ... " 

• 

Based on direct quotes from Carter, the Atlanta 
Journal and Constitution reported that Carter 
advocates adoption of the equ�l rights amendment 
for women, but notes that even if the measure 
fails it has brought women together for the first 
time in effective organizations which wi

'
ll continue. 

"These networks of women working together for a 
common cause will inevitably bring about needed 
legal reforms; in fact, they are already producing 
such reforms," Carter says. 

* * * 

FAIR HOUSING 

Ford 

The Post reported that Mr. Ford pledged to enforce 
open housing laws and other federal statutes that 
have increased housing opportunities for blacks 
and other minorities, at times drastically 
changing the ethnic makeup of urban neighborhoods. 

"Since becom ing President, the legislation 
President Ford has signed 1nclude[s): 
Housing and Community Development Act which 
includes a section prohibiting discrimination 
on the basis of sex in housing and mortgage 
credit lending .. , 
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FAIR HOUSING 

Carter 

"I strongly support federal legislation to 
prohibit the practice of red-lining [whereby 
certain neighborhoods are effectively blacklisted 
from receiving monies to build new housing or 
repair inadequate existing housing by federally­
sponsored savings and loan institutions and the 
FHA. I believe that our platform should reflect 
a strong commitment to enforcement of the Open 
Housing Act of 1968 and the Community Develop­
ment Act of 1974." 

The Times reported that when Carter was asked 
about low-income scattersite housing in the 
suburbs by a New York Daily News reporter, 
Carter stated, "I see nothing wrong with the 
ethnic purity being maintained. I would not 
force a racial integration of a neighborhood 
by government action. But I would not permit 
discrimination against a family moving into 
the neighborhood." 

Later in a telegram to Vernon Jordon, executive 
director of the National Urban League, Carter 
said that he was "totally committed to a policy 
of open housing for all citizens." 

"As President, I would fight for the fullest 
implementation of the existing civil rights 
and open housing legislation, just as 
vigorously as I did as governor of Georgia." 

"I recognize the desire of many members of 
various ethnic groups to live in neighborhoods 
predominantly occupied by those of a similar 
culture and social heritage. I would not favor 
the federal government initiating action aimed at 
forcing a particular ethnic or economic mix in 
such a neighborhood." 

Carter has publicly apologized for what he said 
had been "an unfortunate choice of words." He 
said that he meant "ethnic character, ethnic 
heritage." 

Jimmy Carter attempted to clarify his controversial 
"ethnic purity" remarks on housing in response 
to demands by Atlanta's mayor, Maynard Jackson. 
Carter answered several questions posed by the 
mayor: 

Q: If a black family seeks to buy a house in an 

ethnic community which does not want them, should 

the federal government support and use its 

resources to support their right to purchase 

such a house? 

CARTER: "Yes. The Housing Act of 1968 guarantees 
a black family that it may purchase a home in any 
neighborhood. I support this act and will see 
that it is effectively and fully enforced." 

o: Would you put the moral force of the President 

behind encouraging local communi�ies to op7n 

housing areas to all those who w1shed to l1ve 

there? 
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FAIR HOUSING 

Carter (continued) 

CARTER: "As I have mentioned, the Housing Act 
of 1968 requires that all Americans be permitted 
to live where they choose, without discrimination. 
While I cannot require communities to do that 
which I have no"legal authority to do, I will 
not hesitate to make clear my conviction that 

·all Americans should be made to feel welcome in 
all localities." 

Q: Do you believe that property owners in an 
area have a right to determine who will be able 
to buy or rent in their area? 

CARTER: "Under the law of the land, as embodied 
in the Housing Act of 1968, it is the family 
wishing to purchase or rent a home which has 
the right to do so where it chooses and can 
afford. Others cannot make that choice for 
the family." 

Q: Would you encourage economic heterogeneity 
and racial integration by Bsing federal initia­
tives whether or not federal funds are involved? 

CARTER: "While I do not believe the government 
should mandate a particular ethnic or economic 
mix, I have always favored an open, integrated 
society, where false barriers did not separate 
person from person. This is a view I hold regard­
less of whether federal funds are involved or 
not. I fully support developments such as the 
Bedford-Pine community in downtown Atlanta, 
which is planned as a community to which people 
of all economic, racial and religious backgrounds 
will freely move and live. It is an exciting 
concept which will help break down the barriers 

which I have mentioned. 

V5TING RIGHTS 

Ford 

On August 6, 197 5 ,  President Ford signed the Voting 
Rights Act �xtension Act which extended in select 
states bans on discriminatory laws which tend to 
discourage registration and voting by minorities 
and extended coverage to include language minorities. 
The week before the bill was signed, Congressional 
Quarterly reported the President's position on the 
bill. ·rn a letter to Rep. Mansfield, Ford said 
his first priority was the act's extension and 
that to accomplish that goal he would accept a 
five-year extension, as his administration had 
recommended, or a ten-year extension, as provided 
in the House hill. But he also urged that the 
Senate make the act's protections apply to all 
the states, a position he had advocated in the 
House in both 1965 and 1970. 
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VOTING RIGHTS 

Carter 

"I believe that the various Civil Rights Acts, 
including the Voting Rights Act, have had a 
tremendously positive effect on the South and 
the nation. They have opened up our society for 
the benefit of all. The guarantees of equal 
participation in the political process provided 
in the Voting Rights Act should be extended to 
all parts of the nation where minority representa­
tion and participation are inadequate, without 
in any way slackening enforcement in those 
areas already covered by the Act." 

"I also support postcard registration for voting 
to broaden the opportunities for participation 
in our political process." 

* * * 
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CRIME, JUSTICE AND PERSONAL LIBERTIES 

Deterring Violent Crime/Gun Control/Drugs/Abortion 
Administration of Justice/Criminal Code Revision 

The rising tide of violent crime over the last decade has 

forced virtually all c andidates for public office to address this 

problem. 

At the same time, public trust in the machinery of justice 

has been shaken by revelations of the use of law enforcement agen-

cies for political purposes. 

Common Cause has outlined the positions of Presidential can-

didates on crime, justice, and personal liberties in the following 

categories: 

- Views on various methods of deterring violent crime, such 

as capital punishment, mandatory sentencing, and penal 

reform; 

- Views on the regulation or prohibition of firearms, under 

the heading gun control; 

- Views on drugs, both marijuana and "hard" drugs; 

- Views on abortion; 

- Views on how to ensure the non-partisan administration of 

�stice by both the courts and the Department of Justice; 

- Views on criminal code revision efforts, particularly S. 1--

a controversial bill to thoroughly revise the federal criminal 

code, currently pending in the Senate� 

# # # 
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DETERRING VIOLENT CRIME 

State of the Union 
Fact Sheet 
1/19/76 

Ford Remarks at Fort 
Wayne, Ind. forum 
5/2/76 

Press Release 
Vol. 1, No. 6 
(undated) 

Christian Science 
Monitor 
June 15, 1976 

New York Times 
Magazine 
12/14/75 

Carter Press Release 
4/12/76 

Interview with Cronkite 
CBS Evening News 
11/18/75 

Ford 

Ford favors mandatory minimum sen­
tences in crimes involving handguns, 
in serious crimes like drug traf­
ficking, kidnapping, hijacking, and 
for repeat offenders who commit 
violent crimes. 

Ford has sent to Congress a mandatory 
sentencing bill for narcotics dealers. 
Under this bill, sentences are 3 

years for a first offense, 6 for the 
second, with no parole permitted. 

Ford favors the death penalty for the 
crimes of sabotage, espionage, treason, 
and murder. The maximum penalty 
should not be applied if there is 
duress, impaired mental capacity, or 
similar extenuating circumstances. 

Mr. Ford pins his hope of crime pre­
vention on the example of "positive, 
swift, and just punishment." He 
believes "certainty of punishment 
prevents crime." 

Carter 

In response to a question about crime 
from a Florida voter, Carter replied, 
"I honestly believe - and you may not 
like my answer - that one of the best 
ways to cut down on crime is to cut 
down on unemployment . Your own 
son, if out in the street and unable to 
find work, might turn to crime." 

"My position on the death penalty was 
spelled out as Governor. It is retained 
for a few aggravated crimes like murder 
committed by an inmate with a life sentence. 
The penalty must be assessed by a jury 
and must be reviewed in each case by a 
three judge panel of the State Supreme 
Court. Since there has not been an execu­
tion since 1967 in the United States, the 
death p�nalty actually means ineligibility_ 
for parole consideration." 

Carter says that controlling crime is 
a "tough\question." He said, "I don't 
think that incarceration in �rison is the 
answer. f•ve never seen a rehabilitated 
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DETERRING VIOLENT CRIME 

Carter (continued) 

result from long incarceration in prison. 
I think a streamlining of the -- of the 
court procedures, or an abbreviation of the 
trial procedure, assure punishment of a 
briefer period of time, administrative 
officers for the courts, an emphasis on 
prevention of crime in areas where crime 
is so rampant with not building jail 
houses, but having more concentrations of 
policeofficers; better lighting would help. 
But the overall, only solution that I can 
see to the crime problem, and it would 
be substantive, is the reduction of unem­
ployment." 

Carter claims credit for a "comprehensive 
judicial reform package" in Georgia. 

[T]the federal government can provide 
a model for the states by revising our 
system of sentencing, eliminating much 
of the discretion given to judges and 
probation officers, insuring greater 
certainty in sentencing and confinement, 
and insuring a higher percentage of 
serious criminals being imprisoned. 

We should upgrade the rehabilitation 
programs available to criminals while 
in p_rison. 

GUN-CONTROL 

Ford 

�ord favors prohib1t1ons on.the 
manutacture or sale of "Saturday­
night" specials. 

At- the same time, Ford is "unalterably 
opposed to the reqistration of gun 
owners and tik c e q i s t rat i on of guns." 

Pacd �ropo�es mandatory sentences 
t0r �ffenses 1nvolving use of a hand­
gun, banning the import an� sale of 
cheap handguns, strengthen1ng current 
lawi regarding the sale of

.
h�ndguns 

(no specific measures spec1f1ed) , 
and increasing the number of federal 
firearms investigators. 

Ford has proposed a new crime control 
program to regula�e th� �low of hand­
quns in �leven ma1or c1t1es. The 

details of the program ha\e not r,een 
released. 
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GUN CONTROL 

Carter 

Carter favors registration of hand guns. 

Carter also favors banning of "Saturday 
Night Specials" and prohibition of gun 
ownership by anyone convicted of a crime 
involving a gun and by those not mentally 
competent. He opposes other restrictions 
on manufacture and possession. 

Carter reiterated that he favored 

registration of handguns; prohibition of 
the sale of cheap handguns, the so­
called Saturday night specials; no 
confiscation of guns now owned by people; 
no registration of rifles. 

DRUGS 

Ford 

Ford end orsed the findings of the 
Domestic Council Task Force on Drug 
Abuse and promised to put its recom­
mendations into effect. Included 
in that report, although not explicitly 
mentioned by Ford, is a proposal that 
possession of marijuana be decriminal­
ized and that federal efforts be 
directed toward stemming the heroin 
traffic. 

In his State of the Union address, Ford 
again endorsed the Task Force's report, 
stating that his budget includes funds 
for improved law enforcement, com­
munity treatment centers, regulation of 
diversion of legally produced drugs, 
increased employment for ex-addicts. 
Ford also advocates securing inter­
national cooperation to end the drug 
traffic. 

Ford favors mandatory minimum prison 
sentences and preventive detention for 
traffickers in "hard drugs." 



Washington Star 
1/19/76 

Washington Post 
3/20/76 

Carter Position 
Paper (undated) 

Baltimore Sun 
3/29/76 

New York Times 
2/3/76 
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DRUGS 

Carter 

In response to a poll by NORML, Carter 
stated that he _favored decriminalization 
of possession of small amounts of 
marlJUana. Civil fines would be imposed 
instead. Carter does, however, favor 
retaining criminal penalties for sale or 
distribution. 

Carter says any change in_marlJuana laws should be done by the states; the federal government should stay out of the matter. Carter says 
decriminalization of marijuana use should be for the states to decide. 

"I support_ stiff penalties for drug 
pushers and expanded rehabilitation 
programs for drug addicts." 

Carter would impose criminal sentences 
only on large traffickers in marijuana, 
not on the occasional user. 

ABORTION 

Ford 

Ford criticized the Supreme Court as 
going "too far" in striking d_own 
state abortion laws. Ford, however, 
opposes a Constitutional amendment 
to�··overturn that decision. 

,. He describes his position as "moderate." 
_·< -H� opp9ses abortion· · .. riA cfernari<;i '.\ :-B�:� �: 

}:)elieyes that it is justified in:· cases 
·· .. :of ,r,_Cl-ge or where the life of the :woman 

, _ , .: 
· --, 

-., wa.:s; ;�:t, stake. 

t � ' 
• : ·� 

• 

• I • ; 

. .' -

, .-;. ; .. .. :. ::. r [_: ;·�·-
'Ford:Said that he would "of course, 

uphold the law as interpreted by the 
\Supreme Court." But he also said 
that he favored a Constitutional 
amendment leaving to the states the 
ta�sk, pf redefining 1���1=:�. :"�1!, �.bo:r:;�.
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I don't think 
• ,, :,. carter'Press:·Release. : .. "LJthink .. abortion is wrong. 

e 
4/12/7 6 . gover1nn.\e.nt- should do any�hin� to encourag 

' '  •. 

abortion. I think abort1on 1s the 
. result .. of ,.,a failure of measures_ des1gned 

:-to :·pre'vef):� unwanted pregnanc'ie,s' and--· to 

J indu6��tfi� mother to carry the·unwanted 
cihild �&�6uqh to delivery. I think we 
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ABORTION 

Carter (continued) 

-

ought to do everything to have better 
education, family planning, contraceptives, 
if desired. I don't favor a constitutional 
amendment to give to the states local 
option on the abortion issue. If, within 
the confines of the Supreme Court ruling, 
we could work out legislation with 
better family planning and adoption 
procedures, then I would favor it. I 
don't have any particular law to put 
forward." 

Carter opposes abortion but also opposes 
constitutional right-to-life amendments, 
as well as measures designed to assure 
local control over abortion. He said 
the Supreme Court's ruling is the law, 
and that as President he would support it. 
However, Carter outlined a four-point 
program of federal assistance to expand 
birth control information efforts, family 
planning clinics, new adoption procedures, 
and access to contraceptives. 

As Governor of Georgia, Carter signed 
a bill that allowed abortion after the 
13th week if it was necessary to save 
the mother's life or if the pregnancy 
was the result of rape. It does not 
allow abortion in the last 13 weeks under 
these conditions, however. 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE 

State of the Union 
Fact Sheet 
1/19/76 

Carter Platform 
Committee Presentation 

Press Release 
(undated) 

Ford 

Ford would increase criminal justice 
manpower, namely prosecutors and judges. 
He also proposes the construction of 
four new federal prisons "to relieve 
existing overcrowding and provide 
humane places of incarceration for 
Federal offenders." 

Carter 

"All federal judges and prosecutors 
should be appointed strictly on the 
basis of merit without any consideration 
of political aspects or influence. Inde­
pendent blue ribbon judicial selection 
committees should be utilized to provide 
recommendations to the President when 
vacancies occur, from which the President 
must make a selection." 

Carter favors appointing administrative 
officers to insure reduction in court 
dockets and trial delays. 



Ford Radio Speech 
Portland Oregon 
5/22/76 

Carter Position 
Paper (undated) 
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CRIMINAL CODE REVISION 

Ford 

Ford finds some se9tions of S. 1 

"unacceptable". He says, "There are 
some provisions in it that I think 
have to be modified, and maybe several 
that ought to be eliminated, and there 
are some that we want in it that aren't 
in it now�" Mr. Ford has not specified 
which portions of the bill he opposes . 

• 

Carter 

"Federal criminal laws have not been 
codified and their development has been 
haphazard; an attempt to reform them is 
laudable. 

"Unfortunately, the proposed "Criminal 
Justice Codification, Revision, and 
Reform Act of 1975" goes beyond what is 
needed and threatens to disrupt civil 
liberties guaranteed by the Constitution. 
The basic problem is the vagueness in 
the manner that many of the crimes are 
defined. For this reason, I oppose the 
bill." 
Carter further criticizes S.l for the 
"just following orders" defense and for 
making it illegal to release misclassified 
documents. 

* * * . 
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INTEGRITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY IN GOVERNMENT 

Abuses of Government Powers/Anti-Corruption Enforcement 
Government Secrecy/Special Interest Lobbying/Conflicts of Interest 

Campaign Finance Reform 

Recent public opinion polls show that government integrity 

and accountability are among the top concerns of the American 

people -- ranking with inflation, jobs, crime and energy. 

To examine candidate positions on this issue, Common Cause 

has included their views on six subjects commonly associated with 

integrity and accountability in government: 

- Abuse of Government Powers. Included here are candidate 

proposals for checking such abuses of power as the political use 

of the Internal Revenue Service, spying by the FBI on political 

opponents and journalists, and illegaL domestic CIA activities. 

- Anti-Corruption Enforcement. Under this heading are 

candidate proposals for making the Justice Department less 

vulnerable to political pressure and for strengthening government 

capacity to enforce anti-corruption measures. 

- Government Secrecy. This category contains candidate 

positions on open meetings, the classification system and 

freedom of information. It focuses particularly on the Senate-

passed "sunshine law" which would require open meetings in several 

executive agencies. 

- Special Interest Lobbying. The main issue here is the 

candidates' positions on a proposed new lobby disclosure law. 

This legislation would require individual lobbyists and lobbying 

organizations to publicly report how much they spend and what they 

do to influence government decisions. 
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- Conflicts of Interest. Included here are candidate views on 

stringent regulations dealing with conflict of interest in the 

executive branch, together with their views on proposed enforcement 

procedures. Present practice has been sharply criticized, and 

reforms have been proposed, including public financial disclosure 

by government officials, limits on post-government employment in 

regulated industries and stronger enforcement. 

- Campaign Finance Reform. This category includes candidate 

positions on the 1974 campaign finance act, the public financing 

of Congressional campaigns and enforcement by an independent 

commission. (The 1974 reforms upheld by the Supreme Court in 

January include: limits on contributions, the partial public 

financing of PFesidential campaigns,. disclosure of contributors, 

and an independent enforcement commission if Presidentially appointed.) 

# # # 
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ABUSE OF GOVERNMENT POWERS 

Ford 

On February 18, 1976, Ford issued an executive order 
which established a new chain of command and opera­
tional guidelines for the nation's intelligence agen­
cies. He believes the order "will eliminate abuses 
and questionable activities on the part of the foreign 
intelligence agencies while at the same time permitting 
them to get on with their vital work of gathering and 
assessing information." 

The executive order: 

--Gives the National Security Council responsibility 

for overall policy direction of national intelligence 
activities. 

--Establishes a new Committee on Foreign Intelligence 
to manage the intelligence community. The Committee 
is chaired by the Director of the CIA and has juris­
diction over the budgets of int elligence agencies. 

--Renames the Forty Committee as the Operation s 
Advisory Group and expands its membership to include 
the Attorney General and Director of OMB. The Group 
authorizes secret intelligence projects. 

--crea�s a three-member Intelligence Oversight Board 
to monitor the performance of intelligence agencies 
and report periodically to the President and Attorney 
General on its findings. 

--Sets limits on the physical and electronic surveil­
lance of American citizens and on the collection and 
dissemination of information about them. 

--Prohibits such practices as burglaries, drug tests 
on unsuspecting humans, and illegal uses of tax 
return information. 

--Clarifies the responsibilities of executive agencies 
involved in foreign intelligence activities and pre­
scribes rules of operation for them. 

In � ddit �on to the executive order, Ford has proposed 
l:g1slat1on dealing with intelligence activities. 
H1s proposals would: 

--Make "it a crime to assassinate or attempt to con­
spire to assassinate a foreign official in pe_ace time." 

7-�Create a special procedure for seeking a judicial 
�arrant a�thorizing the use of electronic surveillance 
1n the Un1ted States f or foreign intelligence pur­
poses." 



Washington Post, 
3/24/76 

Interview with 
Northern Illinois 
Newspaper Assoc., 
3/12/76 

Jimmy carter, 
Code of Ethics 
Undated 

Time, 
3/8/76 

Jimmy Carter, 
Code of Ethics 
Undated 
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ABUSE OF GOVERNMENT POWERS 

Ford (continued) 

--Permit the opening of U.S. mail for intelligence 
purposes "under proper judicial safeguards." 

Ford also urged Congress to "centralize the respon­
sibility for oversight of the foreign intelligence 
community" into one .joint committee. He said this 
would reduce "the risks of disclosure" and "facilitate 
the efforts of the Administration to keep Congress 
fully informed of foreign intelligence activities." 

The Ford administration has proposed legislation that 
would require court warrants for domestic electronic 
surveillances for national security purposes. Under 
the legislation, warrants for wiretaps would be 
issued if the government could convince a judge 
that the target of th� tap worked for a foreign 
government or was acting "pursuant to the direction 
of a foreign power" and was engaged or aiding someone 
engag ed in "clandestine intelligence activities, 
sabotage, or terrorist activities." The taps could 
not last over 90 days, at which time they would have 
to be re-authorized by another court warrant. 

When asked whether he believed the President has 
the right to break the law under certain circum­
stances, Ford replied: "I don't agree with it. 
I know of no experience that I have had that would 
bring about any violation by me of either the 
Constitution or·the law, and I certainly don't 
contemplate violating either one." 

Carter 

Carter proposes th at "requests to the IRS for 
income tax r�turns by anyone, from the President 
down, should be recorded. Access to this essen­
tially private information should be strictly 
circumscribed. " 

"Maximum personal privacy for private citizens 
should be guaranteed." 

Time reports that Carter does not want to break 

up the CIA or curtail covert operations. However, 

he pledges to enforce corrective action against 

those who engage in illegal activities. "I will 

know what is going on and if there is any wrong 

doing, I will find out about it. I will tell the 

American people about it and will see to it that 

those responsible are punished." 

"As President, I will be responsible for the conduct 
of the Executive Branch of Government. Errors 
or mal feasance will be immediately revealed, 
and an explanation given to the public, along 
with corrective action to prevent any recurrence 
of such actions." 



Boston Globe 
7/20/76 

FE!\A Newsletl•.·t·, 
Feb . 1976 

Carter Statement 
to Democratic Plat­
form Committee, 
undated 

Washington Post, 
1/12/76 

St. Petersburg 
Times, 2/22/76 
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ANTI-CORRUPTION ENFOR�EMENT 

Ford 

. 
Ford supports the creat:ion of a permanent spe­

C1al prosecutor's office �o handle any criminal 
charges against top government officials. The 
special prosecutor would be appointed by the Pres­
ident, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
for a three-year term and could be removed "only 
for extraordinary improprieties." 

For8 h�s authorized the creation of a new Pub lic 

Integrity Section within the Cri minal Division of 
the Justice Department to handle all federal offenses 
involving official or institutional corruption. 

Carter 

"The Attorney General of this nation must be removed 
from politics and given the full prerogatives, in­
dependence and authority of his or her own office, 
plus those allotted temporarily to the Special Prose­
cutor during the Watergate scandals. The Attorney 
General should be appointed without respect to po­
litical considerations and should be removed from 
office only for cause. The Attorney General and 
all his or her assistants should be barred from 
all political activity." 

Under Carter's plan, the Attorney General would 
have a term of five to seven years. Congressional 
leaders would have to join with the President in 
removing an Attorney General before his term 
expired. 

GOVERNMENT SECRECY 

Ford 

"Ford has said: "Basically, I agree with the 
philosophy of the Sunshine Bill." The bill, which 
has passed both houses of Congress, would require 
certain federal agencies to open their meetings 
to the public. He added, however, that "there 
may be some meetings held by agencies or departments 
in the federal government where there would have 
to be confidentiality maintained." 

"To summarize, I'd simply say that any meetings, 

generally, I think, should be open to the public. 

But I think there has to be· some safeguard where 

you're discussing classified information.-.that 
involves our national security." 



Jimmy Carter, 
Code of Ethics_, 
undated 

Department of JusticeJ 
Hearings on Lobby Reform 
Legislation, before the 
Senate Committee on Gov't 
Operations 

May 15, 1975 
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GOVERNMENT SECRECY 

€arter 

Ca�t�r proposes the adoption of a broad open­
meetings law which would cover both Congress 
and certain executive agencies. "An all­
inclusive 'Sunshine law,' similar to those 
passed in several states, should be implemented 
in Washington. Meetings of federal board�; 
commissions, and regulatory agencies must be 
opened to the public, �long with those of con� 
gressional committees. The only excep·tions 
should involve narrowly defined national 
security issues, unproven legal accusati6ns, 
or knowledge that might cause serious d�mage 
to the ·nation's economy." 

· 

He also believes there should be "broad public 
access, consonant with the rj ght of personal 

privacy, .... to go�ernment files. Maximum 
security declassification mu�t be implem�nted.� 

If elected, Carter has promised to· "propose to 
the Congress that the members of my Cabinet 
�ppear regularly before both Houses, preferably 
in joint session, to answer questions from 
senators and representatives. I will also request 
that these sessions be available for live broad­
cast." 

SPECIAL INTEREST LOBBYING 

Ford 

Common Cause has found no statement on this 
issue by President Ford. 

In testimony before the Committee, Deputy 
Attorney General Harold R. Tyler, Jr. stated 
that "The Department of Justice supports an 
improved, strengthened and clarified lobbying 
law.� ... We� .. have strong apprehensions about ... 
extension of the Lobbying Act's coverage to 
include Executive Branch activity, the 

· 

provisioris ... which require logging of outside 
contacts by persons of Grade GS-15 or above 
in the Executive Branch, and certain aspects 
of both bills relating to tax-exempt arid 
charitable organizations." 
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SPECIAL INTEREST LOBBYING 

Carter 

Carter supports implementation of a new lobby disclosure 
law. "The activities of lobbyists must be more thor­
oughly revealed and controlled, both within Congress 
and the Executive Department agencies. The new lobby­
ing law should apply to those executive agencies and 
departments which are not now covered as well as to 
the Congress. Quarterly repdit�-of expenditures by all 
lobbyists who spend more than $250 in lobbying in any 
three month period should be required. The act should 
include any lobbying expenditures aimed at influencing 
legislation or executive decisions and should cover 
trose who lobby directly, solicit others to lobby, or 
employ lobbyists in their behalf." 

Carter also proposes that "all'requests for special 
government consideration by private or corporate in­
terests should be made public, and decisions should 
be made only on the basis of merit." 

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

Ford 

Ford has indicated that he would sign a new law 
requiring financial disclosure by federal officials. 
"I would personally approve of such a requirement 
by law, " Ford s 3 id. 

"I certainly believe in full disclosure. I've evi­
denced it by the very full disclosure of my finan­
cial situation." 

Carter 

Carter supports public financial disclosure by governme·nt 
officials. "Complete revelation of all business and 
financial involvements of all major officials should be 
required, and none should be continued which constitute 
a possib�e conflict with the public interest. I have 
released an audit of my personal finances and will do 
so annually throughout my term of office. I will insist 
that the same requirement apply to the Vice President 
and to those appointed to major policy-making positions 
in my Administration. As President, I will seek legis­
lation to make such disclosure mandatory. 

"Everyone who serves in a position of policy-making 
ought to reveal to the public his or her financial 
holdings, where his or her riches are invested, and 
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CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

Carter (continued) 

where his or her special interests are so that no con­
flict with the public interest will exist." 

"Absolutely no gifts of value should ever again be per­
mitted �6 a public official. A report of all minor per­
sonal gifts should be made public." 

Carter also supports restrictions on the interchange of 
personnel between regulatory agencies and the industries 
they regulate. "The sweetheart arrangeme nt between 
reg�latory agencies and the regulated industries must 
be broken up, and the revolving door between them should 
be closed. Federal legislation should restrict the 
employment of any member of a reg ulatory agency by the 
industry being regulated." 

"Regulatory agencies must not be managed by 
representatives of the industry being regulated, 
and no personnel transfers between a gency and the 
industry should be made within a period of four 
full years." 

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM 

Ford 

When Ford signed the new campaign finance 
bill into law in October 1974, he stated 

No. 42, p. 1285 
10/15/74 

his reservations about the provisions for 
public financing of Presidential campaigns 
and about possible constitutional problems 
with contribution and expenditure limitations. 
Nevertheless, he stated that "big money 
influence has come to play an unseeming 

Ford message 
to Congress, 
Congressional 
Record, 2/17/76 

role in our electoral process. This bill 
will help to right that wrong." 

At that time, Ford also stated his opposition 
to public financing of congressional 
campaigns. 

In view of the Supreme Court decision that the 
Federal Election Commission was imp roperly consti­
tuted by providing for Congressional appointment of 
its members, Ford asked Congress to move quickly to 
provide the FEC with members appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. 

"The American people can and should expect that 
our elections in this Bicentennial Year, as well as 
other years, will be free of abuse. And they know 
that the Federal Election Commission is the single 
most effective unit for meeting that challenge." 

Noting his interest in amending the current law, 
Ford asked Congress to extend the FEC's life only 
through the 1976 elections so that "a full-scale 
review and reform of the election laws" would 
begin in 1977. 
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM 

CARTER 

Carter believes that "public financing of campaigns 

should be extended to members of Cong ress." The present 

law provides only for the partial pub1ic financing of 

Presidential campaigns. 

"Fines for illeg al campaign contributions have often 

been minimal. They should be at least equal to the 

amount of the illegal donation." 

# # # 
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INTERNATIONAL PROBLE�ffi AND NATIONAL SECURITY 

Overview/Arms Control and Nuclear Proliferation/Proplems of Developing 
Nations/Military Intervention and Covert Actions/Military 

Spending and Assistance/Detente/t'liddle East/Panama Canal 

It is an American tradition that conduct of the nation's foreign 

policy is largely the responsibility of the President. Congress, even 

in recent years, has played a �econdary role. Foreign policy, national 

security and defense spending intermesh to such an extent that on major 

international problems they cannot be separated. 

To gain insight into the Presidential candidates' view.on i�ter-

national problems and national security, Common Cause has outlined 

their positions on the following topics: 

Overview - In major speeches, the candidates have sometimes 

offered a broad picture of their approach to foreign policy, re..,... 

lating one aspect to another. 

Arms Control, Nuclear Proliferation - The fate of the world 

may depend on effective control of the arms race, yet no subject 

is more tangled up in technicalities and national rivalries. 

Problems of Developing Nations - Industrial countries and the 

developing nations of Asia, Africa and Latin America have confronted 

each other on a number of issues in recent years. Growing nationalism, 

economic and population problems are likely to produce even greater 

pressures for changes in U.S.-Third World relationships. 

Military Intervention and Covert Actions - The Vietnam War 

and revelations of covert CIA actions against foreign governments 

and political figures have made the extent to which the United States 

should be involved in the political affairs of other nations a major 

campaign issue. 
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Military Spending and Assistance - The size of the defense bud­

get, the new weapons that should or should not be developed, the 

amount of military assistance the United States should provide to 

friendly nations generate considerable controversy. The issue is 

linked at the local level to jobs in defense plants and shipyards. 

Detente - It is a campaign cliche that detente should be a 

two-way street. The candidates argue about the extent to which 

the United States has given more than it got in return from the 

Soviet Union. 

Middle East - Support of Israel's right to exist in peace is 

voiced by both candidates, but they differ on how as President 

they would move toward a peace settlement. 

Panama Canal - Negotiations over the status of the canal con­

tinue, as does the controversy over the United States' negotiating 

stance. 

# # # 
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INTERNATIONAL PROBLEMS & NATIONAL SECURITY: Overview 

State of the Union 
message, 
1/19/76 

New York Times, 
2/14/76 

Ford speech to 
Chicago Council on 
Foreign Relations, 
3/12/76 

Ford 

"Today, the state of our foreign policy is sound 
and strong. 
* We are at peace and I will do all in my power 
to keep it that way. 
* Our military forces are capable and ready; our 
military power is without equal. And I intend to 
keep it that way. 
* Our principal alliances, with the industrial 
democracies of the Atlantic Community and Japan, 
have never been more solid. 
* A further agreement to limit the strategic arms 
race may be achieved. 
* We have an improving relationship with China, 
the world's most populous nation. 
* The key elements for peace among the nations of 
the Middle East now exist. 

"We should be proud of what the United States has 
accomplished .... ! say it is time we quit down­
grading ourselves as a nation .... The American 
people want strong and effective international 
and defense policies. 

"In our Constitutional system, these policies 
should reflect consultation and accommodation 
between the President and Congress. But in the 
final analysis, as the framers of our Constitution 
knew from hard experience, the foreign relations 
of the United States can be conducted effectively 
only if there is strong central direction that 
allows flexibility of action. That responsibility 
clearly rests with the President. 

"I pledge to the American people policies which 
seek a secure, just and peaceful world. I pledge 
to the Congress to work with you to that end." 

At a news conference in Orlando, Fla., Ford said 
his foreign policy would "keep our powder dry and 
not put our finger on the nuclear trigger." 

"Peace through strength has been my constant 
goal as your President" as well as in his Con­
gressional career, Ford said. Maintaining a 
posture of unquestioned strength will permit 
the u.s. to "work to reduce confrontations and 
avoid nuclear catastrophe, but we must also 
be prepared to meet challengers wherever and 
whenever they occur." 

Later in the speech Ford said, "I have warned 
Castro's Cuba and its Soviet sponsors against 
any further armed adventurism in either continent," 
Africa or Latin America. 

In answer to a question, Ford said that if any 
of the NATO countries were controlled by Com­
munist political forces NATO would be weakened. 
He said that relations with the People's Re­
public of China were developing constructively 
and "right on course" as prescribed in the 
1972 Shanghai Communique. 
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INTERNATIONAL PROBLEMS & NATIONAL SECUR ITY: Overview 

Speech to the Foreign 
Policy Association, 
New York, 6/23/76 

Speech to the Chicago 
Council on Foreign 
Relations, 3/15/76 

"Foreign Policy State­
ment," undated 

"Foreign Policy State­
ment, " undated 

Recommendations to 
Democratic Platform 
Committee, 6/76 

Speech to the Foreign 
Policy Association, 
New York, 6/23/76 

Carter 

"Under the Nixon-Ford administration, there has 
evolved a kind of secretive 'Lone Ranger' foreign 
policy -- a one-man policy of international ad­
venture . . •  A foreign policy based on secrecy in­
herently has had to be closely guarded and amoral, 
and we have had to forego openness, consultation 
and a constant adherence to fundamental principles 
and high moral standards." 

Carter emphasized the need for open discussions 
of foreign policy options with Congress and the 
American people. "In every foreign venture that 
has failed -- whether it was Vietnam, Cambodia, 
Chile or Angola, or in the excesses of the CIA 
our .Government forged ahead without consulting 
the American people and did things that were 
contrary to our basic character," he said. 

"Secretaries of State and Defense and other Cabinet 
officers should regularly appear before Congress, 
hopefully in televised sessions, to answer hard 
questions and to give straight answers." 

"In the near future it is likely that issues of 
war and peace will be more a function of economic 
and social problems than of the military security 
problems which have dominated international rela­
tions in the world since World War II." 

"In the future we must turn our attention increasing­
ly toward the common problems of food, energy, en­
vironment, scarce resources and trade. A stable 
world order cannot become a reality when people 
of many nations of the world suffer mass starva-
tion or when there are no established arrangements 
to deal with population growth, energy, or environ­
mental quality. Better mechanisms for consultation 
on these problems that effect everyone on this 
planet must be established and utilized." 

Carter calls for a re-ordering of foreign policy 
priorities: high-level unilateral negotiations with 
communist powers must take second place to re­
establishing close working relationships with demo­
cratic allies. "The time has come for us to seek 
a working partnership between North America, Western 
Europe and Japan. Our three regions share economic, 

political and security concerns that make it 
logical that we should seek ever-increasing 
unity and understanding ... As we do away with 
one-man diplomacy, we must once again use our 
entire foreign policy apparatus to reestablish 
continuing contacts at all levels." 
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ARMS CONTROL/NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION 

Press Conference on 
Air Force One leaving 
Helsinki, 
8/2/75 

White House 
Press Conference, 
ll/3/75 

Ford speech to 
Chicago Council 
on Foreign Re­
lations, 
3/12/76 

Chicago Tribune, 
5/29/76 

Ford 

Ford reported progress toward a SALT II agreement 
in his talks with Brezhnev but hinted that the 
most difficult problems were still to be negotiated. 

Asked if he thought the American people needed 
much convincing about SALT, Ford said he was "con­
vinced the American people want their President, 
their government, to make responsible and safe 
agreements. On the other hand, I do not believe 
the American people want their President to give 
more than he gets." In the negotiations and com­
promises, "I can assure you we will not give more 
than we get," he said. 

At this press conference Ford announced the 
replacement of Secretary of Defense James Schles­
inger with Donald Rumsfeld and Secretary of State 
Henry Kissinger's relinquishment of his position 
as National Security Affairs advisor td the Presi­
dent. 

A questioner referred to Schlesinger's lack of 
enthusiasm for Kissinger's SALT policies and asked 
if there would now be an acceleration toward an 
agreement. Ford replied: "We expect to pursue, 
but not under any pressure, negotiations with the 
Soviet Union in strategic arms limitations. We 
have differences. But I think it is in the na­
tional interest for us to continue to work toward· 
a SALT II agreement. We are under no time pres­
sure to do so." 

Ford said details of SALT II are still being 
negotiated, "and I cannot say when or even 
whether this will be completed." If a good 
agreement can be reached, "it will keep a lid on 
strategic arms for the next 7 to 10 years. It 
will compel the Russians to cut back on their 
current strategic military capability," he said. 

Full verification of the agreements reached, Ford 
warned, will necessitate the u.s. maintaining 
the finest intelligence capability in the world. 

Ford signed a treaty hailed by the Administration 
as a major breakthrough in the SALT negotiations. 
The treaty provides limits on underground nuclear 
explosions and for reciprocal inspection by 
Soviet and American scientists of each n ation's 
testing sites. Critics argued that the substance· 
of the treaty meant little in the progress toward 
a comprehensive SALT agreement, but �'lhi te House 
officials e mphasized that reaching the testing 
agreement has created a new atmosphere of co­
operation which may push broader negotiations 
off dead center. 
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ARMS CONTROL & NUCLEAR PROLIFERATION 

carter 

Carter's ultimate goal is the elimination of all 
nuclear weapons. "The first step is a concerted 
effort to halt the spread of nuclear weapons. 
The second step is to begin to reduce the num-
bers of nuclear weapons held by the major powers ... " 
He is a former nuclear submarine officer. 

Referring to the SALT negotiations, Carter said: 
"Unfortunately, the agreements reached to date 
have succeeded largely in changing the buildup 
in strategic arms from a "quantitative" to a 
"qualitative" arms race . .  It is time, in the 
SALT talks, that we complete the stage of agree­
ing on ceilings and get down to the centerpiece 
of SALT -- the actual negotiation of reductions 
in strategic forces and measures effectively 
halting the race in strategic weapons technology .... 
The longer effective arms reduction is postponed, 
the more likely it is that other nations will 
be encouraged to develop their own nuclear ca­
pability." 

Carter suggested that the United States and the 
Soviet Union should immediately "conclude an 
agreement prohibiting all nuclear explosions 
for a period of five years, whether they be 
weapons tests or so-called "peaceful" nuclear 
explosions, and encourage all other countries 
to join ... A comprehensive test ban would signal 
to the world the determination of the signatory 
states to call ahalt to the further development 
of nuclear weaponry." 

Regarding the spread of nuclear power facilities 
to developing nations, Carter argues that "the 
danger is not so much in the spread of nuclear 
reactors themselves, for nuclear reactor fuel 
is not suitable for use directly in the produc­
tion of nuclear weapons. The far greater danger 
lies in the spread of facilities for the enrich­
ment of uranium and the reprocessing of nuclear 
reactor fuel -- because highly enriched uranium 
can be used to produce weapons and because plu­
tonium, when separated from the remainder of spent 
fuel, can also be used to produce nuclear weapons." 
The United States should, he says: 

1. "(F) ulfill its decade-old promise to put its 
peaceful nuclear facilities under international 
safeguards to demonstrate that we too are pre­
pared to accept the same arrangements as the non­
weapon states;" 
2. "(C)all on all nations of the world to adopt 
a voluntary moratorium on the national purchase 
or sale of enrichment or processing plants;" 
3. Carter argues that "we should also give the most 
serious consideration to the establishment of 
centralized multinational enrichment facilities 
involving developing countries' investment par­
ticipation;" and 
4. Proposes that the United States, in cooperation 
with other countries, assure the developing na­
tions of an adequate supply of enriched uranium 
to eliminate their need for processing plants. 

"We and our allies must work together to limit 
the flow of arms into the developing world ... ! 
am particularly concerned by our nation's role 
as the world's leading arms salesman ... Can we 
be both the world's leading champion of peace 
and the world's leading supplier of the weapons 
of war? If I become President I will work 
with our allies, some of whom are also selling 
arms, to increase the emphasis on peace and 
to reduce the commerce in weapons of war." 
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MILITA RY INTER VENTION & C OVER T ACTIONS 

Ford campaign 
response to 
N.C. Common 
Cause, 
3/17/76 

Ford Message to 
Congress on CIA, 
2/18/76 

Ford Executive Order 
on U.S. Foreign Intel­
ligence Activities, 
2/18/76 

Anthony Lew is, 
New York Times, 
2/19/76 

vJhite House 
Pres� C�nference, 
12/20/75 

New York Times, 
3/13/76 

Ford 

The President's program for intelligence agencies 
will give the u.s. a strong and effective 
capability to collect and analyze intelligence and 
to conduct necessary covert action in a consti­
tutional and lawful manner "never aimed at our 
own citizens." 

Ford's message to Congress and· his preceding 
press conference did not use the word "covert" but 
in the message Ford said of his Executive Order 
issued the same day: "I believe it will eliminate 
abuses and questionable activities on the part of 
the (U.S.) foreign intelligence agencies" without 
hindering their legitimate activities. 

He asked Congress for legislation authorizing 
electronic surveillance in the U.S. for foreign 
intelligence purposes, upon a judicial warrant, 
and the opening of U.S. mail sent to or from sus­
pected foreign agents engaged in spying, sabotage 
or terrorism, if a federal judge consents. Ford 
also asked Congress to make it a crime to plan or 
carry out an assassination of a foreign official 
in peacetime. 

Section 5 of the Executive Order, entitled "Re­
strictions on Intelligence Activities," said that 
measures employed to get information about other 
governments "must be conducted in a manner which 
preserves and respects our established concepts of 
privacy and our civil liberties." 

It prohibited physical surveillance of u.s. citi­
zens and resident aliens except for specified ex� 
ceptions; prohibited the CIA from performing 
electronic surveillance within the U.S. and said 
other agencies must operate within proced�res ap­
proved by the Attorney General; prohibited infil­
tration within the U.S. of organizations except 
those composed primarily o f  foreigners believed to 
be acting for a foreign po wer; and specified the 
conditions under which information on domestic 
activities of U.S. persons could be collected. 

Except for the ban on foreign assassinations, 
Ford's Executive Order proposes no substantive 
limitations on the kinds of activities that U.S. 
intelligence agencies may engage in abroad. 

Ford described U.S. actions in Angola as "a 
legitimate covert operation where not one 
American military personnel was involved" and 
said it would be inappropriate to give any de­
tails r.bcttt a "co•,crt actj_on case." 

Referring to the conflict in Angola during an 
Illinois press interview, Ford warned the Soviet 
Union and Cuba against "international adven­
turism" and said the United States had "all kinds 
of contingency plans for all kinds of potential 
action" by Moscow or Havana. 
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MILITARY INTERVENTION & COVERT ACTIONS 

Carter 

"Democratic processes may in some countries bring 
to power parties or leaders whose ideologies are 
not shared by most Americans. We may not welcome 
these changes; we will certainly not encourage 
them. But we must respect the results of demo­
cratic elections and the right of countries to 
make their own free choice if we are to remain 
faithful to our own ideals. We must learn to 
live with diversity, and we can continue to 
cooperate, so long as such political parties 
respect the democratic process, uphold existing 
international commitments, and are not subser­
vient to external political direction." 

"We have learned that never again should our 
country become militarily involved in the in­
ternal affairs of another nation unless there 
is a direct and obvious threat to the security 
of the United States or its people • • •  The CIA 
must operate within the law. The President must 
be willing to accept responsibility for the mis­
takes within the executive branch and to take 
specific steps to see that they do not recur. 
Intelligence is a service to allow foreign 
policy to be based on more complete information. 
The function of the intelligence agency should 
be to provide this service, not to overthrow 
governments or make foreign policy unilaterally 
or in secret." 

"Our security is certainly not in danger in 
Angola, so I don't favor military involvement 
of this country in Angola at all." 

MILITARY SPENDING & MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

State of the Union 
Message, 
1/19/76 

Budget Message, 
1/21/76 

Wash. Star, 
3/13/76 

Ford 

"Only from a position of strength can we nego­
tiate a balanced agreement to l i mi t the growth 

of nuclear arms. Only a balanced agreement will 

serve our interest and minimize the threat of 
nuclear confrontation." 

"The amounts I seek will prov i de the national 
defense it now appears we need. We dare not do 
less. And if our efforts to secure international 
arms limitations falter, we will need to do more." 

Speaking at Wheaton College, Ill., Ford said : 

"This country is second to none in the capability 
that is req uired to protect our country. We do 
have the best trained, the best equipped, the 
best led, the most alert military force in the 
history of the United States." 
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MILITARY SPENDING & MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

Ford (continued) 

In answer to a question, Ford said the U.S. had 
a declining capability in defense policy for 10 
to 15 years, "spending a lesser and lesser 
amount in real dollars. I think the time has come 
that we must reverse that trend." 

In the text of his speech Ford said he had sub­
mitted a "record peacetime defense budget request 
of $112.7 billion" that represented an increase 
in real dollars of $7.4 billion. That will 

improve the strength and readiness of the armed 
services "while trimming off all the fat that we 
can," he said, adding: 

"Funds are included for 16 new Navy ships and con­
tinued modernization of the fleet, including 
nuclear-powered submarines and guided missile 
frigates. I will ask for more in the way of Navy 
shipbuilding if a current study shows we need a 
faster buildup. Work will continue on the Trident 
submarine, .the B-1 strategic bomber, cruise missiles 
and ballistic missiles, a new combat fighter for 
the Army and for the Navy and the Air Force, and 
advance tanks, amphibious and infantry vehicles for 
the Army." 

His budget, he said, would "maintain a position of 
unquestioned strength" for the United States and 
help promote peace. 

Speaking in Dallas and El Paso, without mentioning· 
Reagan by name, Ford warned against "hot words 
or rash acts," said that keepino the peace means 
avoiding "reckless confrontation" and weighing 
words carefully, and that where military strategy 
calls for "clear-cut superiority, the f�ct is we 
are first." He referred to the accuracy of u.s. 

ballistic missiles and the number of missile war­
heads, strategic bombers and aircraft carriers as 
advantages the u.s. has over Russia. 

Speaking to the D.A.R., Ford denounced Reagan's 
charges that the U.S. had slipped behind Russia 
in military strength. The United States, Ford 
said, "is the single most powerful nation on earth 
-- indeed, in all history -- and we're going to 
keep it that way." 

In a supplemental appropriation request to Congress, 
President Ford, just before leaving on a campaign 
trip to Texas, asked for $322.4 million to continue 
production of the Minuteman III missile on an optional 
basis, and to produce improved nuclear warheads and 
build supporting facilities. 

This reversed a tentative decision in the January 
defense budget to halt production of'Minuteman III. 
The turn-around was ascribed by the White House to 
the lack of progress at the SALT talks. 

With the approval of the President, Secretary of 
Defense Rumsfeld asked Congress to increase Navy 
shipbuilding funds by $974 million, to $7.3 billion, 
so that the u.s. could retain its naval superiority 
over Russia through the year 2000. 
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MILITARY SPENDING .& . MILITARY AS SISTANCE 

Ford (continued) 

In response to a 1974 law urging that the mili-
tary assistanc� program be phased out quickly, 
Ford said: "I firmly believe that grant military 
assistance in some form will remain a basic require­
ment for an effective U.S. foreign policy for the 
foreseeable future." He opposed "an arbitrary 
termination date" for such assistance. 

But in response to Congress he said he had made a 
28% reduction in grants for milita ry assistance in 
fiscal 1977 but warned that in most cases these 
cuts would have to be offset by increased credit 
for foreign military sales. 

P:esi�ent Fo:d vetoes the $4.4 billion foreign 
a7d

.
b1ll, wh7ch �ontains $2.2 billion for Israel, 

c1t1ng const1tut1onal problems and "unwise re­
stric�iox:s" on his ability to make foreign policy 
R e�t:1ct1ons he objected to included: a $9 billion 
ce717ng on military sales, which he said limits u.s. 

�b1l1ty to help our friends and "obstructs u.s. 
1n�ustry from competing fairly with foreign sup­
P�l�rs;" a l�gislated end to military grants and 
m7l1ta�y a�v1sory teams in two years; and Congres­
Slonal rev1ew and veto power over major arms sales. 

Carter 

"Without endangering the defense of our nation 
or our commitments to our allies, we can reduce 
present defense expenditures by about $5 to $7 
billion annually." Carter indicated that the 
savings could be achieved by being "hard-headed 
in the development of new weapons systems" 
and by cutting unnecessary upper-echelon mili­
tary personnel to produce a more streamlined 
command structure. 

Carter reaffirmed his opposition to the pro­
duction of the B-1 bomber. "The B-1 bomber 
is an example of a proposed system which should 
not be funded and would be wasteful of tax­
payers' dollars." 

In a Plains, Ga., press conference following 
a session with his defense policy advisers, 
Carter refused to say whether he felt defense 
spending should be reduced, increased, or 
maintained at its present level. "I can't 
ans\ver that question yet. My belief has not 
been shaken that compared to the present de­
fense budget, as it evolves from one year to 
another, no matter what the level (of spending) 
is, that a saving can be realized of roughly 
5 to 7 per cent through some of the changes 
that I have advocated ... But I can't give you 
at this point an exact figure on next year's 
or the following year's defense budget." 

Carter also said military reserve forces were 
inadequately trained and "quite often are shot 
through with politics." A "major objective" 
of his presidency, he said, would be to work 
with governors to reform the national guard 
and reserves� He advocated a "much tighter 
interrelationship" and "much greater sharing 
of responsibility" between reserve and active 
armed forces. 

' ( 
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MILITARY SPENDING & MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

"Troops Overseas," 
campaign statement, 
undated 

Speech to the 
Foreign Policy 
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York, 6/23/76 

White House 
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Ford Campaign flyer, 
"Foreign Affairs," 
(undated) 

Carter (continued) 

Noting that the governments of Thailand and the 
Philippines have suggested removal of our troops 
or a reduction in number, Carter said: "I would 
certainly accomodate these requests and, in 
carefully staged withdrawals, would remove 
most of our troops from South Korea." 

"We still have too many military bases and troops -
overseas . . •  Troop commitments to NATO territory 
in E urope and Japan should be reduced more 
gradually to a slightly lower number," with those 
countries sharing some of the costs. 

"There is • . •  a pressing need for us and our allies 
to undertake a review of NATO's forces and its 
strategies in light of the changing military 
environment. A comprehensive program to de­
velop, procure and equip NATO with the more 
accurate air defense and anti-tank weapons made 
possible by the new technology is needed to 
increase NATO's defensive power. Agreement 
on stockpiles and on the prospective length of 
any potential conflict is necessary. We should 
also review the structure of NATO reserve forces 
so they can be committed to combat sooner." 

"\Vi th regard to our primary Paci fie ally, Japan, 
we will maintain our existing security arrange­
ments, so long as that remains the wish of the 
Ja panese people and government." 

DETENTE 

Ford 

A reporter asked if the U.S. was getting as much 
out of detente as the Soviet Union is and Ford 
replied, after citing his strong national security 
record: "I believe that in our attempt to ease 
tensions between the Soviet Union and the United 
S�ates, we have achieved a two-way street." He 
said he expected that policy to continue. 

According to Ford, "Angola is an example of where 
I think detente has not worked the way it should 
work, and we strongly object to it." However, he 
said the framework of detente had worked well in 
SALT I and in the five-year grain agreement with 
the Soviet Union, and in the long run woul d help 
produce a settlement in the Middle East. 

Early in 1975, the flyer says, President Ford told 
about his efforts to cool the cold war: " ... De­
tente literally means 'easing' or 'relaxing,' but 
definitely not -- and I emphasize not -- the re­
laxing of diligence or easing of effort. Rather, 
it means movement away from the constant crisis 
and dangerous confrontations that have character·­
ized relations with the Soviet Union .... It repre-
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DETENTE 

Ford (continued) 

sents our best efforts to cool the cold war which . , 

on occas�on became much too hot for comfort .... To 
me, detente means a fervent desire for peace --
b�t not peace at any price. It means the preserva­
t�on of fundamental American principles not their 
sacrifice." 

' 

In an interview with a Miami television r epor ter 
Ford said: "I don't use the word detente any 
more. I think what we ought to say is that the 
Uni�ed St�tes will meet with the superpowers, the 
Sov1et Un1on and with China and others, and 
seek to relax tensions so that we can continue 
a policy of peace through strength." 

Carter 

"The relationship of detente is one of both co­
operation and competition, of new kinds of con­
tacts in some areas along with continued hostility 
in others. In the troubled 'history of our rela­
tionships with the Soviet Union, this is where 
we have arrived. The·benefits of detente must 
accrue to both sides, or they are worthless. 
Their mutual advantage must be apparent or the 
American people will not support the policy." 

"Detente can be an instrument for long-term 
peaceful change within the Communist system, as 
well as in the rest of the world . • •  Our vision 
must be of a more pluralistic world and not 
of a communist monolith. We must pay more at­
tention to China and to Eastern Europe. It is 
in our interest and in the interest of world 
peace to promote a more pluralistic communist 
world." 

"We must reiterate to the Soviets than an enduring 
American-Soviet detente cannot ignore the legiti­
mate aspirations of other nations." Carter ex­
pressed his concern over the "long-range prospects 
for Rumanian and Yugoslavian independence" and 
the Soviet imposition on Poland "of a constitu-
tion that ratifies its status as a Soviet Satellite." 

"We should make it clear that detente requires 
that the Soviets, as well as the United States, 
refrain from irresponsible intervention in other 
countries. The Russians have no more business 
in Angola than we have . . •  We must likewise insist 
that the Soviet Union and other countries recog­
nize the human rights of all citizens who live 
within their boundaries, whether they be blacks 
in Rhodesia, Asians in Uganda, or Jews in the 
Soviet Union." 

"Ne need to recognize also that in recent years 
our Western European allies have been deeply 
concerned, and j ustly so, by our unilateral 
dealings with the Soviet Union. To the maximum 
extent possible, our dealings with the communist 
powers should reflect the combined views of the 
democracies, and thereby avoid suspicions by our 
allies that we may be disregarding their interests." 
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PROBLEMS .OF DEVELOPING NATIONS 

Ford 

In response to a question during the New Hampshire 
primary campaign, Ford said: "How do I feel 
about foreign aid? • • .  I think the United States 
should have a responsible foreign aid program 
for two reasons: One, humanitarian. We ought 
to help people less well off than ourselves. 
Americans are generous, humane and we ought to 
help them. Secondly, I think we ought to in 
order to help ourselves in the implementation 
and execution of our foreign policy." 

In interviews during the Illinois primary cam­
paign, Ford told reporters "the United States. 
should have a meaningful presence in substantial 
parts of Africa. I don't believe we should stand 
idly by while the Soviet Union and Cuba seek 
control and dominate significant parts of Africa ... 

Ford gave his backing to an $85 million addition 
to his foreign aid bill to provide economic as­
sistance to African nations. The original Ad­
ministration bill contained no appropriations 
for Africa. An Administration memorandum on 
the aid supplement "is pursuant to Admin"istration 
efforts to maintain peace and stability in Africa 
and to preclude foreign intervention, all of which 
is essential to American interests in that part 
of the world." 

Carter 

"We have all seen the growth of North-South 
tensions in world affairs, tensions that are 
often based on legitimate economic grievances . . •  

The democratic nations must respond to the 
challenge of human need on three levels. First, 
by widening the opportunities for genuine North­
South consultations • . .  Secondly, by assisting 
those nations that are in direst need • . •  We can 
work to lower trade barriers and make a major 
effort to provide increased support to the inter­
national agencies that now make capital avail-

able to the Third World • . .  It is also time for 
the Soviet Union, which donates only about 
one-tenth of one percent of its GNP to foreign 
aid -- and mostly for political ends -- to 
act more generously toward global economic 
development." 

Carter calls for the establishment of a "World 
Development Budget .. to coordinate development 
resources contributed by the United States, 
Europe, Japan and the OPEC countries. 

Carter proposes a "World Energy Conference" 
to pool international technological resources 
and, among other things, to "advise countries, 
particularly in the developing world, on the 
development of sound national energy policies • • •  

Many countries, particularly in the developing 
world, are being forced into a premature nuclear 
commitment because they do not have the know­
ledge and the means to explore other possibili­
ties ... More should be done to help the developing 
countries develop their oil, gas, and coal 
resources. 

. �- ·. : .. 
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PROBLEMS OF D EVELOPING NATIONS 

Carter (continued) 

There cannot be a.stable world.order "when 
people of many nations of the world suffer 
starvation" and there are no international 
arrangements to supply the world's food and 
energy needs. 

"I might add, on the subject of foreign aid, 
that while we are a generous nation we are not 
a foolish nation, and our people will expect 
recipient nations to undertake needed reforms 
to promote their own development. Moreover, 
all nations must recognize that the North-South 
relationship is not made easier by one-sided 
self-righteousness, by the exercise of automatic 
m�jorities in world bodies, nor by intolerance 
for the views or the very existence of other 
nations." 

"Emergency food aid should not be used as a 
diplomatic tool. However, in trade discussion, 
like with the Russians, we should strive to 
some diplomatic concessions in return." 

THE MIDDLE EAST 

Ford 

President Ford hailed the Sinai agreement as an 
"historic" achievement and a "constructive con­
tribution" to peace in the Middle East. He told 
Congress there would be "serious repercussions" 
if it did not approve the stationing of U.S. 
civilians as monitors in the Sinai. 

The military hardware that the U.S. has supplied 
to Israel over the years protects the survival of 
that country but the secret agreement made in con­
nection with the Sinai arrangement does not indi­
cate a security treaty is in the works, Ford said. 

In answer to a question, Ford said he was optimistic 
that the difficult problems in the Middle East 
could be worked out with the help of the United 
States, "bearing in mind that this country is 
dedicated to the security and survival of the 
government of Israel, that this country believes 
that we have to work with some of the Arab nations 
to convince them of our g ood faith, and they can 
trust us." 

Asked about restrictions Congress had placed on his 
foreig n policies, Ford cited the Jackson amendment 
to the Trade Act as "a bad mistake." He said "the 
net result" of the amendment "was a slowdown in 
Soviet Jewish emigration to Israel." 

White. House press secretary Rsm Nessen acknowl­
edged that the President's new budget calls for 
$500 million less military aid to Israel in 
fiscal 1977 than the $1.5 billion provided this 
year. He said Ford believed his program "is 
fully adequate to meet Israel's future security 
requirements." 
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THE MIDDLE EAST 

Ford (continued) 

Ford announced Nov. 20 that he was issuing regula­
tions to prevent U.S. busi nessmen from complying 
with foreign boycotts based on racial or religious 
discrimination. He also directed that all assjgn­
ments of U.S. personnel to posts abroad be made 
on merit and not on the exclusionary policies of 
host countries. 

After a private meeting with the President, a 
group of American Jewish leaders said that despite 
their protests Ford intended to recommend lifting 
the military em bargo against Egypt. They said he 
assured them that nothing more than the sale of 
six C-130 military transport planes was contemplated 
now. 

The sources also said that Ford flatly denied a 
statement in Edward Sheehan's article in Foreign 
Policy magazine, based on briefings by Kissinger's 
staff in part, that asserted that the President had 
told President Sadat that the u.s. favored the 
return to Egypt of all the land seized by Israel 
in the 1967 war. 

In a radio interview Ford said six C-130s would 
not upset the military balance between Egypt and 
Israel and that because Egypt had cut off military 
relations with Russia, the u.s. should take a 
responsible look at Egypt's military needs. 

Carter 

Carter believes that Secretary Kissinger's step­
by-step approach to Middle East negotiations has 
reached the end of its usefulness. "Only face­
to-face communications (between the Israelis and 
the Arab states) can build a trust and insure the 
accomodations that will be needed. By insisting 
on these kinds of talks, by demonstrating the 
seriousness of our commitment to peace, we can 
use our influence to prepare all sides for the 
best way out of this tragic conflict." 

"I favor early movement toward discussion of the 
outline of an eventual overall settlement • • . •  

A limited settlement, as we have seen in the past, 
still leaves unresolved the underlying threat to 
Israel." 

Carter is against any U.S. military involvement 
in the Middle East and favors improved relations 
with the Arab states as well as with Israel. 

"Israel has never sought American soldiers and 
in all of the many discussions I have had with 
top Israeli leaders • • •  ! have never heard an 
Israeli leader say they might some day need 
American troops • • •  They seek only the tools for 
their own defense. We should continue to supply, 
in the full amount necessary, economic and mili-
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Carter (continued) 

tary aid so that Israel can pursue peace from a 
position of strength and power . • . •  We should con­
tinue to aid Israel's economy, which has been 
strained to the utmost by the burdens of defense." 

"I said two months ago that I do not favor 
supplying offensive weapons to Egypt, and I 
still hold to that view. We should help Egypt 
obtain housing and jobs and health care for its 
people, not such offensive weapons as tanks and 
attack planes and missiles." 

PANAMA 

Ford 

The paper quotes Secretary Kissinger as saying 
in March 1975 that a new treaty with Panama is 
needed that will make the U.S. and Panama 
"partners in the operation of the canal" while 
protecting the essential national interests of 
both. 

The paper says the Administration will consult 
closely with Congress on the treaty and that 
"The President has no intention of proposing to 
the Congress any agreement with Panama that 
would not protect our vital interests." 

Ford said the treaty negotiations "are dead­
locked. I can assure you that I will not do 
anything that will jeopardize the defense of 
the canal or the operations of the canal." 

At a press conference in Dallas April 10, 
Ford said: "I can simply say -- and say it 
emphatically -- that the United States will 
never give up its defense rights to the Panama 
Canal and will never give up its operational 
rights as far as Panama is concerned." 

After Congressmen asserted that this statement 
was contrary to secret testimony Ambassador 
Bunker gave on U.S. negotiation objectives, 
White House Press Secretary Nessen said that 
if the President had spoken in more detail, 
he would have referred to 1974 principles 
agreed to 'by the U.S. and Panama that would give 
Panama operational rights over the canal when 
the new treaty under negotiation terminates. 

In an interview with Texas reporters, the 
transcript of which was released in Indianapolis, 
Ford said a halt to negotiations with Panama 
would provoke "bloody warfare" and "turn all 
of South and Latin America against the United 
States." 
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PANAMA 

Ford (continued) 

Speaking in Fort Wayne, Ind., the Pr esid ent 
promised that the u.s. will have "absolute 
cc:>ntr�l" c:>ver the canal during its "economic 
l1fe, wh1ch he'·estimated at about 50 more 
years. 

Carter 

"I am not in favor of relinquishing actual control 
of the Panama Canal or its use to any other nation. 
However, I think there are several things that can 
be done to eliminate the feeling among Panamanians 
that they were excluded in 1903. I would certainly 
be willing to renegotiate the payment terms on the 
Canal, and I would be willing to remove the word 
'perpetuity' from the present agreement." 

# # # 

In preparing these profiles, Common Cause compiled issue materials 
released directly by the candidates and records of their positions 
as-reported by major news media. Common Cause has communicated with 
each Presidential campaign seeking cooperation in this project. In 
addition, members of Common Cause in relevant states have monitored 
Presidential candidates' positions as reported by local media or 
stated in local campaign literature prepared by the candidates. All 
positions ascribed to the candidates are attributed by source and 
date, and all source materials are available for media use in the 
Common Cause Washington office. The profiles do not purport to be 
inclusive, but contain information gathered by Common Cause thus far 
in the campaign. 
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Ford (continued) 

In answer to a question, Ford said the U.S. had 
a declining capability in defense policy for 10 
to 15 years, "spending a lesser and lesser 
amount in real dollars. I think the time has come 
that we must reverse that trend." 

In the text of his speech Ford said he had sub­
mitted a "record peacetime defense budget request 
of $112.7 billion" that represented an increase 
in real dollars of $7.4 billion. That will 
improve the strength and readiness of the armed 
services "while trimming off all the fat that we 
can," he said, adding: 

"Funds are included for 16 new Navy ships and con­
tinued modernization of the fleet, including 
nuclear-powered submarines and guided missile 
frigates. I will ask for more in the way of Navy 
shipbuilding if a current study shows we need a 
faster buildup. Work will continue on the Trident 
submarine, .the B-1 strategic bomber, cruise missiles 
and ballistic missiles, a new combat fighter for 
the Army and for the Navy and the Air Force, and 
advance tanks, amphibious and infantry vehicles for 
the Army." 

His budget, he said, would "maintain a position of 
unquestioned strength" for the United States and 
help promote peace. 

Speaking in Dallas and El Paso, without.mentioning· 
Reagan by name, Ford warned against "hot words 
or rash acts," said that keepinq the peace means 
avoiding "reckless confrontation" and weighing 
words carefully, and that where military strategy 
calls for "clear-cut superiority, the f�ct is we 
are first." He referred to the accuracy of u.s. 

ballistic missiles and the number of missile war­
heads, strategic bombers and aircraft carriers as 
advantages the U.S. has over Russia. 

Speaking to the D.A.R., Ford denounced Reagan's 
charges that the u.s. had slipped behind Russia 
in military strength. The United States, Ford 
said, "is the single most powerful nation on earth 
-- indeed, in all history -- and we're going to 
keep it that way." 

In a supplemental appropriation request to Congress, 
President Ford, just before leaving on a campaign 
trip to Texas, asked for $322.4 million to continue 
production of the Minuteman III missile on an optional 
basis, and to produce improved nuclear warheads and 
build supporting facilities. 

This reversed a tentative decision in the January 
defense budget to halt production of Minuteman III. 
The turn-around was ascribed by the White House to 
the lack of progress at the SALT talks. 

With the approval of the President, Secretary of 
Defense Rumsfeld asked Congress to increase Navy 
shipbuilding funds by $974 million, to $7.3 billion, 
so that the U.S. could retain its naval superiority 
over Russia through the year 2000. 
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MILITARY SPENDING & MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

Ford (continued} 

In response to a 1974 law urging that the mili-
tary assistance program be pha s ed out quickly, 

• • 

Ford said: "I firmly believe that g rant military 
assistance in some form will remain a basic require­
ment for an effective U.S. foreign policy for the 
foreseeable future." - He opposed "an arbitrary 
termination date" for such assistance. 

But in response to Congress he said he had made a 
28% reduction in grants for military assistance in 
fiscal 1977 but warned that in most cases these 
cuts would have to be offset by increased credit 
for foreign mi l itary sal es . 

P�esi�ent Fo�d vetoes the $4.4 billion foreign 
a7d

.
blll, whlch contains $2.2 billion for Isra el, 

Cltlng constitutional problems and "unwise re­
stric�io�s" on his

.
ability to make foreign policy 

R e�t�lCtlons
.

h7 obJected to included: a $9 billion 
ce717ng on mllltary sales, which he said limits u.s. 

�blllty to help our friends and "obstructs u.s. 

ln�ustry from competing fairly with foreign sup­
P�l7rs;" a 17gislated end to military grants and 
m7l2ta�y a�vlsory teams in two years; and Congr es­
Slonal revlew and veto power over major arms sales. 

Carter 

"Without endangering the defense of our nation 
or our commitments to our allies, we can reduce 
present defense expenditures by about $5 to $7 
billion annually." Carter indicated that the 
savings could be achieved by being "hard-headed 
in the development of new weapons systems" 
and by cutting unnecessary upper-echelon mili­
tary personnel to produce a more streamlined 
command structure. 

Carter reaffirmed his opposition to the pro­
duction of the B-1 bomber. "The B-1 bomber 
is an example of a proposed system which should 
not be funded and would be wasteful of tax­
payers' dollars." 

In a Plains, Ga., press conference following 
a session with his defense policy advisers, 
Carter refused to say whether he felt defense 
spending should be reduced, increased, or 
maintained at its present level. "I can't 
answer that question yet. My belief has not 
been shaken that compared to the present de­
fense budget, as it evolves from one year to 
another, no matter what the level (of spending) 
is, that a saving can be realized of roughly 
5 to 7 per cent through some of the changes 
that I have advocated • . •  But I can't give you 
at this point an exact figure on next year's 
or the following year's defense budget." 

Carter also said military reserve forces were 
inadequately trained and "quite often are shot 
through with politics." A "major objective" 
of his presidency, he said, would be to work 
with governors to reform the national guard 
and reserves. He advocated a "much tighter 
interrelationship" and "much greater sharing 
of responsibility" between reserve and active 
armed forces. 
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Carter (continued) 

Noting that the governments of Thailand and the 
Philippines have suggested removal of our troops 
or a reduction in number, Carter said: "I would 
certainly accomodate these requests and, in 
carefully staged withdrawals, would remove 
most of our troops from South Korea." 

"We still have too many military bases and troops -
overseas ... Troop commitments to NATO territory 
in E urope and Japan should be reduced more 
gradually to a slightly lower number," with those 
countries sharing some of the costs. 

"There is • • •  a pressing need for us and our allies 
to undertake a review of NATO's forces and its 
strategies in light of the changing military 
environment. A comprehensive program to de­
velop, procure and equip NATO with the more 
accurate air defense and anti-tank weapons made 
possible by the new technology is needed to 
increase NATO's defensive power. Agreement 
on stockpiles and on the prospective length of 
any potential conflict is necessary. We should 
also review the structure of NATO reserve forces 
so they can be conunitted to combat sooner." 

"With regard to our primary Pacific ally, Japan, 
we will maintain our existing security arrange­
ments, so long as that remains the wish of the 
Japanese people and government." 

DETENT E 

Ford 

A reporter asked if the U.S. was getting as much 
out of detente as the Soviet Union is and Ford 
replied, after citing his strong national security 
record: "I believe that in our attempt to ease 
tensions between the Soviet Union and the United 
States, we have achieved a two-way street." He 
said he expected that policy to continue. 

According to Ford, "Angola is an example of where 
I think detente has not worked the way it should 
work, and we strongly object to it." However, he 
said the framework of detente had worked well in 
SALT I and in the five-year grain agreement with 
the Soviet Union, and in the long run would help 
produce a settlement in the Middle East. 

Early in 1975, the flyer says, President Ford told 
about his efforts to cool the cold war: " ... De­
tente literally means 'easing' or 'relaxing,' but 
definitely not -- and I emphasize not -- the re­
laxing of diligence or easing of effort. Rather, 
it means movement away from the constant crisis 
and dangerous confrontations that have character·­
ized relations with the Soviet Union .... It repre-
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DETENTE 

Ford (continued) 

. .. 

sents our best efforts to cool the cold war which 
0 ' on occaslon became much too hot for comfort .... To me, detente means a fervent desire for peace --b�t not peace at any price. It means the preserva� tlon.o � fundamental American principles, not their sacrlflce." 

In an interview with a Miami television reporter Ford said: "I don't use the word detente any �ore. I think what we ought to say is that the Uni�ed St�tes will meet with the superpowers, the Sov1et Unlon and with China and others, and seek to relax tensions so that we can continue a policy of peace through strength." 

Carter 

"The relationship of detente is one of both co­
operation and competition, of new kinds of con­
tacts in some areas along with continued hostility 
in others. In the troubled ·history of our rela­
tionships with the Soviet Union, this is where 
we have arrived. The benefits of detente must 
accrue to both sides, or they are worthless. 
Their mutual advantage must be apparent or the 
American people will not support the policy." 

"Detente can be an instrument for long-term 
peaceful change within the Communist system, as 
well as in the rest of the world . . •  Our vision 
must be of a more pluralistic world and not 
of a communist monolith. We must pay more at­
tention to China and to Eastern Europe. It is 
in our interest and in the interest of world 
peace to promote a more pluralistic communist 
world." 

"We must reiterate to the Soviets than an enduring 
American-Soviet detente cannot ignore the legiti­
mate aspirations of other nations." Carter ex­
pressed his concern over the "long-range prospects 
for Rumanian and Yugoslavian independence" and 
the Soviet imposition on Poland "of a constitu-
tion that ratifies its status as a Soviet Satellite." 

"We should make it clear that detente requires 
that the Soviets, as well as the United States, 
refrain from irresponsible intervention in other 
countries. The Russians have no more business 
in Angola than we have • • •  We must likewise insist 
that the Soviet Union and other countries recog­
nize the human rights of all citizens who live 
within their boundaries, whether they be blacks 
in Rhodesia, Asians in Uganda, or Jews in the 
Soviet Union." 

"�t\le need to recognize also that in recent years 
our vJestern European allies have beeri deeply 
concerned, and justly so, by our unilateral 
dealings with the Soviet Union. To the maximum 
extent possible, our dealings with the communist 
powers should reflect the combined views of the 
democracies, and thereby avoid suspicions by our 
allies that we may be disregarding their interests." 
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Ford 

In response to a question during the New Hampshire 
primary campaign, Ford said: "How do I feel 
about foreign aid? • • .  I think the United States 
should have a responsible foreign aid program 
for two reasons: One, humanitarian. We ought 
to help people less well off than ourselves. 
Americans are generous, humane and we ought to 
help them. Secondly, I think we ought to in 
order to help ourselves in the implementation 
and execution of our foreign policy." 

In interviews during the Illinois primary cam­
paign, Ford told reporters "the United States. 
should have a meaningful presence in substantial 
parts of Africa. I don't believe we should stand 
idly by while the Soviet Union and Cuba seek 
control and dominate significant parts of Africa." 

Ford gave his backing to an $85 million addition 
to his foreign aid bill to provide economic as­
sistance to African nations. The original Ad­
ministration bill contained no appropriations 
for Africa. An Administration memorandum on 
the aid supplement "is pursuant to Administration 
efforts to maintain peace and stability in Africa 
and to preclude foreign intervention, all of which 
is essential to American interests in that part 
of the world." 

Carter 

"We have all seen the·growth of North-South 
tensions in world affairs, tensions that are 
often based on legitimate economic grievances • • •  

The democratic nations must respond to the 
challenge of human need on three levels. First, 
by widening the opportunities for genuine North­
South consultations . • •  Secondly, by assisting 
those nations that are in direst need . . •  We can 
work to lower trade barriers and make a major 
effort to provide increased support to the inter­
national agencies that now make capital avail-
able to the Third World • . .  It is also time for 
the Soviet Union, which donates only about 
one-tenth of one percent of its GNP to foreign 
aid -- and mostly for political ends -- to 
act more generously toward global economic 
development." 

Carter calls for the establishment of a "World 
Development Budget" to coordinate development 
resources contributed by the United States, 
Europe, Japan and the OPEC countries. 

Carter proposes a "World Energy Conference" 
to pool international technological resources 
and, among other things, to "advise countries, 
particularly in the developing world, on the 
development of sound national energy policies • • •  

:r-lany countries, particularly in the developing 
world, are being forced in�o a premature nuclear 
commitment because they do not have the know­
ledge and the means to explore other possibili-
ties ... More should be done to help the developing 
countries develop their oil, gas, and coal 
resources. 

. .  , ·  ; _ _  
. . 
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PROBLEMS OF D EVELOPING NATIONS 

Carter (co�tinued) 

There cannot be a.stable world order "when 
people of many nations of the world suffer 
starvation" and there are no intern�tional 
arrangements to supply the world's food and 
energy needs. 

· 

• ,, -_ . .,r 

"I might add, on the subject of foreign aid, 
that while we are a generous nation we are not 
a foolish nation, and our people will expect 
recipient nations to undertake needed reforms 
to promote their own development. Moreover, 
all nations must recognize that the North-South 
relationship is not made easier by one-sided 
self-righteousness, by the exercise of automatic 
m�jorities in world bodies, nor by intolerance 
for the views or the very existence of other 
nations." 

"Emergency food aid should not be used as a 
diplomatic tool. However, in trade discussion, 
like with the Russians, we should strive to 
some diplomatic concessions in return." 

THE MIDDLE EAST 

Ford 

President Ford hailed the Sinai agreement as an 
"historic" achievement and a "constructive con­
tribution" to peace in the Middle East. He told 
Congress there would be "serious repercussions" 
if it did not approve the stationing of U.S. 
civilians as monitors in the Sinai. 

The military hardware that the U.S. has supplied 
to Israel over the years protects the survival of 
that country but the secret agreement made in con­
nection with the Sinai arr angement does not indi­
cate a security treaty is in the works, Ford said. 

In answer to a question, Ford said he was optimistic 
that the difficult problems in the Middle East 
could be worked out with the help of the United 
States, "bearing in mind that this country is 
dedicated to th� security and survival of the 
government of Israel, that this country believes 
that we have to work with some of the Arab nations 
to convince them of our good faith, and they can 
trust us." 

Asked about restrictions Congress had placed on his 
foreign policies, Ford cited the Jackson amendment 
to the Trade Act as "a bad mistake." He said "the 
net result" of the amendment "was a slowdown in 
Soviet Jewish emigration to Israel." 

White. House press secretary R<;:m Nessen acknowl­
edged that the President's new budget calls for 
$500 million less military aid to Israel in 
fiscal 1977 than the $1.5 billion provided this 
year. He said Ford believed his program "is 
fully adequate to meet Israel's future security 
requirements." 
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THE MIDDLE EAST 

Ford (continued) 

Ford announced Nov. 20 that he was issuing regula­
tions to prevent U.S. businessmen from complying 
with foreign boycotts based on racial or religious 
discrimination. He also directed that all assign­
ments of U.S. personnel to posts abroad be made 
on merit and not on the exclusionary policies of 
host countries. 

After a private meeting wit h the President, a 
group of American Jewish leaders said that despite 
their protests Ford intended to recommend lifting 
the military embargo against Egypt. They said he 
assured them that nothing more than the sale of 
six G-130 military transport planes was contemplated 
now. 

The sources also said that Ford flatly denied a 
statement in Edward Sheehan's article in Foreign 
Policy magazine, based on briefings by Kissinger's 
staff in part, that asserted that the President had 
told President Sadat that the u.s. favored the 
return to Egypt of all the land seized by Israel 
in the 1967 war. 

In a radio interview Ford said six C-130s would 
not upset th e military balance between Egypt and 
Israel and that because Egypt had cut off military 
relations with Russia, the U.S. should take a 
responsible look at Egypt's military needs. 

Carter 

Carter believes that Secretary Kissinger's step­
by-step approach to Middle East negotiations has 
reached the end of its usefulness. "Only face­
to-face communications {between the Israelis and 
the Arab states) can build a trust and insure the 
accomodations that will be needed. By insisting 
on these kinds of talks, by demonstrating the 
seriousness of our commitment to peace, we can 
use our influence to prepare all sides for the 
best way out of this tragic conflict." 

"I favor early movement toward discussion of the 
outline of an eventual overall settlement . . . •  

A limited settlement, as we have seen in the past, 
still leaves unresolved the underlying threat to 
Israel." 

Carter is against any U.S. military involvement 
in the Middle East and favors improved relations 
with the Arab states as well as with Israel. 

"Israel has never sought American soldiers and 
in all of the many discussions I have h ad with 
top Israeli leaders . • •  ! have never heard an 
Israeli leader say they might some day need 
American troops • . .  They seek only the tools for 
their own defense. We should continue to supply, 
in the full amount necessary, economic and mili-
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Carter (continued) 

tary aid so that Israel can pursue peace from a 
position of strength and power . • . .  We should con­
tinue to aid Israel's economy, which has been 
strained to the utmost by the burdens of defense." 

"I said two months ago that I do not favor 
supplying offensive weapons to Egypt, and I 
still hold to that view. We should help Egypt 
obtain housing and jobs and health care for its 
people, not such offensive weapons as tanks and 
attack planes and missiles." 

PANAMA 

Ford 

The paper quotes Secretary Kissinger as saying 
in March 1975 that a new treaty with Panama is 
needed that will make the U.S. and Panama 
"partners in the operation of the canal" while 
protecting the essential national interests of 
both. 

The paper says the Administration will consult 
closely with Congress on the treaty and that 
"The President has no intention of proposing to 
the Congress any agreement with Panama that 
would not protect our vital interests." 

Ford said the treaty negotiations "are dead­
locked. I can assure you that I will not do 
anything that will jeopardize the defense of 
the canal or the operations of the canal." 

At a press conference in Dallas April 10, 

Ford said: "I can simply say -- and say it 
emphatically -- that the United States will 
never give up its defense rights to the Panama 
Canal and will never give up its operational 
rights as far as Panama is concerned." 

After Congressmen asserted that this statement 
was contrary to secret testimony Ambassador 
Bunker gave on U.S. negotiation objectives, 
White House Press Secretary Nessen said that 
if the President had spoken in more detail, 
he would have referred to 1974 principles 
agreed to 'by the U.S. and Panama that would give 
Panama operational rights over the canal when 

the new treaty under negotiation terminates. 

In an interview with Texas reporters, the 
transcript of which was released in Indianapolis, 
Ford said a halt to negotiations with Panama 

would provoke "bloody warfare" and "turn all 

of South and Latin America against the United 
States." 
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PANAMA 

Ford (continued) 

Speaking in Fort Wayne, Ind., the President 
promised that the u.s. will have "absolute 
control" over the canal during its "economic 
life," which he''estimated at about 50 more 
years. 

Carter 

"I am not in favor of relinquishing actual control 
of the Panama Canal or its use to any other nation. 
However, I think there are several things that can 
be done to eliminate the feeling among Panamanians 
that they were excluded in 1903. I would certainly 
be willing to renegotiate the payment terms on the 
Canal, and I would be willing to remove the word 
'perpetuity' from the present agreement." 

# # # 
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