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OIL CITY RALLY OUTLINE

- I. The . Issues

It's plain enough what the issues are in this campaign:

- jobs and how- to create them

inflation and how to curb it

nggi and how to reform them

- programs and how to pay'for them

And it is plain that there are funaamental differencés between.the
Republican and DemocratiCjtickets on each of these iésues -
‘differenceg.deeply_rooted in the tfaditions of teh'Repﬁblican
”and‘Democrafié parties.. | |

P

- JOBS

The Republican position on employment is clear. They believe
their record ié’a good one, and that nothing'more”needs_to be dohef
| - Yet theré'are 2.5 million more unemployed
'lAmericans-than when Mr;.Ford ﬁodk office.
—tLast year alone, 2.5 million Americans were
adaed to the'poverty rollé;ithe largest‘increase since govefnment
_beéan to kéep their statiétics in 1959.. |
o | - There are actually fewer Americans‘in private,

-non4farm jobs today thah when Mr. Ford took office.

And the outlook for the future is bleak.



Last month, the BLS index-of leading economic indicatoré
fell for the fifst time since our_téhtatiVe.recovery began
"18 months ago . .j;,oné more signal that,reébvery is far
from assured. |
" —— layoff rafes are q?.
-- manufacturing houf; are down.
-- new orders for ménﬁfacturing of consumer_pfoducts
and materiéls‘are down. |
-- contracts and orders‘for.new_plant and equipmenf
are down. |
——'stock'pricés»are down.
' —= formation of new businésses is down.
And for the last 4 montﬁs uﬁemployment‘haé’risen
to Heights equalled only once since.the Great Depression
and that was last year.

There is no great mystery to getting our economy moving

. —=— We need additioﬁal tax cuts to bolStér cohsumer
pgrchasingpower‘harthit by recession and inflation. - The
pqrchasing power of the‘median American family fell $363 last
yeaf‘. . . and is now back where it waé in 1965.

. We needlto provide that.help through credité thch

hejp all faxbayers . . . not deductions as,Mr;‘Ford proposes

which give the most to those who already have the most.
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| $20,000. And we must fund these tax cuts through tax refofm .le
ﬁOt,‘as Mr. Ford proposes, through payroll tax increases on

those who work. |
“ With this Aaministration you have to read‘the fine
print; And if you read Treasury Secretary Simon's testimony
before the Sénate Finance Committee last April,byou will
find their tax plan:
== Théré is SZQ billion in tax relief to corporatibhs
and shareholders By 1981', | |
. —-- There is less than.one—third‘as much ($6.6 billion)
‘in>new personal incdﬁe tax relief. And thét new»tak relief'

is fully offset by increases. in the payroll tax. And it is

channeled throﬁgh deductions which-prdvide a family making

$100,000 a yéar.Qith 3" times more relief than a family making
| $20,000. |

| This is tax relief for the cor»orations . . . and'a

»tax shift for most Aﬁericans;

We reject that deceptive tax-shift approach.

We will not raise your taxes at the same time ihat
we.cﬁt them. We‘will‘not cére more about the cornorations
than about workiﬁg Americans hafd—hit by inflafion éhd‘recession.
We will have taxlrefqrm; Reform of tax shelters used to
create,artificial ldSses, the business deductién, special
deferral benefits fof multinétional»companiés, and ineffective
export subsidiesvalpne would raise $ 3-4 billion when fully effective.

And more than tax relief alone is needed.
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'And our review of the tax code will be thorough. Wwe
raise a minimum of $10 billion in the short term from those.
who do not pay their fair shafe of taxes, to provide-relief.to
thé great majority of Ameriqans'who do. pay their taxes. |

Tax reform coupled wifh’tax relief can stréngthen consumer
purchasing power and helpvget our economy moving. - But more

than tax relief alone is needed.
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-- We need to fuhd quick-impact public worké'to.build T
parks and libraries and hospitals in our lbcai communitieé
énd help our private édnstruction industry'where unemployment
'is‘ruﬁning 17%; “
-- We need special revenue shafing help fOr recession-hit
étate and local governménts'to férestail service cufbacks
and increases in,prpperty; sales and state and loqal income

taxes..

—— We need training progréms and employment programsi
fécqsed'oﬁ'private industry to helb young people and the
long-term uﬁemployed. | | |

Mr. .Ford has:no prbgrém. Hié tax cut isba_fraud. .He
has twice Vétoed the Public Works Employment'Act-and now:
théﬁ his veto has”been ove;ridden; threafens to veto funding.'

Mr. Ford's answer'is that hothing-canvbe‘done. Oﬁr |
answer is.that leadérship and planning‘can réstore.économic

health and a balanced budget by 1980.

Inflation

;"Thé Republican answer to inflatioﬁ is.unemployment.
| Ahdjit hasn't worked: In the last 3 yearsvwe Eave'héd record
unémbloYment and inflation higher than in any other year
in the last 25. ExpertsAtell us that only.excellent_Crops
aﬁd low.férm prices are'maintaiqing the present 6% inflation
ra#e.‘ We cannot.ékpectifurther imprqvement from én administration

~afraid to face and cdunterbalance corporate power.
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-- We need leadershlp that will brlng the welght of
Amerlcan opinion tovbear on unjustified corporate prlce
~increases as John Kennedy did in the 1960s. ‘(Insert examples)

':e- We need leadership that will.enforce the antitrust
laws,against'uncompetitive practices costing American consumers
‘as much as>$80 billion a yearl |

bl—— We need leadership that will'establish'and wisely
manage reserves of crltlcal commodltles

== We need leadershrp that will not talk about regulatory
reform, but. accompllsh it.

-- And above. all we need leadershlp that will restore
steady employment and growth to our’economy .i. . to end the
economic swings which encourage shortages in housing .and
consumer goods and often fuel inflation despite high unemployment

The Republlcans ‘have tried to flght inflation w1th high
unemployment. ‘It hasn't worked Let's fight 1nflatlon with
intelligent, caring leadership. | |

Our economy is potentially the strongest in the world.

Our farms, .our technology, our natural resources,'and above
all the Sklll and enterprlse of our c1t12ens are unmatched

in the world. Let's put them back to work;agaln,
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And let's put to rest once and for all the myth about

federal spendlng
In the last 8 Republican years the federal budget has
grown by roughly $200 billlon.
.In those eight years we have increased the public debt
'by $281 billion‘. . . more than all the debt incurred by all
theipreceding ?residents in 192 years. The deficit last
year‘alone exceeded the deficits of the preyious eight.
rTheir record,'totally unpreCedented defiCits are

the product of bad management ofiboth our economy and our.
~government. No one could match Mr. Ford's record as a deficit
spender and waster of resources. |

" We reject the uncontrolled and wasteful polic1es of
_the ‘last 8 years.
- We will have a.careful,'"zero—budget review" .of every

| program to cut waste and achieve coordination.

-~ We will restructure‘federal agencies to ‘make government'

simpler and‘more effective; |
-- We need careful planning and the sustained peacetime

.growth in the 5% range achieved in 1960-64.
- We will seek to hold the overall growth rate-Of
| existing programs to_half‘the growth in revenues

as the economy recovers. (This'esSentially will hold

these programs constant in purchasing power)
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 ——.This policy will give us a margin in the budget by
1980 equal to about 2% of tbday's budget, bf $50—60
billion. This, with savings from pfogram'efficiehcies
and tax reform, will set the'limitS’for funding of
new programs, such as health”care, and téxlreliéf.
:The danger we have is not of Democratic.épending. We
are firmly.cbmmitted to living within our means. The»danger
is 4.more years»of wasteful and uncontrolled growth, leaving
.~ us with mOre.spending, less yalue for the doliar, and billions

in.Republican deficiﬁs at the end of the decade..
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(}{ S REAL TAX PLAN -- AN ELECTION -YEAR FRAUD a

These Days, Mr. Ford, the candidate, often says that he

is for tax relief to moderate income taxpayers. But the real
Mr. Ford stood up not long ago and told us what he‘really
has in mind. Mr. Ford has a record. And the record says Mr.
Ford's posturing today amounts to little more than election-year
fraud.
The tax cut Mr. Ford has in mind is a massive tax cut
for business. For the rest, he proposes a very modest tax
shift -- from income taxes to payroll taxes.
A close reading of Secretary Simon's testimony before
the Senate Finance Committee last April tells the story of Mr.
Ford's tax plans in vivid detail.
—- There would be $20 billion a, year in tax relief for
business and capital investors by 1981.
}“ —— There would be less than a third.as much -- $6.6
billion -- in additional tax relief for ordinary tax-
G&fw payers.
- And before you cheer at that, read on. What Mr.
Ford gives with one hand, he takes away with the
other. There would be an equal $6.6 billion increase
in unemployment and social security payroll taxes.
This is the tax plan of this very Republican Administration.
It echoes the principles for which Mr. Ford has fought for 27 years
in Washingtén.
And it echoes the Dole record as well -- a record of stubborn
support for special tax breauks that benefit the privileged. Here

is the Dole record:
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—- Against reform of o0il depletion.
—- Against reform of tax shelters which allow the
wealthy to hide income in artifical, paper losses.
~- Against strengthening the minimum tax on tax loopholes.
-— Against elimination of foreign tax deferral that gives
multiﬁational corporations an incentive to export jobs
and capital overseas.

-- For increasing the preferential tax rate for capital

gains.

This helps explain why only 1 Senator scored lower than
Mr.‘Dole on tax reform this year according to Taxation with
Representation, a Washington public-interest 1lobby.

Mr. Ford and Mr. Dole seek to comfort the comfortable.

And meanwhile corporate taxes have fallen from 20% of federal re-
venues in the late '60s to only 14% last year...while payroll
taxes rose from 21% to 31%.

: The point here is the need for balance. There should be
further tax cuts over the next 5 years, as our econamy expands.
There will be tax cuts in a Carter-Mondale Administration. But
the great majority of taxpaying Americans will share in those
cuts, along with the business community. And there will be
reforms to simplify the tax code and remove the special shelters
that unjustifiably protect income from taxation.

There is little mystery to the politics of tax reform.

And it is clear enough where the Republicans and the Democrats
stand.

ididididiaidid
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FORD TAX CUT ALTERNATIVE £2

My, Ford®z propozal foyr a 310 billicn tax cut is another slaction
eve fraud. This iz not a new proposal -- 14°s the same old proposal

he pregented to the Congross last spring.

Iet®s just take 3 look at what Mr, Ford asked the Congress to do,

First, at the =same time Mr. Ford regu=sted s $10 billion
reduction in individual tax payments == hs requested a massi
relief program for corporations and corporate sharoe holders.

e2cond, Mr. Ford's $10 billion in individuai tax reductisons

L7}

ﬂ:

EH

would h evsgthzaugh a higher personal exemption; an approach

Jm

au

m

matically weighted towvard the uppor end of the income scale,
Undesr this plan, a family varnlna $£200,00 per year would pocaive. three
times thae relief afforded tc a Family at $10,000 a yo=ur.

Third, Mr. Ford would ropeal other tax hen efits for warking

families, eliminating $3.4 billion from his so-callad $10 billion

individual tax cut,

And through increasesz in the payroll tax = including social

- security and workman's compensation - the remaining 36 billion in

so~called relief would be complately wiped oub,

In other words, werking families would be no better off un&er
Mr, Ford’s tax relief plan than they are today. But corporations,
corporate stockholders and upper income families would be botter
Gff ko the tuns of more ?ﬁ_n $20 bitlion,

And that®s not all -- &5 finance this alleged tax ralief plan,
Mr. Ford has proposead deep :uts in Medicare far aonior CcitizZens =
desp cuts in Féaprdl education assistance, which would show u§ in

higher nraserhj taxes, desp cuts in environmental protection programs,

i

and of course there would be no liberalizatlon of black lung benefits;




tax hoax like this. ~But the truth is that he's not anewerin

FORD TAX CUT ALTERNATIVE #2
Page 2

no public works jobs for the unemploved -= in short none of the things

this country se desperately noeds.
iow, if Mr. Ford was out with the people, answering guestions

from reporters, I belicve he would have a hard time defending a

«Q,

‘questions -- he®s back bohind that desk in the White House, And I

think recent expericnce 'ﬁ'aa ':shm'.m t‘h&t one of the woyst things we Can
do is to permit a candidate for our nation's highest office to wrap
himgelf in the mantle of the Presidency and ito refuse to answer
que=stions from nowsmen akout the crucial igsues of economic policy,
of tux policy and cther mattors that have been raisad in this

Campaian.

nmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmwmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmMmmmmmmm@mmmmmmmmmmmmmmm&mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmwmmmmmmmmnmmmb
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1. The Republican Administration's timid policies have driven 7= 3

' Atndy, Fthy abramwilioclion - : v
prices up faster than : n-—5fN—years., Thef'have

put more people out of work than at any time since the depression.

My policy and the policy of the Democratic Party has always
been to fight both unemployment and inflation at the same time
and with the same weapons -- strong, sustained, steady economic
growth and active governmental vigilance to monitor and control
the forces which push prices up. That is the kind of leadership

which has worked before, and it is the only policy which can work

Johnson,

quLEder Presidentf Kennedy and
o 2% gy
anigdnnual rate of A

the economy grew at

during periods of high economic growth and productivity.

remairing—ander—4-9%

-- So why do the Republicans tell us we can't afford
to get unemployment below 7.9% today without unleasing even worse
inflation than the current 6%?

-- Why is it necessary for the American people to tolerate
in 1976 a higher unemployment rate and a higher inflation rate

than every single year from 1952 through 1968?



;Lig‘ 2. The Republicans now claim that their economic policies have

Is that success? e

-~ They take pride because . the inflation rate has drop ed 44Zgut}’
' h i ; ey oS irTtT ot neg s
w 9: %W“ | . N

grnd A
/ yeam=. 1Is that success?
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- The value of your dollar is still shrinking'me;e_:han—ém-
PP beddioGe=yeargs And it will continue to do so. The Republi-

cans' own Federal Reserve Board Chairman very recently saidHea Ftg
Aping 180T sbedbolott ta ) o 7 )0 bd gy
v Avince d- 1975,

-- Industrial commodity prices, which account for over

Certy. T ik ot errldl inn

70% of wholesale prices,. have been rising at an annual rate of

about 8% for the last three months. This is the best barometer

for future consumer priée incr"e{:lses. Is that success? %\“l —
__me%ﬁmw 1 veonithy ey
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3. The Republicans' do-nothing policies completely misunderstand

Ly pullivsy ks peclonton Ve B2

A7 Mo
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the causes of inflation.
- The_Republican platform Says: "We wish to stress that
the number one cause of inflation is the government's expansion

of the nation's supply of money and credit..."



--This is nonsense. The ravaging inflation which we

5“0/1444/(/4( s .
suffer has nothing to do with thefmeﬁey—suggzzigﬁf:izﬁLe*eessp

/ .
- Twoééé?%fﬁfag;;luatlon y the Republican Administration;

account—for—208mf—the—treemraoer

-- The great Russian grain m;ﬂ/gf 1972/'—bae1—a—_-%-——_

. ] ) 0 ; _i

courrteTrs.
-- Commodity shortages, on-again-off-again wage and price
control policies, and monopoly pricing in certain sectors of the

economy,

_inéex—sk¥ma;év

-- None of these causes of inflation have been or can
be affected at all by the Republican policy of no-recovery,
no-jobs economics. They are anti-jobs, without being anti-

inflation. That has never worked. And it is not working now.

4. Inflation cannot be fought with WIN buttons. It takes
leadership and management. That is what Democratic economic

policies have provided and will provide.
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l // -I would establlsh a food reserve program that protects .
51 farmers and consumers from the w1ld gyratlons in food .
k; ’ prices we have had 1n_reoentcyears, L
T S e S
i' | T
l -1 would review all federal regulatlon, procurement ' !
I // activities, and programs to ensure that the government is é\\§’ }
| : o o
not the party respon51ble for holdlng up prices; |
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.. ' -I would meet'with the-leaders of business and labor to

ask them to cooperate in excercising voluntary restraint’

I

é?\ : -on_wages and prlces. Voluntary standards against which
major price and wage increases could be measured, and —
g;y/ about which.the'public could be .informed, could serve

1/

as a great restraint on inflation.
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that are unjustified and could threaten national price stabillty.-
»Iiowe nothing to any special interests. My only-obligation is
_// itofthe voters.
: v:? -~ The current Council on Wagefand Price. Stability has
“done some good studies on the. problem of 1nflation, but no one
in the White House ever reads them and acts. 1In fact the ev1dence§\\\§
suggests that the White House attempted to suppress a recent study
.'offsusp1c1ous price 1ncreases_1n.the aluminum industry,' I do not
beiieve you can_cover—up‘the problem of inflation.
-1 would instruct the Council on Wage'and Price Stability
to;investigate_and report to me ‘and theipublic, any price or wage

-1ncrease which appeared to seriously threaten prlce

' stabllity. Let's give the people the facts about the price 1ncreases’

by the giant corporations in the alumlnum 1ndustry.
-- I would llke to know, ‘and I am sure the Amerlcan

" people would like to'know, why General Motors intends to

\,//7
t increase the average retail price of cars to $6,000, while at \\\\N
the same time steel companies, who supply the auto companles,

s iiuhavewkeptwtheirfpriceSvfrom goingaupmhrMayhe it;sgigstiéiedéb‘*;QF;%;M”VL:
Uhut weﬁdon't know. |
-- I'would stand up to oppose any major price or wage
increase that could not be justified.h I)think one of President
Kennedy's flnest hours was when he spoke out against the steel

ptrice increases in 1962. He took a lot of criticism for that,

\ " but he did the right thing. And we ought to remember that the .
average rate of inflation during the.eight Kennedy—Johnson

‘ .’years was about 2%. We haven't had Jack Kennedy's kind of
\ | We have had the highest-

leadership in the past eight years.
rates of inflation that we've experlenced in thlS country 1n
more than fifty years. A. President should speak out on

behalf of the public against inflationary price or wage dec151ons.

That's his job.
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1 Three years after the humiliating Arab embargo, we

are nearly twice as dependent on foreign oil for our energy

supply as we were then. The prospects now are for more of

the same. By 1985, we will be 60% dependent on imported oil,

;:ZTbe—cauae=ﬂ£=%ﬁfg=:::; .
agfw&a
-- The Repbblicans the energy crisis is

APt A TR

-- All that is over is the pretense that the admi-

over.

nistration has any sort of policy for dealing with the ener-

gy crisis.

2. The cause of this ®efamx sleeping crisis is clear. It 1is
a total lack of leadership. The consequences are equally
clear!

-- A sword of damocles hangs over the future of
our economy and our way of life.

he security of our

allies andTour nation itself is keidxkmxxageximx potentially
in hostage to foreign governments.ixximyxatxyx xwkmxExmriyxx
B XEXERREEXRX XXX I HEI X XONRX AR X ARXAZEYXARAX

IRXKREXAREXXRX LR XREIZERXERNEXRNERKEXX
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-is_heading to a more serious crisis—than-the gas lines _and rampant

_inflatio i i ﬁa&%—ef—&94$1::1n the first six

i oil - fepreseated L
months of thi%dgéﬁfT;pe/importéQv44% of our égffgﬁéﬁfgﬁ%gaéi
During the week of March %Aqggr the first time in oﬁr history,
we importeq more oil than we produced at home. OPEC oil, landed
on the east coast, now costs us $13 per barrel. Our bill for
foreign o0il last year was $27 billion. And the OPEC ministers

continue to talk of a 10 to 15% price increase next December.

- -This country is far less indgpéndent than we were at the

—

beginning of the embargo when imports supplied only 15% of our

total energy needs. We need only look back at the 1973 embargo

to see the risks our prsent course holds. By fall of 1974 un-
employment had risen to 6.6%. The embargo itself cost 250,000 o=
jobs. - In one short year the consumer price index ;3£§§IZ§%)giving
us our first year of double digit inflation since 1947. Energy

prices alone rose an astronomical 29%.

f ' let—neither-President—Feord—nor—tgE-Congress

&has_moxed_much_beyond_ihe_empté-sl@ganeeEing—o£—Bne;ect_lndependeneea

l - «~Domestic production of o0il is down 14%; natural gas production

has declined 6% per year since 1973. Even if OPEC prices rise

only eﬁoqgh to cover world inflation, the U.S. could be spending
r\ /40_0 & 4 y -
$80 bill onAby 12§5-—a1most-$##ﬁ for
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Energy
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~- Project Independence was invented by Richard Nixon, who

.against the advice of many of his own advisers tried to tell the
American people that wé could be completely free of dependence
on foreign energy sources by 1980. President Ford has embraced
Project Independence, stopping only to redefine'&ndependencenas
importing no more than 40% of our oil in 1985. Project Indepen-
dence tells us that the way to reduce our imports and increase

domestic supplies is to let the price of energy rise to whatever

the Arabs thigE_EggE; The same administration which pledged

never to ration gasoline has built an entire energy theory around

a program to ration energy by prices, not coupons. And tg make

o hs (973

sufekt eﬁfationing workﬂéhPresident Fbrd
barrel ekcise tax on domestic oil and a $2 per barrel tarrif
on imported oilv
/”//’:j;lf these‘proposals seem unreasonable today, think back
to the time they were proposed. 1In January 1975, this couhtry

was entering the worst recession since the 1930's. The inflation

rate was still climbing, reaching % in ’ of 1975.

Yet the President harped away at this theme, ignoring or ignorant
. . Ai.i:ﬂmhfo |
of the estimates by his own Federal Energy/Agaaey that hss—prsgram
would increase the energy bills of the average family of 4 by
almost $400 per year. If these estimates included the full

impact of the increased price of all goods and services we use,

then this cost jumps to over $600 for the average family.

&/Ww
—— Wi feu frtedindt @loo /
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_)4ﬁ14ﬁﬁij;ﬂjzukuﬂﬁ%ﬁ_zfesident Ford had a sudden change

of heart about the adequacy of price rationing to spur development

of new energy sources and limit imports. In September 1975, he

and Vice President Rockefeller proposed the z

welfare program for private industry. A

‘The ro

attached nor a e to anyone, either in the executive
—_—

branch or the 3 S5+—TF d—have—the—authority to offer

grants, -investmeats, or price

3

K\ffom all sides were shocked at the proposal. he—W§$¥:§¥*eeE>

Jaurnal editerializoedeaari aR-a==t ho—ASsactatToi—o Patroletm
e
S — ’ I

Tn F-Analysts ca i an—UINe eSS Tt IS TO inta.the
D - — ] —
- £ Of“( €ssiongl tesde¥rs Saw it _fer whot—Tt »s s

nif’—' bail.o he—nuEh ,\Ar-—'.nz-_-a-" ch

had=tveTtestima =
-

eV ES ST Ucs

ankruptcy.i revenr—the—witgestestimatesefEethe—cost—of——

~the social reforms T have—preposed:

-

Xk President Ford would have us add # $8 billion
for loan guarantees to attract private industry into the business

/
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of producing uranium to fuel nuclear reactors. We have already

poured billions into the development of nuclear power--this year

the President asked for $1.4 billion, 50% of our energy research
2 g

and development--for nuclear fission, including the economically

uncertain nuclear breeder reactor. .

-
Chao it (78 V] \
rre—to-develop-aworkable

Progrz 4 = -igﬁgg;;ii’:;Lsequences
f' e hope to hgnor.our coimmitments
;

</

bfie world, if

e
e L S T e )
iiﬁude;ChtiggthLngn an aggressive conservation progranr.
A ’--e""“;ﬂ' re T owe—teve o d 2ITe .‘V-_'.'---—: """" SeT=S—=Ireal

L::-To deal with the emergency of the Arab embargo, the Federal
Energy Agency was established. 1Its mission was to allocate
scarce supplies during the boycott, and ensure that the independent
0il and gas companies sufféred as little as possible when cut
off from supplies. But once the embargo was over, and the immediate
need for FEA removed, the agency went out hunting for something

else to do.
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L:"FEA now shares authority to develop natural gas policy with
the Federal Power Commission. Until Congress intervened, it
was competing with ERDA as a lobbyist for nuclear power. It has
soughg and through lack of Presidential restraint received, authority
to issue unintelligible regulations touching every aspect of
energy use. Recognizing the complexity of these regulations,
Congress required FEA to create a system whereby businessmen's
questions about the regulations would be answered. Today the
unanswered requests for interpretatiohs date- back to the creation
of the agency. Less than a quarter of all requests have been
filled, and the agency currently has no employees assigned
to the task.

Ae
L:—~l4 dgdsparate agencies in Washington have major roles in

development of energy policy and regulation. They eperate with

considerable overlap and little coordination. InAfact, it has
recently been reported that, in response to my criticisms of the
organization of government, President Ford has created a task
force to develop a plan for reorganizing government agencies
responsible for energy. I am always happy to have a convert,
but it is a sorry commentary that it takes a presidential campaign
to %:int out these needs.

This country needs a President who can convince the American

people of the urgency of our energy problems. Our people are

willing to make sacrifices if they understand the reason for them
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and are assured that the burden is fairly distributed. But the
Ford program asks those least able to bear the burden to foot
the g?%kétg% increased prices, while it doles out 100 billion
dollar handouts to our wealthiest corporations.

- - Qu ‘i O \‘l;mit gmr vulnerability to

———

-~ -

blackmall by OPEC L‘Government control of 1mports,,development

- -

of at least a 30 day?éﬁggg; of oil, anq\emergency standby programs

to allocate resources in the event of an embargo must be implemented.
~<~The OPEC nations must understand in no uncertain terms that

another boycott is a declaration of economic warfare and will

be meté.(' kind by the U.S.
s Cae

@kduce the enormous waste of our energy

resources. The potential for dramatic energy conservation remains

untapped. Our energy waste in transportation is 85%, in generating
electricity 65%. Overall, 50% of our energy is wasted.

We:JL;tj%ulld 6n the base of auto fuel efficiency standards,

and programs for the improvement of home insulation to promote

aggressive and innovative energy conservation measures. xRestruc-

y 7Y

BRring electricity rates so that the energy conscious consumer

rather than the industrial electricity guzzler gets the benefit

of the lowest rates must be implemented.

Kxo_xake—energy—efffciengwinﬁe—account—in—making

toans—for—new—products. Seme 40% of the energy now lost to the

atmosphere as waste heat could be put to use by locating energy

— — encounage P’\u)ﬂtt W gLamns S’btd\ as

Huaxr oo 5142M+C°M+
WMMCJ\W locww ok lower Lnlara¥

%«[/u/\m .e,tjlwu,ud“ Goanns 2ndk honses
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consuming facilities near electricity generating plants. ~FgFe

rEé§§§£§£:§§ﬁgﬁ¥—naturaI'qasAto.fuéI?*ndgg;&zai=bo&ie;s—mus%s
be curbed in order to save—this—high—aguaPity—efean—resaurce

“—~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 combusion technology, and a better transportation system
for moving coal to its end users.

L;;—Substantial increases in coal production and utilization
will only come with a stable regulatory climate. President

Ford's two vetoes of Phe strip mining bills have memel}y prolonged

the present climate of uncertainty.

We—mast—a&3£2§xploit the potential of solar energy in

the construction of new homes and offices.
We_J;ﬁgbdaintain the strictest possible safety standards
for our atomic power plants, and be completely honest with

our people concerning any problems or dangers.

[

ground Yevel. The power plants should‘ﬁé housed\in sealed

~

buildiAgs\within which permanen® heavy Vacuums are mgintained.
Planfs should be /located in sparspopulated areas angh only
affer consultation with state and officti+als. D¢gsign
ghould be stafdardiged. -@ l1l-time eral employee, with
full authority to shut\down thZ plant in caseé >E-An operational

abnormatith, should always\bé present in-ce s-“‘:. -
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l —+~ An international conference on energy research and development

“_’~—.-—

rial 2T ’
would benefit all nations. It is =3 s for eac%kaﬁiﬁs.to go
- .

OEE) Own separate way and replicate research projects which are

P —'*‘;""-f-‘-::'-.‘,—ﬂ".“"-

Mew Ladowsboy

— ~ The lack of direction in our energy policy threatens the ErkitzEEx
dream which this country holds for a better standard of 1living here
and around the worlgf;.he must have a President who is straight with
the Aermican people about the need to conserve and to sacrificeT‘:WE
must have a President with the vision and leadership to make the hard
decisions and direct energy policy:;:We must act now to take the réigns
of energy pricing out of the hands of the OPEC countries and to assure
our citizens that inflation will pot eat away their heard earned dollars.

l::~We must reaffirm our commitment to protecting our environment and creating

a stable regulatory climate so that what comes out of washingbdon is not
just a ® long series of surpotses.

~—Clear, predictable energy policies, developed with the full understanding

and participatioh of our citizens is myr pledge to the Ammrican people.
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Regulation

Government requlationl is still governed by the same concepts

w efe .
thatAcurrent during Queen Victoria's era, despite enormous changes

in the economy. Meanwhé&e;_lge amount of regulation has eéploded.

/

In 1887 there was one federal regulatory agency -- thejIhterstate

Gommerce Commission. Today there are 82. These 82 agencies support
ol a et

85,000 employeesAof $2.9 billion. 1In 1975 they published 45,000

pages of rules, regulations and standards in the federal register,

which required filings from industri%y’ that cost the consumers an

estimated $40 billion. The budgets of 11 of the most important

agencies ha@eincrea§edt£9953§9;dﬁip?§hgmlgggwdgggge.

LT

o R Khkhhkkhhhhhhhhhnhhhhny |
The Civil Aeronautilcs’ 'Board, -tor“€xample, has apparently worked

more to protect the status quo in the airline industry ,—anéd—te

than to help the public. Between 1950 and l97é;

the CAB received 79 applications to enter air service from firms
outside the domestic scheduled industry. It granted none. 90% of
all air service is still provided by the same 16 (now merged to 10)
companies that were in existence when the CAB was established in
1938. A recent study of the CAB found that two-thirds of its field
investigativgisources were directed té @nforcing rules preventing
airlines from charging fimproperly low" fares._

Regulation of the airline industry has apparently worked against
the consumer rather than for him. For example, the minimum fare

Con\ W

between Boston and Washingtén on airlines regulated by th%KC§B*—"““—T§;;;q/
———
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is $54. For the trip between San Francisco and San Diego, which

but

is almost exactly as far,Awhich is not regulated by the federal
bureaucracy, the fare is $31.75. E%e%conomists estimate that the

CAB's present systrem.costs_consumers from $1- $3 billion per year.
‘U'l #Ql‘av\auhcs Boe hof . ’********gvu .L**_,f,,_.‘**

e jJe&B a low@dfreer competltlon,'1nternat10nal and coast

coulel

to coast faresﬁtp fall to half their current level. Estimates by

Boeing, lockheed and others show that the New York-Los Angeles fare

could fall to about 390 one way(from its current level of $186)

if first class were eliminated, more seats were added to the planes,

and 65-70% d the seats were filled.Laker Airways has proposed to

- fly from London to New York for $125 each way -- a little more than

one third of the current economy fare. The CAB kes turned him the proposal

down 1ﬂ—a—secre%rﬁepeft—%o—the—Presr&eﬁt— e

‘ ************x********i&,.\
In 1963 , the Chlcago and Northwestern Railway applied to the

Interstate Commerce Commission to acquire parts of the Chicago,

Rock Island and Pacific Railroad. After 50,000 pages of testimony,
100,000 pages of exhibits, and 13 years they are still waiting for
an answer. Meanwhile the Rock Island and Pacifig,which has been
losing money for nine_years,has gone bankruot.
XK REFRREN PP LY YR
Over 50% of all airline crashes world-wide occur when the

pilot flies unknowingly into the ground. In 1972 and 1973, such

crashes resulted in Zhe loss of 1,120 lives and 20 aircraft. At
_— gl ﬁ pt —6 .

.(,

tk@Ttime thé H@ﬂwas aware ?’]—ya device &AZABO called a

ground proximity warning system which would warn pilots with lights

and loud taped voices to pull up should a plane be in danger of a

crash due to inadvertant proximity to the ground. Though the cost



of 1nstalllng a warning system was only about $11,000 per plane --
Oompard
an 1n31gn1f1cant amount ceasidering the $5-$25 million price tag

for each airliner -- the FAA refused to require such devices suzhk

on planes. Finally, in 1974 the crash of a TWA 727 with the W&Jd

~

of 92 lives prompted the FAA to require this device on all airliners

by December 1976.

a
notice of proposed,rule madeing=

Subjedicf Fo Fire, ’ _
aircraft interlorsn On August 8, 1973 the widow of a crash victim

killed by inhalation of smoke and poisonous fumes filed a-motion

. Haken
for emergency action. No action has been reeeizzed yet andepe~

has done nsthing
.;the,FAA<fo reauce EEe danger to

7 rom bt burnlnc materials.
\'1‘ : &******************* l

| AL :
-The Federal Power Commlss1on ha§ F=po-

awcmwwwé\
program which was de51gned in 1968 tervaluate_pgpe;éne proposals o«évaﬁ/é?

W mj for new gasllnes. When the program was in use.it reportedly ‘saved

a computer

Where the new lines were most needed. But the program was droppea
during the Nixon years because the gas oompaniee,'who'receive a
fixed rate of return on their investment‘and'thus have an incentive
to build as many pipelines as £ possible, were opposed to it.

(This example is documentable, but is not yet in public domain.)

v¢/

| H CH <l
The Consumer'Produots Safety mmission bought 80,000 toy

- safety buttons to be worn on the lapel to encourage people to be
safety conscious about toys. EPA issued no specifications on the

buttons, and it turned out that lead paint had been used, which can |
JZZ&Q[‘zku4mko¢4(giﬁz’

cause lead poisoning in children. The EPA "banned™jiZ= own 80,000

buttonso,
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The Federal Trade Commission sent out a subpeona to the oil

companies that was 1800 pages long (those are the questions, not

o

. . . ‘\.CL% > . .“\'\
ety Heal Administrpation,re ﬁ; :
=7 g s

the answenry.

ity of

—
pon _industpys -
e e e 0

F T 2-C - —-‘?"
— e
gceidénts. This is—mot— SUrprising since mos € '

* ¥ ¥ K

The @ccupational Safety and Health Administration standards

governing the emission of environmental pollutants differ
significantly from the EPA standards in regards to sulphur dioxide,
carbon dioxide and nitrogen oxide, particulus and leads.
# Y ) ¢ |
In 1970 Congress passed the poison Prevention Packaging Act

E=EER),—ar=5e% which allows the %god and EEuqudministration,

wire
to gégéefébe's?child-proof safety packaging for hazardous household
substances. The aspirin order of February 16, 1972 was the first
regulation under the act, and it took over two years to formulate.

When finally published, FDA took the extraordinary step of



=5~
soliciting petitions from manufacturers for exemptions from it.
Thereafter, FDA granted permission for noncompliance for three
categories of aspirin products, and extended a deadline for
compliance by other categories uﬁ#é# 1973. According to FDA figures
approximately 800 children under five suffere€8 accidental aspirin
poisoning each month, and 90% of these would be prevented by

special packages. & “‘A/ k 19(# Q{

For over 34 years the Federal Communications Commission

has been unable to resolve a dispute between radio stations KOB
in Albuquerque and WABC in New York, which arose because the agency
placed the two stations on the same frequency. Since 1941 an
international agreement has been in effect reduiring the FCC to
find a new frequency€gg?KOB. Since 1969 the FCC has had a
proposed rule-making pending on this issue. Meanwhile, the delay
has caused a paperwork nightmare at the FCC, cost the respective
companies a fortune in legal fees, and left listeners of either
station with interference from the other.

wa’}%)‘(

In 1959 the Food and Drug Administration proposed new rules

setting the percentage of peanuts that should go into peanut butter.
The FDA said it should be 90%; the Peanut Butter Manufacturers

Association said it should be only 87% . After nine years, 7,736
' Clom
pagesof testimony including numerous citations &® cookbooks, and

oF logal Pees
millions of dollars padd=te-—lawyers, the FDA issued its final order

Loev g
in the case: 28 peanut butter manufacturers weulkd=be required to

Proprdio

increase the cempesité#en of peanuts in peanut butter by 3%.

In March 1965 a trucker with.é?sense;of humogf;nameé—LeRey—Hi}Er
applied to the Interstate Commerce Commission to carry a non-existent

commodity -- yak-fat —
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in glass or metal containers

boxes, barrels, pails, or tubs. T request was .promptly contested
by a group of the nation's leading railroads, whqfipset by the
"non-compensatory" rate, immediately formed a yak—#aé’arguing

: I Qe ued L :
committee. ARallroads pe&#%eéasﬂ% to the ICC that the minimum it
should cost to ship the Yak-fat from Omaha to Chicago was 63¢
and that the tariff was therefore 18¢ below cost. The ICC agreed
and later that year denied request.

‘' d = -a
In 1975, while the {environpsnt rotection ;gency was
llt ld"l

pressuringkburning coal to switch to cleaner oil and gas, the
e
Federal Energy Administration was requiringAth same utilities to

switch from short supplies of oil and gas to more plentifuld_CJOCk(o
SOCIAL PROGRAMS

Beneficiaries of fe rograms receive only about

88¢ of every dollar spent in the programs. The rest goes to the

hundreds of thousands of middle-class bureaucrats who sit in
offices filling out welfare forms. Social Security recipients, by
contrast, get almost 99¢ of every program dollar. If welfare
programs were run as efficiently as social security there would be
$2 billion more in cash available, for poor families.

The Aid to Families wigﬁzsependent Children (AFDC) Program

consistenly gives money away to the wrong people, or gives the
right people the wrong amount of money. In 1975, 7% of all welfare
checks went to people ineligible for the program, while 17% were
overpayments. The poor record was compiled after the Department

of Health, Education and Welfare had gone on a year-long campaign

to reduce errors. Efforts to cut errors in the AFDC program, even

though they have  theoretically cut the error rate, have not

apparently saved any money. According to the GAO .study, cost
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savings have been overstated by as much as 100% and the error
reduction program , in fact,khave cost more money than it saved.
Since 1972 the administrative cost of the welfare program has more
than doubled. %/\k X/ bt X

The §EEElgggggg;_ﬁecuxi;g_;ggggg{ was begun in 1974 as an
attempt to consolidate and federalize aid to poor people who are
blind, aged or disabled. The program, which promised efficiency
and better administration, has turned out to be a nightmare of
waste ;nd mismanagement. #In the program's first two years, a
quarter of all payments were incorrect, and the Department of Health,
Education and Welfare had managed to waste$547 million in overpayment?’
These overpayments cause special hardshipi# monthslater when the
government demands repayment of money already spent.

The Administration of the is a moras§ of

Some¢ COunties of

errors, overpayments and fraud. InACalifornia, for example, up to

half of all dollars spent for the food stamp program never get to
the poor people who are supposed to receive them. They are wasted
on printing, distributing, vending, redeeming and administering the

program. < ,A/ # ﬁ\k

In 1974, the General Accounting Office found that 18% of all

that
food stamp recipients were ineligible, andAerror rates that were

costing the government $23 million a mopth.

)ﬂ/

According to the GA O, fogg/stamp§ have become available to

many college students. At San Francisco State University, 13% of
all students were receiving stamps. At Portland, students receiving

food stamps had average incomes of more than $500 per month.
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The GAO has found that about 24,000 eligible schools with 6.7

million students are not participatingin the National School Lunch

Program. This is because the schools have been unable to comply with

the detailed Egod and.&htrition gérvice regulationy or have failed
+o

to send out the required application forms <fs¢ all families in order

to identify the need7&? chiﬁfren. Federal regulations are denying
Chld
Congressionally legislatedﬂnutrition help, te=reedy—children.
W A7

"

The administration of the Medicaid program has been a consistent

scandal. 1In New York, Medicaid mills operate openly out of store

fronts, dangerously overtreating patients and fraudulantly overcharging

hardetds—sf—Hasusands

the government. Senate investigators estimate that 23 million mxm

tca [o] rs ’6

Investigators have

reported casef in which i i ﬁyma -;;;% given an x-ray to diagnose a
buniong ; T in whieh a woman who sought treatment for her child's
cold instead received treatment for herself and all 5 of her children
at a cost to the taxpayers of $100. Some doctors in New York have

reported receiving over $1/2 million a year in Medicaid payments.

The Department of HEW which is chargegé;ith policing the program,
has done little or nothing to remedy the Medicaid fraud, which is
estimated to be costing tégféggjinment as much as $3 billion per

’7/\»%%4
year. <8 the Medicaid program

is subijeed—te amn estimated 40,000 cases of fraud each Year, the

Department of HEW has only 69 investigators --, fewer even than it is

A
entitled to.
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The Department of Housing and Urban Development [ Ch f (‘%
1

% . . S
T%po Towers in New York (Harlem) is an example of HUP*s,fiscal f%?%

A

mismanagement. The residents in the low income units pay an average @Eﬁfﬂwg
of $113 per month;ﬂthe combined federal, state and local subsidies Yo
oucdolid un hoaiiy, Yo 2 T3 v e fs00 p et .
Zaocs OO E e : &+ U

& WA oportormonts,

Since July 1970, there have been 1,233 indictments of individuals

invoIved 1qﬂﬁﬁs projects. Seventy=eight were employees of the

agency. A A/ A/ A/ﬂ/

HUD has lost $2.1 billion in foreclosed mortgages and spends

$400,000 per day to manage them. 1In Detroit there are 8,400 boarded
up HUD houses and 1,800 vacant lots; there have been 25,000
foreclosures there that continue at a rate of 500 per month. In
Chicago there are 2,200 repossessed units in HUD possession with
4,000 mortgages in default. The GAO reports that HUD has lost
$24.6 million annually in cost overpaymentiL\to low income housing
residents because of its repeated failure to monitor the income
of recipients.

A classic example ofzf:;‘€:;3§:;sz?;af§:;es of the Department

of Housing and Urban Development is thqﬁew communities program. Under

the program, the federal government provided grant and loan guarantees
to builders of 14 new, hopefully ideal, communities near urban
areas, But the high hopes have never bec%me reality. Today, eight
atf
of the new towns are in bankruptcy and _ the others are in trouble.
o~ A
One has spent $22 million without a single home to show for it.
The government has already paid $1 7 million in interest on the
defaulted bonds and is obligated to pay up to$354 million for

other guarantees. A combination of poor management, insufficient

initial funding, and unrealistic planning resulted in a fiasco that

will be costing the taxpayers for years to come.IRthi 77L¢7/u1¢uébuuauqté

et une B9 u&aj



In 1974 the Administration proposed and Congress passed a new
housing program to subsidize poor persons tb.rengfgh,private housing.
The Administration sold the "Section 8" program to Congress as a
replacement for earlier HUD programs the Administration had elééted
to shut down. J;;jections were that the program would produce 400,000
units of low income housing each year. HUD took 8 months even to
write regulations and when they came out the regulations so resteictive

lhave been
m that few units ssexe. occupied

or constructed. As of February 1976, 18 months after the program

passage, Section 8 could claim only 2,600 housing units constructedJ

most of which were disguised conversions from prior programs. ﬁEEﬁiyﬁﬁafif
studies by the Library of Congress indicates that Section8,housing

ouTins
is turning out to be the most expensive form of federalAsubsidy;

Transportation

During the Nixon-Ford years, the Department of Transportation
T —

has grown relentlessly while its efficiency has declined. From 1968
adele

to 1976 the Department kad 10,000 employees, but during the same

time the delay between initial planning and final construction of

highway projects grew from an average of two-three years to 6-8

+ ¥ ¥ KK
The Department of Transporation has wasted hundreds of millions

of dollars on outrageously extravagant projects. In Morgantown, W.Va.,
for example, the Urban Mass Transit E=sm». built an exotic -~
"personal rapid transit" system that cost $112 million. The system

was intended to replace a fleet of 30 buses worth about $2 million.
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Even worse, the expensive technology breaks down so often that the

»

buses are still in service.

The Defense Department

In 1975, the Defense Department revealed that 47 construction

projects originally estimated by the Army Corps of Engineers to

cost $2.4 billion would in fact cost $7.4 billion,ag 300% cost overrun.

/

In 1975, the Defense Department revealed that theNautilus, the

nation's first atomic submarine would cost $48 million to overhaul.'DAA;’W"M
,ﬂlso 300% above the original c§ntract.

:3 In 1375, the administration'saﬁiéice oz Management and Budget

added $3.1 billion to its Defense appropriations request for
—

fiscal year 1976 merely as a bargaining "cushion". In the fiscal
1976 budget the Administration requested another $4 million for
military s&swwee to high ranking officers.

-

The Defense Department spends $14 million a year to maintain

300 military golf courses in 19 foreign countries and the United

States. < W ‘]37 'A/ ?ﬁ/

In 1974 the Army spent$200 million to purchase 14,000

amphibious trucks which turned ou%,on testinq/to sink. .
i

The Frills of Exepctive Office

Ford has increased funding for White House consultants by
$1.6 million since becoming President. In 1376 Ford requested
a 100% increase from $500,000 to $1 million for the White House

ﬁiscretionary ¢ontingency Fund. Also in 1976 Ford proposed a bill
en%éa,

to exempt WhiteTHeuse—travel funds and—funds for efftesnml VJLILKQWV
o=t Nl o~/ " 4

4
receptioniv entertainment apd=representawtion from audit by the

‘General Accounting Office. Ford spent $537,000 to repair and

decorate the new residence of the Vice President, an amount &3

(A ——

—sear 3500% &2 his projected cost of $15,000.

S
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éé;——~After this expenditure, Rockefeller declined to live in the

residence. _ %f‘k ‘A/WA/

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency,

Russell Train, refuses to set an example by giving up his chauffeur
o

driven limousine tocome to work via,K less energy intensive method.

The Federal Reserve Board recently fggiég a bomb shelter

pd—tremmatiortsIeEes:. at a cost $7 billion .
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ENVIRONMENT : PAE
S nsSear

bl anis éo‘M\ e 1.0 duadseshop wsul % OUN
Late one—afternoer

=20 on—when=I=Was—campaigning ,for_ the

Govgrnorship

f Georgia, I looked in myriiig/view mirror to )

see |the saddening\haze of black smiis/g-aped over the city

just| left. As I dro¥%e along Eﬁi/interstate, I suddenly sa
flash of bronze in the air. enty ¥d§ in fron t of my

wild| turkey gobbler saj to the swamplands to my right.

Self: Would mrR three-year-old daughter

ality of r

dal discharges

d toxic chemicals?
v I20ks 4 emvionmental ommat mawd
— — &, A member of Ford's Cabinet recently said that Earth Day

is over. The Republicans would have us believe that concern for
the environment is just a passing fad and we can now cut back on
our environmental commitments to suit the convenience of large
corporations. President Ford wants to delay requirements for
reducing automobile missions until 1982, even though one foreign
manufacturer's (Volvo) 1977 modelé:}ecently certified in California
--meet the Clean Air Act's standards and get 10% better gas
mileage over last yeafs model.

President Ford recommends a do-nothing approach to protection
of the remaining parts of this country where the air is still
pristine. He has opposed efforts which would ensure that willy-

nilly industrial growth and lack of planning don't degrade the air
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over our national parks and wildlife areas. According to his
plan, we should just let air quality deteriorate to the lowest

common denomlnator, and‘zgrry about patchlng it back up later.

Aé‘méﬁyvbf 15, Ooordééths reéult each yéar fféh‘alr pollution
alone. Water pollutlon and uncontrolled dumping of city garbage
threaten beaches and shorelingeof the Atlantic coast. In the
Southwest, agrlcultural losses run as high as $50 million per
year from.zazgggkicaused by upstream water pollution.

Over two million acres of land which has been strip mined
lies devastated. By his two vetoes of federal legislation,
President Ford would ask us to continue the very practices which
have blighted the countryside of Appalachia and now threaten the_
same destruction of our western landscapes and water supplies.

Relying on the lobbying of large chemical companies rather
than his own environmental advisors, President Ford has
opposed requirements to ségizgat toxic chemicals are=tested before
they are used in industrial processesq:nJin consumer products.

As a result, our workers and the American public are the guinea
pigs to test the effects of chemicals such as Kepone, PCBs and
vinyl chioride. The result: the James River in Virginia is closed
to fishing and 15,000 watermen are out of work. In northern
Michigan, dairymen _have had to shoot entire herds of cows which
were sick and dying from contamination by a carelessly used

highly toxic chemical called PBB (polybrominated biphenyl). Lead
poisoning from peeling paint and automobile emissions still

infects over 400,000 of our inner city children each year.
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— - A _Repuwllican  eniunonmandad Futmare

3 Under the Republican program which supports environmental

protection only when its convenient we can look forward to oil
drilling and exploration of the outer continental shelf which
disregards sound environmental practices, and strips coastal
states of their rights to protect their own marine and shoreline
areas. We will have four more years of uncontrolled strip mining,
—private lands and on the public lands which the govern-
ment is supposed to protect for all of us. Effective control of
toxic substances will be just another idea pending in Congress
rather than an industry practice of making sure that the

chemicals we use will not endanger health and the environment.

Our national parks and wildlife areas, having gotten election
year publicity, will be left again to deteriorate. More and more
urban areas which could be dedicated to parks and recreational
useswill be bulldozed into parking lots and shopping centers.

Each time the citizens of this country demand responsible
environmental protection, the Administration will throw back in
their faces the myth that it will cost them their jobs, or ex-
acerabate the energy shortage. It is a timid and shortsighted
President who fails to reconcile our need for a health environ-

ment with a strong economic plan and a clear energy policy.
——_ The 0oanla Zuuns bnmunXod prOon—

4= My administration would reaffirm this nation's commit-

T

ment to providing a healthy air and water.ﬁ I will stick to the

goals we have set for environmental protection and our industries

will know they cannot come running into the President for a
change in direction each time it finds environmental compliance
slightly inconvenient. ;_I will sign responsible national strip
mining legislation and strengthen and enforce our deep mine
safety laws so that coal producers have a clear understanding of
the requirements they must meet and coal production can get
going again:;—;-will ensure that our park system, our national
forests, and our wildlife areas are properly maintained and run
not just for the good of the o0il companies and special interests

which use and exploit these resources but for each and every

individual. 7 o _ R




—~— Safe drinking water, a pure food éuéply, and a healthy urban
environment will provide the foﬁndation for a successful national
health program:ilaé will develop the resources of the outer-
continental shelf in a way which permits our coastal states to

protect their shorelines, tourist industries and coastal

— —

communities.A I will cut back on porkbarrel kinds of expenditures
_now used to.build unnecessary dams and to channelize every

winding country stream.

— = Zau et 2>A \oLs ' i

Z 1 reject the premisé that there must be a conflict between

environmental protection and jobs. . Over a million new jobs have
been created by our concern for air and water quality. Consfruction
of sewage treatment facilities has created between 200,000 and
300,000 jobs in the hard hit construétion industry. Biologists,
chemists and toxicologists -- who five years ago who were unable

‘to find work, now find their talents in high demand to assess the
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effects of pesticides, water pollutants, and toxic chemicals on

the environment. The manufacturing of pollution control equipment,

has emerged as a new $1.7 billion industry. But we have only scratched
the surface. Enactment of a strong federal strip mining law will
reduce the present uncertainty surrounding coal production and

put miners back to work without exacting unreasonable environmental
costs. Dev:elopment of rapid transit systems to reduce our

dependence on the automobile cuts down air pollution and provides

jobs for unemployed auto workers.

Recovery of the resources which we now throw away will
reduce the need for imported raw materials such as aluminum and
copper creating jobs here in America rather than abroad. Solar
energy, when fully developed is estimated to be almost three
times as job intensive as nuclear power and far more environmentally
sound. Each million dollars invested in home insulation to
stop wasting energy creates an estimated 70 to 90 jobs compared
with 43 jobs per million dollars invested in building new
electrical generating plants.

To get from here to there, however, we need strong leadership,
not a President who meets every new pollution control challenge
with the same tired rhetoric than pollution control expenditures
put people out of work or that industry cannot afford to provide
a safe and health workplace.

Z¥=> T do not believe that produttion of adequate domestic

energy supplies must conflict with protection of the enviornment.
A President who understands the nature of the energy and
environmental problems will recognize that both have the same

basic cause. We have used our air, water and energy supplies as
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though they were infinite, inexhaustible, and free. It was
conserv ationists who first warned that our energy supplies
would be exhausted unless care was taken to use them wisely and
efficiently. But now that prediction has come true, the very
forces which encouraged us to abuse and squander our natural
resources turn around and blame the energy shortage on the
environment. Conservation of our natural resources by better
using what we have will protect both our environment and help
close the gap between energy supplies and demand.

If the federal goverhment were to encourage cities to take
advantage of the technology which already exists to convert
municipal garbage into energy supplies we could immediately save
the equivalent of 40,000 to &0,000 barrels of oil. The Environ-
mental Protection Agency estimates that recovery of resources
from solid waste could save the energy equivalent of 521,000
barrels of o0il per day, an amount equal to 35% of'the 0il we
will be receiving each day through the Alaska pipeline.
" Intelligent management of our electricity demands by encouraging
peakload pricing and locating smaller generating stations near
industrial consumers can reduce the need and demand for new coal
supplies by 150 tons for each 1% saving in the electricity
growth rate.

Development of rapid transit systems permits our citizens to

commute more conveniently and efficiently while lessening the

air pollution caused by the automobile.
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I believe this nation is filled with people who love God's
world, who love the trees and the wildlife and who want to pass
along to their children and grandchildren a world which reflects

a

high quality stewardship of our national resources thatAknow we

can achieve.



MEMORANDUM - September 9, 1976

TO: ~ GOVERNOR CARTER

THROU: STU EIZENSTAT
FROM: JERRY JASINOWSKI
RE: -~ CARTER ADMINISTRATION BUDGET OUTLOOK

‘The'following is a rough budget-piéture bétween how and
 fiscal 1981,-the last budget year of thé first Carter édministration.
It.is based on inputs from Charlie Schutze, Nancy Teeters,
Jim Storey, Doug Lee‘and other_budget ekpetfs. Although there
' afe some disagreements; the foilowing rough budget oﬁtlook
emerges: . |

1) . HIGH GROWTH. The entire budget analysis.is based on

the premise that we can achieve an average real growth rate of
about 5.5 percent-dver the next four Years. Although this is
much higher than the 4% historical average, we have achieved
such high rates before -- particularly during the 5 years of

the Kennedy—Johnson‘years of 1962-66. Because of the impbrtance
of high growth to achieving your other objectives, you should
continue to say that your growth goals -are 4—6%.—5 with the

emphasis on the upper end of the range.

2) GENERAL BUDGET ASSUMPTIONS. The projections assume no
changes in the tax laws, existing programs are only increased as

required by existing laws and inflation adjustments, and defense



(2)

spending is only allowed to increase to maintain the real level
of appropriations Which‘approximates your statement that you
would reduce defense expenditqres-by $5-7 billion. ' Remember
that these budget assumptions do not expect any tax revenue
gains from tax reform.becéuse your tax reform strategy is to

'cut: taxes as the quid pro for eliminating'special tax provisions.

3) PRELIMINARY FISCAi. DIVIDEND OF $60 BILLION. Given a'
5-6% growth rate, and the abov e budget assumptioﬁs, revenue
will érow to:$600 billion by fiscal 1981, eXpenditures will
.rise to $540 billion, yielding a budget margin of $60 billion.

See Attachment A.

' 4) CONTINGENCY ALLOWANCE OF $10 BILLION. Good budget
planning would subtract $10 billion from the fiscal dividend
for unforeseen contingencies in the future. If no contingencies

occur, this money could be used to reduce taxes.

"5) EFFICiENCY DIVIDEND. The attached papers identify
possible budget'cuts.in ineffective 0r'low-pri6rity programs in
'a;range from $lO;$23 billion dollars. Since most of these cut$
would be difficult to do politically, the lower rangé of $10 billion
is more realistic. We are evaluating fhe“feasibility bf these
.cﬁts furthef, and I suggest yoﬁ not bring them up publicly uhtil
we'have made avmdrebdetailed analysis. B ut you can see that such
an efficiéncy dividend could bring your budget margin back up to

at least $60 billion by fiscal 198l. See Attachment B.
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6) BUDGET'SURPLUS IN 1981. It is sensible economic policy
to'plan for a budget surplus'of about_le billion in fiscal 1981
because the ecenomy will be at full employment. This would again
‘reduce your budget margin to $50 billien, which is roughly the

net amount of money available to finance your social programs.

7) BUDGET MARGIN SUMMARY.
--$70 billion total budget margin consisting of a $60 billion
fiscal dividend and a $10 billion efficiency dividend;
--minus a $10 billion contingency allowance or tax cut;
--minus a $10 billion budget surplus in fiscal 1981;
--yields a $50-billion'net_budget margin to finance social

‘programs by fiscal 1981.

8) él%.RULEz YQu.have said that you favor holding Federal
spending to its'historical trend of 20-21% of GNP. A $50 billion
expenditure increase would be 21.1 percent of projected GNP in
fiseal 1981; a‘$60 billion expenditure increase would be 21.4
percent of,projected‘GNP in fiscal 1981. Given that Federal
expentures were 22.4 last year, and that we need a 21.4% in order
to spend $60 billion, I suggest you say that the share should be
held to about 21% when you are pressed for a number. Don't go
below 21% because then we will not be able to spend enough

money to pay for your social programs.
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9) THE COST OF REPUBLICAN PLATFORM. Attachment C is a

~costing out of the Republican platform by the_Senate Budget
Committee.  These rough estimates shbw théir platform costé_

. to fall in the range of $82-to'$110 billion. $14 to $45 would
be in increased domestic expenditure progréms; $10 billion
‘aqgitiOnal.in defensé; énd $27 to $55 billion in tax'réductions.

These numbers must be further refined before they are used

~publicly.

10) THE REPUBLICAN ESTIMATES OF THE COST OF.THE

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. The Republicans have charged that

the Democratic platform could coéﬁ $100 to $200 billion when
fully implemenfed. ‘Attachment D. is one Republican cost analysis
that concludes that thé Democraticlplatform would cost $102
billion when fully implemented. It is df course a serious

' Qverstatemeht of the costs, particularlvaith respeét to child
care, education, and health insurance.

11) BUDGET COMMITTEE ESTIMATE OF DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM COSTS.

\

Attachment E‘containS'Democratic estimates of the Democratic

platform that range from $53 to $125 billion, depending upon
what interpretations are given to statements in the platform.
Obviously, the lower range can be funded with the budget margin

identified above.



(12) COST OF CARTER PROGRAM. There is no way to know

precisely how your progrém would differ from the platform, but -

‘there are substantial differences. The following is a rough

- outline of what your program might cost when full implemented.

These are the crudest possible estimates and should only be used

to begin making decisions on where you want to'spend your budget

margin. .
a) Jobs
b) Welfare
c) Child carev
d) Education
'e)' Healﬁh
f) Social Security
g) Veterans
h) Housing
i) Other
TOTAL

$ 6.0

$ 8.0

$ 1.0

$ 5.0

$20.0

$ 1.5

$ 1.0
$ 3.0

$ 4.0

$50.0 billion



September 1, 1976

To: D1ck Moe.

From: Duane Scribner /LLAM%Z/

Subject. Televised Debate

No doubt you have brilliant help available to you. But on the
chance that something I know may be useful, I offer the following
observatlons-’ : ” .

1. THE MEDIUM. Telev151on has been called the "cool" medium.

That means.
a.

several things: .

It exaggerates emotion, voice pitch at the extremes,
facial expression, hesitation--anything, in short,  that
might be desirable to exaggerate for effect purposes in -
an ordinary platform appearance. It is a "cool" medium
because those who moderate all of the above communlcate
more effectively. o .

Along the same line, television'communicates slight
variations very effectively. Firmness, indignation,

and the rest of the actor's rhetorical dev1ces are all

- communicable with very slight emphases.

The conversational, - as Opposed to the oratorlcal approach
is more effective. : :

Short answers are more effective than long ones; the medium
is not a good device for complicated explanations of nuances
or involved formal sentences; it is impossible to look back
at the previous sentence to re-establish the line ‘of thought.
A single striking fact or example (brief) is effective, but

'long recitations of facts are not; they blur together in

the consciousness of the viewer and all go down the drain.
What is communicated through the television tube is a feeling
about what is»seen and heard. The feellng or "image" is the
lasting thing. If you try to remember a memorable TV

‘presentation, you will remember it in terms of general

overall sense_impressions of the person, not of the facts

or The .issues, especially if many separate issues are

included in the presentation. When we.say, "he said on

TV that . . . ," we tend to think of the who with greater
emphasis than the what.

A monotone is as extreme as shouting. There must be variations
in -level, speed, etc., even though they must not be extreme.

. variations. You can't have extreme sameness, either. A good

"example is Bob Dole's acceptance speech.” He has a wonderful.

voice for the first 30 seconds; it is resonant and his
articulation is prec1se But he puts you to sleep because

'he never varies.
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2. THE TACTICS. Given the: c.haraeteristics of TV, a lot can be
done ‘to use it more effectively. Besides taking into consideration
the obvious implications of what is said above:

a.

b.

You only have to look a little interested to appear very
interested, and it is fatal to appear uninterested.

Find various ways to show that you are following the
discussion--again, be careful about sameness.

. If the format--seated or whatever--provides opportunity

to lean into or away from the picture, never lean away.

"It communicates lack of interest, rejection. uneasiness,

fear of mixing into the discussion, and a host of other
things that communicate negatively to the viewer.
Stiffness, constant straightness of posture, gripping the
arms of chairs, and motion can all be negatlves.- But

. again, watch out for sameness.

Find the happy balance between ‘gestures that look like
nervous jerks and the broad stuff that makes you look.

like you're falling over. Remember that TV can show
ythe emphasis of a finger. Nobody in the real audlence

is more than a few feet away .

. Avoid disgust in expre551on and harsh 1nterrupt10n when

at all possible. Those things look extremely rude on TV,

~ though you look good when. you calmly insist on your rights

or your opportunity to make a point. Take charge whenever
possible—-nothing looks better than having the initiative,
being in control of both the opponent and the media types---
but it is not necessary to tromp very hard to get the
message across.

. Above all, remember the audiences. There are many, and they

are important. The opponent is not one of them. The studio
audience is significant only if allowed to clap, boo, or cheer.
You can control what you are saying to the large TV audience,

~and that audience also includes an audience of media people .

who are going to select items for news programs, national
stories, columns and other dope articles and editorials, etc.
They will be grateful for sbmething_quotable. The audience

is worth thinking a great deal about in advance of the debates.
Sarcasm, ridicule, disdain are not good TV techniques.

"Remember the audlence gets an impression of the user as well

as the victim.

It is hard to be too dlrect and stralghtforward on TV it is
easy to be too subtle or obscure, because there's no way to
go back and read the line again. That also has major
implications for vocabulary choice. And an unusual accent
(which WFM doesn't have)scan really get in the way for the
same reason. : ’ ‘

Slgns of happiness and personal security (smiles and_neods)

are better than signs of unhappiness- and insecurity (frowns).



3. THE DEBATE ITSELF. While the debaters are not in control -

of the specifiC'questions, they can do a great deal to 1nf1uence
the directions the questions take:

a.

A brief answer requires that another aquestion be asked,
hopefully on a difféevent subject. A long answer raises
more gquestions on theé same subject. Behave according
to whether It is desirable—to Stay with the subject.
A comment at the end of an answer can suggest another
specific question; i.e., "The Republican candidates

~disagree on that subject just as they do on ...."

Of course it should be somethlng you want the subject
changed to.

Facts, statistics, etc. can help emphasize a particular
aspect of a problem that you'd rather talk about, and
really should be used in this way for TV debate because
there is no way to be comprehensive on a subject.  But'

see 1, d,e,f above.

Because of the tran51tory nature of facts in this medium,
it is worth empha51z;ng and re-emphasizing the things you
are doing well with, especially in a 90-minute format.

That requires some gquick thinking on the spot and dragging

things in by the heels when necessary. And if your opponent
or the moderator says it's irrelevant, remember they don't»
control the jury. .

Despite the smirking way in which media people refer to

- practicing, TV is a medium where it is at least as important

to establish a'gggggnality as it is to establish a scholarly
reputation. And it is also critical to analyze and take
advantage of the other guy's personality. Great care should
be taken, troublesome as it may seem, to get criticism of
the approach on TV from people who look at it on the tube,
in advance practice sessions with monitors. .

Plan out the specific results for the debate. Then, with

a goal clearly in mind, it is much easier to decide what

to do when the opportunity presents itself in the actual
debate. Never take_ga_shot in the debate that conflicks

with the overall plan_and goal. And*always put that goal
in terms of the various audiences.

.Try to flgure out the questlons and feed the questloners

You should know everything you can about who they are and
what their attitudes are. On the issues, it is very likely

‘that you will know more about everythlng than they do, but
if you know what they know, you will know what they will
v ask and how- they will ask it.



You will notice that there is nothing in this memo about the
substantive issues. By now you certainly have developed a way of
understanding them and taking positions. That can be gamed, also.

This summer, for. example, WRA appeared on the three network question
shows in five weeks. There was only one question we did not anticipate.
I presume that you have all the help you need in that game, but I will
be happy to feed you possible questions, and answers too if you think
it might be helpful. It is possible to come up with more questions

in a day than can be asked in an hour and a half, and most of the
questions will be easy to anticipate.” We have found that media
people asking questions get them from the samevstories and columns

* that we read, and we do that intensively in preparation, as no doubt .
you do. And we have also found that the questions are topical, in

the sense that media people don't prepare for these events a long

time in advance. And of course a good briefing book with some decisions
made about which facts and other documentatlon are the most salesworthy
on TV is a must. -

In reading this over,. it seems pretty elementary. - But if any
of it is useful, I'll be happy.. And happier if you already know it
all. Make sure you have a good consultant. And if there is- anythlng
~here that you'd like elaborated, or anythlng additional I can do
- to be helpful, let me know. : '
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'ﬂ COMMENTS ON THE ABORTION ISSUE

WI 'LIAM F HYLAND (9/7/76)

It 1s 1mportant from a campalgn v1ewp01nt to reduce pre-
Aoccupatlon with: the constitutional :amehdment- aspect of this
~issue.: .This: could be done’ by hav1ng Governor Carter: explaln
his: opp051t10n ‘to-the - amendment route.: . This" p051tlon is not
‘atrall. ;ncon51stent with: opp051tlon to abortlon -and ..is. the
v1ewp01ntlof many Cathollcs and non Cathollcs.. -

The statement by the candldate that he 1s not necessarlly
opposed to all forms of ‘amendment ‘has caused ‘concern, not

only on the issue ‘itself, but moré 1mportantly, on- the issue~

of Governor Carter's. capa01ty to av01d capltulatlons that suggest
political expedlency ‘

I suggest the follow1ng approach.

,_Whe moral issue. at stake 1s demeaned 1n concludlng

~ that the protectlon ‘of : unborn life can be - ‘accomplished
Only through amendlng the Constltutlon.; Those who
insist an: amendment is’ 1ndlspensable have sald,
effect 'that the force of- the: ideal’;" and ‘the" per—‘
suasiveness of those leaders who espouse 1t,hhave
been 1ost. L . o . -

constltutlonal amendment effort. Wlll engender
itter. phllosophlcal struggles in. Amerlca. N
successfully carrled out,tlt w1ll also cause a:
reversion to: those days when ‘women: determlned to
.rachleve abortlon were’ obllged to" submlt to: the-
ﬁgreedy, untralned practltloners of ‘an. 1llegal
backroom art._ The welght of that: rever51on falls
'heav1est upon the {pooxr and the 1gnorant S

The problem should not be addressed on a: 1egallst1c
plane, but rather as a moral issue.  If ‘that issue is
to:prevail, the natlon s moral leaders, 1nclud1ng the
natural 1eaders w1th1n the - famlly, must do a better
job in advancing théir viewpoints; as the means of
setting the standards for our nation.



‘CComments;onithe Abortion Issue, Hyland, p. 2

Cathollcs,.on:boﬁh_s;desQof the 1ssue,

vestab_lsh a p051t10n'in the marketplace ‘of 1deas 1s
more ‘appeéaling than undertaklng the d1v1s1ve, polltlcal

struggle that seeklng a. constltutlonal amendment would
.1nvolve.

s




'MEMORANDUM

10 - Jody Powell and Stu Eizenstat
FROM: Phil Zeidman |
DATE: September 9, 1976

"RE : Daily Press Coverage: Further Thoughts

This will supplement our further discussions on this
topic, and suggest at least an interim solution, in accordance
with the discussion with Stu and Al Stern last night

It now appears to me that the problem is twofold

1. We are not adequately informed about the coverage of
the campaign itself. It can be very helpful in dealing with re-
porters to know what,they are writing. and to know what is being
repcrted on the network news shows; etc. |

2. Neither the candidace nor we are adequately informed
about news developments which should be considered in connection
with prepared remarks, anticipated questions, etc. This lack of
information is reflected in three incidents in the last two days
alone: _v | |

.(a)' The Humphrej-Hawkins pfoblem on September 7.
(b) Yesterday; John Lang of The New York Post told

me that Ford had just issued a statement proposing

debates on the two candidates’ respective views on




abortion. This turns out, in fact, not to be the

case; butjwe.wasted some time and sdme thought on
the subject because of our ignorance. | | |
(é) A repbrﬁer from a Columbus, Ohio._newspéper told
me yesterday that, on the previous day; he had asked
‘vGoverhor Carter what he'thought'about the recent
Cleveland desegregation decision, and that he was
"shocked" to learn that the Governor did ndt know
anything about it, since it has been a matter of
considerable comment in the news since the deci-
sion on August 31. In fact, the material provided
Hr | .by Isabel Hyde for the Cleveland trip-adequately
| cdvers this, ﬁut theGovernof had not looked at
that material, understandably. prior to leaving
~ for Ohio. |
While this may be a peculiaf situation, i.e. a reporter
taikiﬁg to him in advance of his depﬁrture:for a state where a
matter is in the news, the Cleveland decision is in fact a mat-
ter of general news significance, not limited to Cleveland alone.
These incidents illustrate ouf need to ha'vemor*nfor-‘ | i
mation about what is happéning, as well as what 1s being said about
the campaign itself. A campaign plane is in some ways the most_'
insulated cocoon imagineable.. We leave the hotel before ﬁhe Today
"show; we arrive too idté to watch the hetwork néws; wgidon': have_

~ time ;6 get newspapers; and, when we do, we are frequently out
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of range of the'major metropoiitan newspapers (the Times, the Post,
etc.). Ironically, we arelocked in a cabin with some of the best
informed and best known newsmen inthe wbrld, but we are all, they
as well as we, largely ignorant of what is happehing outside'the
plane. ' -

This can be dangerous in two ways:

: 1. The candidate and the staff can make-errots because of
lack of informationf -

2. The candidate can appear to be uninformed, a peculiarly
dangerous perception for reporters to acquire when comparing the
candidate to a presumably well informed incumbent President, ﬁho
has the capacity to command instant network coverage of any announce-
ment he may make regarding a recent develobment in the news.

There are several ways ef handling this problem, all With
defects. A ticker on the:plane sounds at first like the best solu- _
tion.‘ In fact, however, it takes room, is expensive, attracts a
lot of people watching it and wasting time for no useful purpose,
~ and te a large degree is filled with information which we do not
need. | v | , ‘

The telephone calls to New Yerkothashington from the plane,
as tried yesterday, are simply too cumbersome. The solution must be
Ifor Atlanta to get the information and feed it to us.

| This should not be difficult. The equipment on the plane

is perfectly adequate to receive whatever Atlanta sends, whenever it

sends it. I would recommend that tha include not only the matters




discussed last night'(the ticker, whet the network news ie'eOVering,
the reports»from NewYork and Washington, etc.), but whatever else the
Issues staff feel is essential. It is important.that this be limited
to the absolutely bare essentiele. We will otherwise be inundated

in paper, and I believe it'is better to be uninformed than to be
spending too much of our time reading things we don't need to know.

If the items can belimited to a brief description, we can then ask

.for more information if we need it

I would suggest that the transmission be frequent, rather
than accumulated at the end of the day. While there may be wisdom
in sending a single end-of-the -day report to wrap up the high points,
it will be too late in some cases, unread in other cases, and oppres-
sive in size if it is theonly report-upon-which we rely. In addi-
tion, it will clog the machinery unnecessarily. Accordingly, it
would seem that severalbrief reports during the day would be desir-
able.

I suggest we try this aporoech for a few days and eval-

uate its effectiveness.

A_Final Note:

The special problems posed by a press conference under-
score the need for better and moretimely information At this morn-r
ing's press conference, one of theiquestions asked dealt with a rum-
ored plan for substantial U. S. contributions to a‘programffor the

resettlement of while Rhodesians. 'Governor Carter said he was not

prepared to respond, as he "knew nothing about it. In fact, an article




i
|
|
|
|
3
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in The New York Times this morning mentioned it; and, I am told by

Dave Broder, a column in yesterday's Washington Post dealt with it.

Our ignorance of the matter prevented his being briefed; made him

vulnerable to an appearance of being lgss informed than he should;
and delayed our issuance of a statement on the subject until at
least tomorrow. (Similarly, our ignorance of the content of Ford's
response to the B'nai B'rith speech required us to track it down
through Joe Duffey.)

The point is that, no matter what we do with respect to
briefiﬁg generally, we'must make a special effort on the evening be-
fore and themorning of press conferences. I would recommend the same

general technique proposed above, but to be supplemented by a tele-

.phone discussion with Atlanta several hours before the press confer-

ence.

There are other steps which should be taken as well--a
portable TV on the plane, for example--but this approach should be

tried.

PZ:cs

cc: Milt Gwirtzman
Greg Schneiders
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EWBPS SEARCH REg [

ED 17.9
#SCORPIOZ IS A IC

. UTES. THANK YOU.
E OF IBRAR

UIR 9 MIN
ERV THE L Y OF CONGRESS.
DISC

ES70 SIGNED OFF CICS, 09/09/76 21.12.00

[HIS SEARCH REQUIRED 17.99 MINUTES. THANK YOU.

#SCORPIO”Z IS A SERVICE OF THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS.
DISC

ES70 SIGNED OFF CICS, 09/09/76 21.12.00

AT"DATA BASE: NYT TO 8/31. DAILY JUNLS USUALLY WITHIN 7 TO 10 DAYS,
OTHERS WITHIN ONE MONTH. ARTICLES ABSTD 1,198,114. FICHE TO 8/7.
“~PROCEED=A SYSTEM MONITOR MESSAGE=B

“AT ENTER TERMS=A//TERM//TERM//ETC.
~“A//CARTER, JIMMY//HOMOSEXUALITY//NEIGHBORHOODS//AGNEWN, SPIRO™ PICK TERMS-VI

MORE TERMS=C XRF=D//TERM # NO TERMS=E
I AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE

PER 4096-8191/C
2 AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE (MRS)
PER MRS/TTL 64-127/C

3 AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE (VICE PRES), ORGANIZATIONS FOR
| SuUB 4-7/C P



**%x END OF DIDFLAY **x%x
“B//17"PICK TERAS-VIEW MORE=A//TERM # PICK TERMS-NEXT STEP=B//TER '

MORE TERMS=C XRF=D//TERM # NO TERMS=E
I NEIGHB0ORHOODS (NYC)
SUB XRF 16-31/C
2 NEIGHBORHOODS UNITING PROJECT
ORG 1/C
3 NEIGHBORHOODS, PRESIDENT“*S COMMISSION ON
ORG 1/C
*%%x END OF DISPLAY *%x
“ETTACCEPT TERM=A REJECT TERM=B
HOMOSEXUALITY
SUB 1024-2047/C
“ATTPICK TERMS-VIEW MORE=A//TERM # PICK TERMS-NEXT STEP=B//TERM #

MORE TERMS=C XRF=D//TERM # NO TERMS=E
I CARTER, JIYMY
PER 2048-4095/C
2 CARTER, JIMMY (MRS)
PER MRS/TTL 16-31/C
3 CARTER, JIMMY, CITIZENS FOR (NYC)
ORG 2-3/C
4 CARTER, JIMMY, COMMITTEE FOR
ORG 1/C
5 CARTER, JIMMY, FOR PRESIDENT
ORG 2-3/C
6 CARTER, JIMMY, ORGANIZATIONS FOR
SUB 4-7/C

*%x% END OF DISPLAY *%x
~“B//1771S TERM LIST COMPLETE? YES=A NO=B

"B~ ENTER TERMS=A//TERM//TERM//ETC.

“A//ETHNICT™PICK TERMS-VIEA MORE=A//TERM # PICK TERMS-NEXT STEP=B /TERM #
MORE "TERMS=C XRF=D//TERM # NO TERMS=E
| ETHNIC AFFAIRS CENTER, NATIONAL URBAN

ORG 1/C
2 ETHNIC AFFAIRS OF NJ, CENTER FOR URBAN

ORG 1/C
3 ETHNIC AFFAIRS, NY CENTER FOR

ORG 4-7/C
4 ETHNIC AMERICA, NATIONAL PROJECT ON
_ ORG 2-3/C
5 ETHNIC COMMUNITIES CONGRESS, NJ

ORG 1/C
6 ETHNIC FACTORS IN EDUCATION, NEW JERSEY CONSULTATION ON

ORG 1/C
7 ETHNIC GROUPS

SUB 0/C
8 ETHNIC MILLIONS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE

0ORG 1/C
9 ETHNIC STUDIES

SUB XRF 4-7/C
10 ETHNICITY IN THE UNITED STATES (BOOK)

SUB 1/C
11 ETHNICITYs THEORY AND EXPERIENCE (800K)

SUB 1/C

**k%x END OF DISPLAY #*x
“B//7-71IS TERM LIST COMPLETE? YES=A NO=B

“AT PERSONAL NAME MODIFIERS=A BIBLIOGRAPHIC MODIFIERS=B
ALL MODIFIERS=C NO MODIFIERS=D
“DTLINK TERMS-VIEW MORE=A//LOGIC
VIEN MORE TERMS=C

LINK TERMS-SEARCH=B//LOGIC

| AGNEW,
PER

SPIRO THEODORE
4096-8191/C



|

< AUMUDEAUALILLY

SuB 1024-2047/C
3 CARTER, JIMMY
PER 2048-4095/C
4 ETHNIC GROUPS
SuUB osC
*%x%x END OF DISPLAY **x*
T~ B//1A3TTEARLIEST DATE=A MOST RECENT DATE=B
“T“NUMBER OF ITEMS RETRIEVED = 8
“BT VIEW ON SCREEN=A DEFERRED PRINT=B
“~NUMBER OF ITEMS RETRIEVED = 8
“TATTPRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR B//# END INQUIRY=
(C)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION
I OF 8 NYT/JNL 1976- 7-11 4z l: 5 4/AGT 13/LIN
192- 2-42 1177587/1DN

REV OF JIMMY CARTER’S POL LEANINGS FINDS HE IS AS LIBERAL OR
CONSERVATIVE AS HE NEEDS TO BE AT ANY MOMENT OR IN ANY GIVEN
POL SITUATION$ 270 GUBERNATORIAL CAMPAIGN IN WHICH CARTER
CHARGED OPPONENT CARL SANDERS HAD SOLD OUT TO “ULTRA LIBERALS”
“TRECALLED$ CARTER HIMSELF SEEN AS STRONG LIBERAL ON FOREIGN
POLICY ISSUESs HIS EFFORTS TO SIDESTEP VIETNAM SO AS NOT TO
STIR UP HIS HAWKISH CONSTITJENTS RECALLED$ HIS STATEMENT AFTER
RELEASE OF PENTAGON PAPERS URGING ENACTMENT OF FED LEGIS TO
MAKE NEWS ORGNS CRIMINALLY LIABLE FOR SUCH PUBLICATIONS
RECALLED$ HIS STATEMENT THAT HE PHONED VICE PRES SPIRO AGNEW
“TAND URGED HIM NOT TO RESIGN UNDER PRESSURE NOTED$ HIS “474
REFUSAL TO CASTIGATE “WELFARE CHEATERS” DURING SOUTHERN POL
CONF RECALLED (M)

2 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1976- 5-19 41t 1 4/4GT 7/LIN

139-76- 5 EDC/TOH4 1158593/1DN

JAMES RESTON ON POSSIBLE VICE PRES NOMINEES AND HOW THEY WILL
BE CHOSEN$ SEES LIKELY REPEAT OF TYPICAL LAST-MIN SCRAMBLES
THAT RESULTED IN NOMINATIONS OF SEN THOMAS F EAGLETON AND
EX-VICE PRES SPIRO T AGNEWs SEES JIMMY CARTER LIKELY TO CHOOSE
~TSENS BAYH, MONDALE, STEVENSON OR REPR UDALL% SEES FORD LIKELY
TO CHOOSE JOHN CONNALLY, SENS BAKER OR BROCK OR COMMERCE SEC
RICHARDSON$ SEES HUMPHREY LIKELY TO CHOOSE CARTER

“BT"PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR B//# END INQUIRY=C
(C)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION
3 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1973- 6- 8 : 17¢ 2 4/WNGT 16/LIN
199-73-66 327797/1DN

ARTICLE ON WATERGATE SCANDAL’S EFFECT ON 65TH NATL GOVS CONF AT
LAKE TAHOE, NEV$ PRES ASPIRANTS HAVE ALWAYS USED PAST CONFS FOR
POL MANEUVERING, AND 1 RESULT OF WATERGATE IS THAT NO SUCH
ACTIVITY IS TAKING PLACE AT THIS CONFs$ ANOTHER EFFECT IS LOW
“TPROFILE BEING MAINTAINED BY SUCH LEADERS AS GOV REAGAN AND GOV
ROCKEFELLER$ VICE PRES AGNEW, WHO ATTENDS CONF AS WNHITE HOUSE
LIAISON AND CHIEF REPUB CATALYST, LEFT MIDNAY THROUGH CLOSING
SESSION, COMMENTING, “/WE ARE NOT IN A POSITION TO DEFINE
ANYTHING IN DOMESTIC SENSE JUST NOWZ3% MANY GOVS COMPLAIN THAT
NIXON ADM HAS BEEN PARALYZED SINCE MARCH BY ITS PREOCCUPATION
“~WITH WATERGATE AFFAIR, AND REPT THEIR PAST DIFFICULTY SORTING
OUT PRES NIXON/S REVENUE-SHARING PROGRAMS HAS INCREASED$ MAIN
PROBLEMS SEEN AS INCREASE IN PUBLIC’S SUSPICION OF ALL
POLITICIANS, REGARDLESS OF PARTY, AND, AS GEORGIA GOV J CARTER
SAYS, “EXACERBATION OF ALREADY BAD SITUATION BETWEEN STATES AND
NASHINGTON”
“BT"PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR B//# END INQUIRY=C
(CNYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION
4 OF 8 NYT/JINL 1972- 9- 7 : 38 4 4/WGT 12/LIN
250-F2& i PHO/ILS 221892/1DN
SOUTHERN GOVS CONF MEETING IN HILTON HEAD, SC, ON SEPT 6 ELECTS
GOV WALLACE AS CHMN AND VIRGIN IS GOV M H EVANS, A BLACK, AS
'VICE CHMN$ MOVE SEEN AS TRIBUTE TO WALLACE AND EVIDENCE THAT HE



HAS BECOME FULLY RESPECIABLE AMONG FELLON SOULHERN GUVS§ UNDER
T~CONF RULES, LEADERSHIP ALTERNATES BETWNEEN REPUBS AND DEMS% DEM
VICE CHMN GOV J WEST, WHO WOULD HAVE AUTMATICALLY BECOME CHMN,
STEPS ASIDE TO ALLOW WALLACE ELECTION AFTER CONF REJECTS GOV
CARTER PROPOSAL THAT 2 DEMS BE ALLOWNED TO SERVE, WEST AS CHMN
AND NALLACE AS VICE CHMN$ WALLACE ATTENDS CONF SESSIONS
ACCOMPANIED BY BODYGUARD, AIDES AND WIFE$ CONF HEARS VICE PRES
“TAGNEWN AT SEPT 5 BANQUET: RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY CONF NOTED3
AEST, WALLACE ILLUS
5 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1972- 7- 2 4z 2: | 4/0GT 4/LIN
rg3= 1-31 CTN/ILS 197913/1IDN
ARTICLE SPECULATES ON SEN MCGOVERN“’S CHOICE OF RUNNING MATE,
SHOULD HE WIN DEM PRES NOMINATION$ HOLDS PRES NIXON WILL DECIDE
ON HIS RUNNING MATE AFTER DEMS NOMINATE THEIR CANDIDATES:
DRAWING
TBTPRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR B//# END INQUIRY=C
(C)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION
6 OF 8 AP /JNL 1972- 6- 5 2: 1 4/A\GT 6/LIN
379-70-15 661950/1DN
SOUTHERN-LED “STOP MCGOVERN MOVEMENT/ MEETS SKEPTICISM FROM DEM
GOVERNORS AT 64TH NATL GOVERNORS CONFERENCE IN HOUSTON (TEX)
JUN 4% DRIVE LED BY GA GOV J CARTER ATTRACTED NO SUPPORT3
CONFERENCE WILL HEAR VICE PRES S AGNEW, SEN d HUGHES AND FRANK
““MANKIEWICZs MD GOV M MANDEL WILL PROBABLY SUCCEED W VA GOV A A
MOORE AS NEXT CHMN OF NATL GOVERNORS CONFERENCE
“BTPRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR B//# END INQUIRY=C
(C)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION
7 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1971- 4- 2 s 168 4 4/WGT 20/LIN
92-71-62 AP /SRC 84519/1DN
PUB AND PRIVATE SECTORS IN US, IN VARIETY OF WAYS, EXPRESS
GROWING OPPOSITION TO CONVICTION AND SENTENCING OF LT W L
CALLEY FOR MURDERS AT MYLAI, S VIETNAM: MORE THAN 1,200
TELEGRAMS DELIVERED TO FT 3ENNING COURTHOUSE, THOUSANDS OF LRS
“~DELIVERED TO CALLEY’S APARTMENT$ RADIO STATIONS REPT THOUSANDS
OF CALLS DENOUNCING VERDICT$ VICE PRES AGNEW REFUSES TO COMMENT
SPECIFICALLY ON CASE, BUT SAYS CONDITIONS DURING MIL OPERATION
ARE NOT /SUBJECT TO MONDAY MORNING QUARTERBACK JUDGMENTS”3
INDIANA GOV E WHITCOMB ORDERS ALL STATE FLAGS FLOWN AT
HALF-STAFF TO PROTEST CONVICTION AND SENTENCING3$ COMMENTS ON
“~CONVICTIONs UTAH GOV C RAMPTON SCORES VERDICT AND SENTENCE$ GA
GOV J CARTER PROCLAIMS APRIL 5 “AMER FIGHTING MEN“S DAY’ IN
STATE AND URGES RESIDENTS TO DISPLAY FLAG AND DRIVE WITH
HEADLIGHTS ON% ARK SEN AND HOUSE APPROVE RESOLUTION ASKING PRES
NIXON TO GRANT CALLEY EXEC CLEMENCY$ KAN SEN ADOPTS RESOLUTION
[HAT CALLEY BE FREED$ SIMILAR RESOLUTION IS PASSED IN TEX SEN
“~AND INTRODUCED IN TEX HOUSE$ SUPPORT FOR CALLEY FROM SEVERAL
INDIVIDUALS NOTED$ SOLDIERS AND VETERANS COMPLAIN OF VERDICTS
STAFFORD COUNTY, VA, DRAFT 8D RESIGNS IN PROTEST OVER CASE3%
MARCHES PLANNED IN SOME CITIES

“B™PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR B//# END INQUIRY=C
(C)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION
8 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1970-11- 4 32 6 6/ANGT 3/LIN
308-70-52 64614/1DN

CARTER ELECTED GA GOVs PARTIAL TALLY$ REPR THOMPSON LEADS IN
RE-ELECTION CONTEST AGAINST YOUNG, NEGRO% GOV CAMPAIGN, NIXON
AND AGNEW AID FOR SUIT REVD
**%x END OF DISPLAY ***%
“XTLINK TERMS-VIEW MORE=A//LOGIC LINK TERMS-SEARCH=B//LOGIC
VIEW MORE TERMS=C
I AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE

PER 4096-8191/C
2 HOMOSEXUALITY

SUB 1024-2047/C
3 CARTER, JIMMY

PER 2048-4095/C

T~ 4 ETHNIC GROUPS
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Jimmy Carter
Presiclential Cam pCign

For America’s third century, why not our best?

Issues .
Stuart Eizenstat - National 'Issues and Policy Director
Al Stcern - Deputy Issues Director

Orin Kramer - Assistant Issues Director

Bert Carp - Mondale Ts
Bob Barnett - Assistan

sucs Coordinator
Mondale Issues Coordinator

5

Generalists:

”g//:am Bleicher K; Criminal justice, gun control, S-1, government
E*Z‘juaéﬁ\ ‘accountability, corporate responsibility, consumer’
problems, civil rights, civil liberties.
‘//ﬁob Ginsburg {\ Economics.
‘//%ob Havely K\ OSHA, health care, abortion, alcohol and drug
. abuse, U.S. Immigration, gay rights. DUSAR o & HAmpI c ANED-
v/61ck Holbrooke Foreign policy, defense.
‘//Serry'JaSinowski K}monomics. » -
L//%aul'Jensen %; Government reorganization, housing, urban policy,
" labor. .
\//fgill Jaoahnston X;, Trahsportation, (merchant marine), social, (welfare .
- reform, human welfare, poverty), social programs,
services, social security, veterans, elderly,

Sl P e

v//Oliver Miller %\ Agriculture, food policy, education, arts, FDA

\/David Rubenstein 0<Repuvblican record

~///Kitty Schirmer/K rgy environment, natural resources, amnesty,
- A V .
-//Noel Sterrett Science. and technology.

S1

David Aaron

el Local issues

Assistant to Senatdr Mondale for Foreign Policy

P.O. Box 1975 Aflunfo Georgla 30301 404/897-7100 4,

Acapunt A cac et io taad Lk b, Tad,
4



TO: Governor Car :r
" FROM: ~ stu Eizenstat
DATE: August 16, 1976
i wanted you to know about fhe'organizdtion-of the issues area, and about

che people staffing it. - The function of the issues department is to support
JQu‘in'dbvelopihg positiOns and proposals which are the recommendations of
our ¢ impaign. It dues this‘by a side process of consultation with outside
<xperts and the solicitation of materials and ideas from the publié. On the
'baéis of solicitati.n of materials and ideas from the publie. On the basis
of these materials and the expertise of the staff, it exploreé,options and
makes recomméndations te you as to policies which might be‘advanced and pro-
srams which might implement them. It is also the source of research in the

campa- st on the rec'td of the opposition.

. its organized solicitation and deVelopmentvof materials, the Issues
ffice relies in pért.on estdbliéhed task forces in the traditional areas of
anreisn and domestic federalﬂpolicy. -On the basis of fhat, plus. internal
work .. the Issues staff, it develops.option papers, briefing.pépers, back-
,round papers for inrernal use as well as position papers and speech drafts
for external dissemlnation'auring the campaign. It also answers detailed

- issues gquestions from the press concerning issues' positions.

‘ I+ 'is eeLimated that for the rema{ning bart of the campaign ve shall Le
ualled on to produce at least 40-positiohvpaperSﬂandAébout 25 speeches. "We
shall also establish a "'statement' operation in EH@ issues departnent, sending
messarfes, solicitiﬁg euppOrt, and indicating concern to the various organicza-
tiens,which»willyheyd conventions, meetingsland other affairs during the
campaign period:>and we shall answer questionnaires from press, magazines and
Journals concerning Carter positions on the issues as well as handling a sub-
stantial volume of iaeue—related maii.;‘To accomplish these tasks, we have
divided our operati..n into two parts with the outside expeftise ol Lhc'task
forces being organized and managed by a branch of the issuee operation based
wn Washington, D.C. The position papers, etc. are to be produced by the staff

with the campéign organization here in Atlanta.  The individuals. involved are -

Stu Eizenstat - Issues and Policy Director
2l Stern - Deputy Issues Director. .
Al Stern, 48, born New York City. M.A., N.Y.U. Founder of Monteith

Cullege, a college of interdisciplinary studies at Wayne State Univer-




I\)li

agt

2.

sity in Detroit, MI. Presently’hus‘a dual appointment as professor in
Division of Natural Science and Division of Humanities. Mlas been v151t1ng

professor at the University of Chicago, Committee on Social - Thought. Has

served in a variety of roles in democratic national campaigns since 1948.

Orin

fState Commission. of Living Cost, 1973-74. Exec. Assist. to NJ State Trea-

Kramer - Assistant Issues Director.

Orin Kramer, 31, born Newark, NJ. B.A., Yale_Collcge, J.D., Columbia
Law School. U.S. Marine Corps Reserve, 1967-69. Associate, Simpson,

Thacher, and Bartlett in New York, 1970-71. Executive Director, New York

-surer,.l974—76. Leoturer, Rutgers Law School, 1974-75. Articles on public

‘finance, federalism published in New York Times.

GENERALISTS

Sam Bleicher- criminal justice, gun control, S-1, government accountability,

crrporate responsibility, consumer problems, civil rights, civil liberties.

_Sam Bleicher, 34, born‘Omaha, Nebrqska. B.A., Northwestern University,

J.D., Harvard Law School. Professor of Law, Univeristy of Toledo College

" of Law, 1966 - present. rTeaches environmental law, constitutional law,

international law. ' Author of several articles on environmental and ‘inter-

nntional law. Deputy Director for Regulation and Enforcement, Ohio E.P.A

©1972-75.

wob Ginsberg- economics.

Robert Ginsberg, 33, born Washington,'D.C. B A ; Western Maryland College,
M.A., Princeton. J.D., Harvard Law_School. New York law firm of Cravath,

Swaine and Moore since 1969, specializing in corporate finance and bu51ness

transactions.

Bob Havelz— OSHA, health care, abortlon, alcohol and drug abuse, U.S. Ilmmigra-

"tion, gay rights. _
Robert Havely, 24, born Alton, Illinois. B.A., Columbia Uniwersity.

Staff of Georgia Legislatureﬁ Researeh'Analyst, 1974-75.

_ e

Dick HOlbrooke—Nforeign policy, defense. ‘
Richard Holbrookef 35, born New York City. B.A., Brown.University.
. Foreign Serviee; 1962-74. “Author of oneIVOlume of ESHEE&éﬂ Papers,
- 1967; Special Assistant to the Undersecretary of State, . 1968-69,
bpresently on leave'as managing editor of-Foreign Policy magazine and
'.‘__ggntrlbutlng Edltor of Newsweek lnternatlonal ' o »__Jﬁ_;w. : —_—-



Tovernor carter
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~Jerry Jasinowski- Economics.

Jerry Jasinowski, 37, born LaPorte, Indiana. B.A., indiﬁna UhiVersity,
M.A., Columbia University. Captain,:U.S. Air Force,_Aésistant Professor °
ol Economics, Air Force Academy, 1967-70. Professor of Economics, Americén
University}.l976. Senior Researqh'Economist,.Joint Economic Committee of

-thé;U.S. CongreSs, 1970-76.

BEEL Jensen- Government_reorgahizatidn,'housing, urban policy, labor.
- Paul Jensen, 29, bofn Denver,‘CO. B.A., Macalester College. M.A., Johns
"Hopkins School of Advanced International'Studies,.Ph.D. candidate, Univ.
‘.vof Minn. Staff consultant, Minn.‘State Planning Agency, Siudy Director, .
iésues,'Déchratic National Committee,,Deputy Director, 1976 National

Democratic Platform Committee.

Bill Johnston- Trahsportation,.(merchant marine), social, (wélfarebreform,
:"huﬁan welfare, poverty),.social programs, services, social security,
veterans, elderly, disabled handicapped. o _
B.ll Johnston, born Washington, D.C., 31. B.A., Yale University, U.S. Army,
1969-70. Research ASsociéte,'George Waéhington Univ. Center for Social
Studies{ 1972-76. - Author or co-author of volumes and articles .on unem-

ployment and status of minorities including:" Still A Dream, the Changing

" Status of Blacks Since 1960 and Indian Giving: “Federal Programs for American

Indians.

- Oliver Miller- Agriculture, fdod;policy, educatioﬁ,$éfts, FDA.
10Liver-Millef, 22, born in Berkeley, CA. Senior, Yale Univérsity, American
Field Service exchange student to Engiandy’Italy, 1971-72. Tutor, Urban
imporvehent Corp, New;Havén, 1972-74. Director, Foreign Press Desk, 1976

“Democratic National Convention.

Litty Schirmer—'Ehergy, environmént; natural resources, amnesty, women.
Katherine Schirmer, 27. "B.A., Wellesley College. Legislative Assistant
- to Senator Phil Hart (D;Mich.) 1975-present. -1971—75,'E.P.A} as special

 assistant to the administrator for Water and llazardous Materials.

Noq;‘Sterrett—_Science'and‘Technology.

-_Noél Sterrett, 28, born in Atlanta, GA. B.A., Michigan State. 1973 -

'began small importing business, 1974 - helped'found.and'became stage,mgr}»

of new dinner theatre in NY, co-author of national issues booklet for.CarEg;///’//f/

[A

\Campaign,’
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In addition to the Generalists, the following pecople have been given speeial
issue-related assignments:

Isabel Hyde -'IssueS/Field Coordinator."She will be responsible for briefing

Carter and Mondale on local material (key issues,.politital_fjgures;-
interest groups) that will both acquaint and identify the candidate with

the area.

Dave Rubenstein = Republican record He will be conductlng research on the

"Republican record. This will 1nclude materlal that may be used against,
Ford by the field or surrogate speakers e w1ll also be responsible for
complllng a Larter Ford record compalrson and for formulatlng responses

to attacks by the Republicans.

' .Steve Travis - Researcher.

. Isabel Hyde: 27, born in New York City. Studied at the Sorbonne University,

Paris, 1966-67. B.A., Barnard College. ‘M.A., Teachers Coll ege, Columbia

University. 1972-73, assistant to Senior Editor, Bantam Books.

- vave . ubenstein: 27, born in Baltimore; MD. B}A., Duke University, J.D., Univ;

.of Chicago Law School, Law Review Editor. Associated with New York City
Law firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton and Garrison from 1973-75." Chief
~.ounsel to the U.S. Senate Subcommittee on Constitutional Amendments irom

mid-1975 to July, 1976.

Steve Travis: 34, B.A., University of Georgia. . Réporter, Atlanta_Constitution

‘and the Washington Post; Program and Congressional Relations Specialist

Office of Economic Opportunity, Director of Press and PuhllcaLlons, U. S

vt
St

Conference of Mayors.

‘All of the above. are located in Lolony Square in Atlanta.
Washlggggg
Joe Duffey ~ Associate Director of Issues

Harry Schwartz - Task Force Director

Louise Weiner, administrative assistant to Joe Duffey.

35,.art critic, advisory member of State Crime Commission, B.A., Bryn Mawr,

Dan Dozier, administrative assistant to Joe Duffey.

‘32,'Platform coordinator for Labor Coalition, Mayor Coleman Young's staff,

Lawyer for UAW, B:A. and J.D. Wayne State University

Susan Van der lorn, admlnlstratlve assistant to Harry Schwartz

.33, attorney, HEW An civil rights work, 1974-76.

Ccarl Shepard, administrative assistant to Harry Schwartz.

26, B.A. Clairmont College, CA. Former Forest Service employee.
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» Ethnic group relations. (Laurie - daughter>of Gov. Pat Lucey)
Virginia Sloyan

~

Task Forces

There are presently 18 task forces coordinated out of the Washington

-office. Their membership‘is broad-based with an eye to both ideological and

geographic diversity. The function of these task forces 'is to present a
range of policy options rather than formal proposals. These groups, as a .
rule, do not meet together but work on assignments under the direction of Harry

Schwartz. Task force topics:

Foreign Policy " Environment

Fconomics - ' Transportation

Nuclear Disarmament ' Welfare & Poverty

Food/Agriculture _ ' Criminal Justice .

.Land use, Hou51ng ‘ . Government Organization '
Urban Policy - Science and Technology

Energy : _ ' , Tax Reform

Education ' ' ' Consumer Protection

Health Care o : Arts and Humanlt]es

lssues Llason o . /K"ffodlﬂ/ é"’ ﬂIS('

The Washington offlce also serves as liason bhetween Longre551onal committees,

blnterest groups, and. profe531onal assoc1dt10ns

Speechwriters

The chief speechwriter, Pat Anderson, w1ll be ncqlsted in Atlanta by Jlm
Fallows and Si Lazarus operating outsof the Issues office.

Issues on Plane

We will have two issues people on the plang'for short statements and contact
with Atlanta. o o
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CarterIssues

anApology:

' - On‘Ethchurlty Phrase

,But He Says He Would Not ‘Use Federal
-Force’.to Change a Nexghbqrhood
- —Supporters Fear a Setback " :

PHILADELPHIA " April 38—
Jimmy Carter apologized today
for using-the -phrase - “‘ethnic
purity” in his pledge two days
ago to defend the stability of

" established neighborhoods. But
he ‘stuck to.his original basic
position," saying he.would - not
“arbitrarily use Federal force”

~ to- change’ -a* nmghborhood'
ethnlc character, "~ """

“His’ apology notw:thstandmg,
the *“ethnic . purity” - reference
and- two others he- had used
in the  same -'context-.-‘—“black

“intrusion” and ‘“‘alien’ groups”

] —-consmuted a hauntmg re-
frain throughout the Georgia
Democrat's first full day of
campaigning for - the Pennsyl-
vania. primary on April 21,

Representative Andrew Young

‘of Georgia, Mr. Carter’s fore-

~ “most advocate in black com-

. munities North and South, ¢old
the candidate for the Presi-
dential nomination this morn-
ing that his phrasing was “a
disaster' for the campaign.”

.+ 'In ~a telephone interview
from Washmgton, Mr. Young

By CHRISTOPHER LYDON - < " <7t

Speclal to The Neiw York Times ’ T

. |why he thought so.

"|Carter as his grin are some of

or it will cost him the nomina-|
tion.” At best, Mr. Young said,’
the former Georgia Governor's}
recovery, will require time and|
an exphcnt pohcy statement on,
housing. = - * v

Senator Henry M. Jackson of
Washington and Representative
Morris K. Udall of Arizona, the
other active candndates in the
Democratic’ pnmary here. both
seized today on Mr. Carter's
remarks in Indiana Tuesday as
the kind of mistake they -had
waited to -exploit against the
surprise early leader in the race
for the nomination.

Senator -Jackson said Mr.
Carter’'s’ statements - were
“amazing,” but did not explain

"Mr, Udall, who has high
hopes of winning votes in Phila-
delphia’s large black .commu-
nity, said in a written state-
ment: “Much worse than his|
ambiguity which has become as
much a trademark of Jimmy

the words and phrases he used

Continued on Page 15, Célumn 1

" said, “Either he'll repent of it
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' Cdn.tlnued From Page l', Col. 2

to express himself on this issue.
1t is disturbing, very disturbing

" . language to hear from a Presi-

" dential candidate, whatever he
ends up saying he meant to

say.’ ) .
In an important policy shift,

, Mr. Carter announced today

that -he could now support the
so-called Humphrey - Hawkins
employment bill that organized
labor ~and the Congressional
Black Caucus have made their
top priority Federal legislation.

The bill, sponsored by Sena-

. tor Hubert H. Humphrey, Dem-

ocrat of Minnesota, and Repre-
sentative Augustus Hawkins,
Democrat of California, would
set a three-year goal of reduc-
ing unemployment to 3 percent
and would guarantee Federal
jobs, as necessary, to accom-
plish that end. Mr. Carter had
heretofore made a point of
,emphasizing the cost to tax-
payers of putting the unem-

ployed to work. Today he said : litical hay out of it,” .

the bill has been amended suf- apologized, 1 hope, to the pub-|referring to Mr. Udall and Mr. gives them some reason not to.\smile, a “mandibulary phony.”|-
ficiently to make it acceptable, lic, ard I've al,x:eady talked to|Jackson, “I would be ‘sur- A lot of white liberals will hesi-| He praised Mr. Carter as;
by adding emphasis to the de-|my supporters. prised.” - - |tate, and blacks who don’t|“the only candidate who Cam_]g

velopment of jobs in the pri-
vate sector, and by making 3
percent the goal of adult un-
employment, not of the work

¢ For ‘Ethnic Purity’ Term

port of Federal and state open;‘

housing laws and for Govern-
ment action to enforce equal
opportunity in new: housing
built with Federal assistance,

He restated the position he
took on Tuesday, saying, “I

would not arbitrarily use Fed- -

eral force to move people of a
different ethnic background

into a neighborhood just to-

change its character.”

He acknowledged, at the
same time, that he was attack-
ing a kind of “‘arbitrary action”
that had not been proposed or
taken, saying, “I don’t thing
the Congress or anybody else
has advocated this.”

When a reporter asked
whether he was creating “a
straw man, something that
doesn’t exist,” Mr. Carter re-
plied, “yes. that's correct.” Yet,
he insisted that he had not
been trying to play politics
with the overtones of- his
words. ~ -

“If the phrase had racial
connotations,” he said, “I've

Mr. Udall praised Mr. Car-
ter for his swift apology, but
he commented that the timing
of Mr. Carter's earlier words
was nonetheless “remarkable”

Jimmy Carter greeting a supﬁort'er and her children at Philadelphia rally

H
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- Young Fears _lmpnct'

aw the danger of

Mr. Young s
ldA

lasting damage,- observing:
lot of people who said ‘You just

" But he was also prepared to

e political penalty. “If

they don’t try to to make po-

he said,

continued, “has been that white
liberals would eventually follow
blacks to support him. But this

‘[know him personally will wait

and see what he means.”

_“Those of us wha do know
him know he's had a good

Wednesday |
!

Philadelp;hia Daily News col-;
umn this morning to call Mr.;
Carter, famous for his toothy|

paigned aggressively for black!
votes in all the primaries,” but|
this week, in Mr. Stone’s analy-
sis, “Carter quickly moved to;
reassure white America he was,

which included ! ca
-{2;‘?322,—?“’ S l, ] — coming, “Mr. Udall said,{can’t trust a Southerner’ are record on open 'houslng.. Mr.jf&s wh v ¢

A ..« |“when [Gov. George Cl] Wal-|going to say, ‘See, 1 told you Young said. “He's kind of. put still their ‘good ol’ boy’ and,

* *Unfortunate Choice’ - ljace [of Alabama] is leavingiso. " L - 7 7 " lhimself into this trap. It wasn’t called for a riew kind of segre-:

Mr. Carter used his first news|the race and Pennsylvania and| Mr. Young was torn today|Udall, Jackson or Humphrey.|gation by homogeneity.” |

Nobody baited this for him.

David Richardson, a black

Michigarm are coming up.’ 'between defending Mr. Carter

lem e P BT

conference of the day to voi-
unteer his apology for “an un-
fortunate choice of words,” re-
ferring specifically to his use of
“ethnic purity.” :
“I don't think there- arc
~ ethnically pure neighborhoods
in this country,” he said. The
word “purity,’” he told a ques-
tioner; “bothers me,.t00." ‘-
Mr. Carter reiterated his sup-

" Mr.  Carter "said he would
sooner. “withdraw from the
race” than use “racist’ ap-
peals’ to win it. “My feelings
are quite the opposite of that,”
he said. Blacks and others who
know his record as Governor
of Georgia will understand that

his words on Tuesday were

wcareless,” Mr. Carter said.

and denouncing his language.
“This doesn’t mean to me he's

made a terrible blunder that
he’s got to recover from.”

phnrase,
stood
Hitlerian connotations.
theme all along,” Mr. Young

“f just think it's an, awful
1 don’t think he under-
how loaded it is with
My

does.”

a racist,” he said. "It means he - Lo

Many prominent Pennsylvania
both black and
white, saw the ‘‘ethnic purity”
controversy as a shaping event

Democrats,

in their primary.

He's got to.find a way to get
out—and frankly I hope he

' Chuck Stone, the black stra-
tegist and author, used his

‘Philadelphian, said that Mr.
Carter's statement about “eth-
nic purity” had *“damaged him
tremendously.” Cn \
" Edgar Cambell, chairman of:
Philadelphia’s 29 black ward
leaders, said of Mr. Carter, “I.
don’t wan to-condemn him, but
he seems to be everything to
everybody.” "’ s i
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By DOL’GY ASE
. Speda:l tn'r*ze New Yort Times

A
o

today- that Jimmy Carter’s crit-

knowledge or: understandmg o

providing - for-an_ “item :veto!!,

strike irresponsible:_or.’ oth

Noting : that . President ,I-‘ord
had used the:veto 53 times in
his two years in:office, an av<

fore’ a . heavily - Democratic
luncheon audience of about 700
mempers of the legislators’ con-
ference at the Crown Center
Hotel that ‘President. Truman,
on the other hand; averaged 35

Roosevelt averaged-a whoppmg
52 vetos a year.” - .
Senator Dole,in-a speech that

A was billed. as -“nonpartisan,”

went on to imply that Mr. Car-
ter,; ‘the: Democratic: Presidens;
tial nominee, was perhaps being

| potiticial .-in  having.. “‘decided

that the veto is an evil: thwart-
ing. the .wil' ojr‘.the»majonty_"'
“As Governor of ;Georgia,”

| he dectared, “Mr. Carter vetoed

an:average- of .38 ‘House: and

-|Semate  bills and,’ resolutions

each year,.154.in. .all.: In-1974,
his: last ~year “in% offlce, +he
vetoed: 53 bills. and “resolutiéns!
by, the Geargia. General
Assemoly e And with e\ndent
sarcasm; he added:
. “Presumably, many “of these
yetoes - were justified just as
idipresumably many of. Presxdent
Ford’s have been.: .
‘Nonpartisan Speech
“Mr. Dole,~in’a- speech -that
‘|was .billed - as™*‘nonpartisan,”
went on to unply that Mr. Cart:
er,' the Democratic Presidential
nominee.-was being political in
having “decided "that the:veto
is. an- evil thwartin
of the majority.” " - :
P rAs Govemorof Georgxa,‘ he
declared "~ before cran heavﬂy
Demoeratic » 7 audience,:, - . “Mr
Carter vetoed an average: of 38
House and - Senate- bills and
resolutions- each..year, ,154 " in
all, In 1974, his-last year-in
office, he vetoed 53 bills and
resolutions paSsed by the Geor-
gia Generai  Assembly.”’ - And
with evident sarcasm, Mr. Dole
added: ’
. “Presumably, many ot’ these
vetoes were justified just as
presumably many of PreSLdent

JRCEIE,

-|Ford’s have Been.”

Nevertheless, Mr. Dole said,
the veto “is a theme whxch
we've seen returned to time
‘and agam in this Presidential
campaign” by Mr. Carter and
his .
WaJter F. Mondale of Minne-

lators here yesterday.

Cites Carter’s Cha;ges IR
“It seems to
meaning to attack Mr. Carter
and without mtendmg “to jm-
pugn his motives,” Mr. Dole
went on, “that there is still
something to- be said against
flailing away at the President
again and again and again,
calling him- uncaring, indiffer-
ent, lacking in compassion, be-
holden to big business and all
the other allegations which
have been made over t.hOSe
vetoes.” - .

He saxd it seemed t.hat Mr.

REN

C?"t “might have taken tha

hANSAS CITY Sept. 3. —.
Senator, Robert J. Dole charged

icism . of _President. Ford's,, re«
|peated -use of the veto - demon-
strated."a.{‘distressing .Jack "of

how our Govermnent 1s con-

here that the. President’s power
| [should be-further strengthened :
‘|by a-constitutional | ‘amendment: ;

that --would perm1t~ hlmﬁ Ston

erage of 26.5 times.a year, the,
53- year-old Kansan recalled be-

veios 'a year,- and- Franklin :

»

A

1

Associated Press -

Alf Landon, ‘who was the Repubhcan Presidential candi-
date in 1938, chats with Senator Robert J. Dole, the cur-~
rent Republican - Vice-Presidential | candidate, . dunng a
':campaxgn stop by Mr. Dole’in: Topeka, Kan.

PRSI

- er to cxrcumvent the effort: of

: snembers -find - “a- bill-which - is
- so.vitally:important. to, tne na-

. ment that. would:give the Presi:
- dent-power:to ! “Line-item .vetor"

‘L.

fxscallj “ar
. the President to-represent the! of otherwis
interests .of each-single Ameri-{ing. Legisla
.can, and to umumventthe veto| Mr. -Dole

: i [the. xtem-ve
sifitst - time?,
that~ He" ha
with, Presid
that the go
have item-y
.+ After; his
and g -3-mi
Mr; . Ford; ]

Hé said \that when»Congress
3. ¢*a-pet.spending bill. - which|
it :knGws: no--responsible’: per-
* son’'can . sign -or, would " Slgn,”

tional . inferest ‘that- the - Presi-
denfn ‘has no. choice but to-sign
it” “and:then. the congressmen have told. v
“attach the pet* spendmg bill; " “The- - P
- MLt .that “he' we
Assertmg -that! ﬂusrpractxce, upon. that;”
known.-as-.“Christmas-treeing,” |M
,is.a “corruptxon -of the Cdnsti-{ S,
" tutional. process;!: Mr..Dole pro-}:=-Senator;
posed-a:; consututxonal amend-|speech,s. hoy
‘very - 'Strol
amendment.

NOW THROUGH Nuvsmssm

- LA BOHEME Malﬂtano, Palmef, Ba

TODAY AT 2:00.. - °
7 Paul: Morelli
TONIGHT AT 8:00- - - - TURANDOT Ballard, Leel Mauro, R
SUN. SEPT. 5. 1:.00  MADAMA BUTTERFLY Craig; Walke
' [SUN. _SEPT.5 . 7:00 . LA TRAYIATA Brooks; Sandor, Frec
qu_s..§£?T-7A X 8300.4 THE MARRIAGE OF FIGARD Meler,

-Hale, Justus, Densen: Effron: -

time- to: study the leg1slat10n in
question and to find. out why
those -bills: -were -vetoed ‘and
why- he [Mr: Ford] rmght have
vetoed them.” e
* He -said that’ Presndent Ford
had “vetoed 33 bills- in an- ef-
fort to:restore fiscal responsi-
bility - to - Federal- Government
and - taxpayers money: t0- tax-
payers’: pockets;’ and" 447 times
the. Corgress has_ upheld, his
veto,- confirming-his wisdom."
-“And.over $9.2 billion’in -tax-
payers’ dollars has-been..saved
by President Ford’s ‘vetoes,
contended. 215 : ;
Declarmg thaL he' was dis-
turbed” that Mr. Carter. %'seems
to be 50 totally umnformed on
the power ‘and i the; purpose - of
the. veto,”” "Mr. -Dole said that

- |that:.the . President's

this -was notan.issue *for po-

i

litical expedxency,
“thahgoes to. the: very: heart.of
the ‘system " by--which.we gov-
emoutselvec hére in America.”

..He-said- that the framers.of :
the-, ‘Constitution- had _provided|.
the : Presidential .veto “1o- re-j-

strain-the accent of the legis-

lature.'and , to defend. the. na-j-
tion. against - the: antxcxpated.

“tyranny. of the majority.”

. After “noting _ that: the vetal.
was...not,. made. absolute; . but|

could be: overridden: by-a ‘two-
thirds vote-.of -both':houses of.
Congress,.; Mr...

“ought-to. be strengthened SO
= For-all‘the seeming weakness

of ‘the. Cangress -in the face. of
the ~Wh1te House,’’-he' . ‘contin-|.

ued, - ¢the fact is- that theﬂ Con-
gress still, possesses great pow-

g;;the “will

running ~mate, Senator|

sota, who addressed the leg.ls-'

me, without|"

'fues.
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ater and lns running mate, Senator Walter F Mondale, leaving Mr. Carter’s
tiume in Plains, Ga., to ‘hold ‘an outdoor news conference yesterday
o e " 4[‘ Camt S

:"'l

Assoclaled Press

fum Page l CO]. ik

whlch
unemployment
{ had risen again
he predlctlons -of

,n

-ople - were_ con-

. a lack of strong
. making proposals
, .xatlonal ‘problems
perhaps sxgnlft
mned ]nflatlon

1 Journahst asked
Ll do dxfferently,
dd, “Well, in, the
s lav out spcuﬁc
ve control -of in-

ig* very :

other programs he had prom-
jsed?

“Those promlses wxll be
képt,”. he said;- ‘but it is a
matter of - mmal phasmg and
tlmmg M .

More Funds by 1980

He sald his economic advisers
had predlcted that, if uném-
ployment ‘and.. inflation were
cut to aboug 4'percent annually
and economic. growth.would'in-
crease 1o about 4 percent, this
would increas¢ - Federal reye-
nues so that, by 1980, about|;
$60 billion: would be available
for new spending programs.

; Mr Carter said - he- would
work back” from that year in

his case resulted from dnvest-

stood for lngh and ungovemed
new Federal spending, ** =

In other remarks at the’ news
conference, Mr. Canter also dld
the following: - . :

YRemarked ' that. the, dl.SClO-
sure that a legitimate’ mvest-
ment tax credit had substantial;
ly reduced the Pederal income
tax he paid in'1975 Y“itlustrates
vividly” the ‘need. for tax re.
forir. He sald he: would like: to
seé, such- tax- credits, which'in

ment in @ new peanut-process-
ing, plant, based on. how many
new jobs they created; In his
oase, 15 to 20 new. ]ObS were
created, .he said, Over: the last

‘ithat--would: permit ~ him,,
. stmke' irresponsible or ol

L Dole Calls OartelT U

n.l

. Senator Robert I Dole oharg
|today that' Jimmy Carter’s crit
ticism - of, T’resrdent Ford's:
‘[peated’ use'of the weto: demon

strated. a- "dlst.ressmg lack of,
!lknowledge ‘of: understandmg of
sthow - our Government

; Mor . e: Re-.
pyblican: Vnce-Presxdentlal can-

didate, told, the' ‘National Con-

|ference:’ ‘of " State Legislators’
there ‘that the. President’s power
-Ishould be:further- strengthened '
‘|by a constrtuttonal ‘amendment i

providing for.. an“‘rtem veto!
“tQ
er.
wise:; unacceptable provrsrons
from legislation.!”" " <% .15

‘Noting -that Presldent l‘ord

. thad used .the ,veto'.53 times in
this two. years in: offrce. an, avy.
.jerage of 26.5 times.a year, the, 3

53- year-old Karisar recalled be-
-|fore - a~ heavily:- Democratic |
luncheon audience of about 700 -

ference at the Crown Center

: ‘| Hotel that “President. Truman;,
‘joni_the other hand; averaged 35

Stresses Need to Control Inflat1on

vetos.' a year,,,, and Franklin |
Roosevelt averaged,‘a whoppm%
52 vetos @ year.” .

v Senator Dole, ina speech that
was billed, as ‘ “nonpartisan,!_
went on to imply that Mr. Car-

tial nomlnee, was perhops being
politicial :-in . having “‘decided
that the. veto is anevil’ thwart-
ing “the: will of the majority.”

- YA Govemor “of Geoxgla,,
he declared; *Mr, Carter vetoed
an: average .0f 38 House “and
Senate. - bills - and . ; resojutions
each year, 154 in all In 1974,
his - last  year. ; jnt;office, , e
vetoed 53 bills and resolutlons
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REMARKS BY JIMMY CARTER AT TOWN HALL FORUM

Los Angele547California,vAugust 23, 1976 -

During the past week, when the attention of the political world was focused
on the events in Kansas City, I spent most of my time at my home in Plains, Georgia,
reading, studying national issues, talking with friends and advisers, and trying
to sort out my thoughts as I look ahead to the Presidential campaign.

I want to share some of those thoughts with you today, and I want to say
at the outset that my mood is one of confidence and optimism. Not simply
optimism over my own immediate political prospects, but optimism about the
future of this country.

I think, and I believe the American people agree, that this is one of
our most important elections, that this is one of those elections, as in 1932
and 1960, when we have a. chance to . break with the past and make a fresh start
in our national affairs.

Every election is unique, of course. 1In 1932 our nation faced an economic
disaster, and our people correctly judged that Franklin Roosevelt was the candidate
whose personal character and political courage made him best qualified to lead
us through that crisis.

In 1960 we faced not an economic crisis but a state of spiritual malaise, -
a sense of national drift, and the people correctly judged that John Kennedy,
with all his youth and vigor, could keep his promise to get the country movin g
again, as in fact he did.

Today, as we face the election of 1976, I think .there is a feeling in the
land, much like those of 1932 and 1960, that we face an economic crisis, and
that we are drifting and need to get moving again. But there is something more
than that. After all we have been through in recent years, we need to have
our faith in our government restored. We want to believe
once again that our national leaders are honorable and competent and deserving
of our trust. For if we cannot believe that, little else matters.

I have thought for some time that this year's campaign was taking place
on two distinct levels. At one level, and quite properly, there is policy,
and the economy. In many hundreds of public forums I have discussed all these
issues with our people for 20 months, and later this month I will make statements
on defense and veterans' affairs, agriculture and economics. But today
I would like to discuss with you the other level of this year's campaign, the
less tangible issue, which is simply the desire of the American people to have
faith again in our own government.
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We have been through too much in too short a time. Our national nightmare
began with the assassination of John Kennedy, and went on to include the assass-
ination of Robert Kennedy, and of Martin Luther King, Jr., and the wounding
of George Wallace. We watched the widespread opposition to the war in Vietnam,
and the division and bitterness that war caused, and the violence in Chicago
in 1968, and the invasion of Cambodia, and the shootings at Kent State, and
revelations of official lying and spying and bugging, the resignations in disgrace
of both a disclosure that our top security and law enforcement agencies were
deliberately and routinely violating the law. /

No other generation in American History has ever been subjected to such a
battering as this. Small wonder, then, that the politics of 1976 have turned
out to be significantly different from years past. I doubt that four years ago
or eight years ago a former Southern governor with no national reputation and
no Washington experience would have been able to win the Democratic nomination
for President. But this year many voters were looking for new leaders, leaders
who were not associated with the mistakes of the past.

This is suggested not only by my own campaign, but by the success that
Governor Jerry Brown achieved in several of the Democratic primaries. For,
however else we may differ, Governors Brown and Reagan and I have in common the
fact that we are all outsiders as far as Washington is concerned, and committed
to major changes in our nation's government if elected President.

To want a change, to want a fresh start, to want government that is honest
and competent again, is not a partisan issue. Democrats and Republicans, liberals
and conservatives, all share those fundamental concerms.

In the last analysis, good government is not a matter of being liberal or
conservative. Good government is the art of doing what is right, and that is far
more difficult. To be liberal or conservative requires only ideology; to do
what is right requires sensitivity and wisdom.

I think that most Americans are not very ideological. Most Americans
share a deepseated desire for two goals that might, to an ideological person,
seem contradictory. We want both progress and preservation.

We want progress because progress is the very essence of our American dream—-
the belief that each generation, through hard work, can give a better life to
its children. And increasingly in this century we have realized that it is
a proper function of government to help make that dream come true.

But we do not want reckless change. We want to preserve what is best in
our past--our political traditions, our cultural heritage, our physical resources—--
as guideposts to our future.

To walk the line between progress and preservation, between too much change
and too little, is no easy task. It cannot be achieved by the extremists of



either side, by those who scorn the past or those who fear the future. It
can only be accomplished by leaders who are independent and imaginative
and flexible in their thinking, and are guided not by closed minds but by
common sense.

That is the kind of leadership the American people are looking for this
year, and that is the kind of leadership that, if elected, I intend to provide.

As I have observed the political world in recent years, it has seemed
to me that there is a process at work, in both political parties and probably in
all nations, by which over a period of time the political leadership becomes
isolated from, and different from, the people they are supposed to serve.

It seems almost inevitable that if political leaders stay in power too long,
and ride in limousines too long, and eat expensive meals in private clubs too
long, they are going to become cut off from the lives and concerns of ordinary
Americans. It is almost like a law of nature-- as Lord Acton said, power tends
to corrupt.

I think this process reached a peak a few years ago, when we had a President
who surrounded himself with people who knew everything in the world -about
merchandising and manipulation and winning elections, and nothing at all about
the hopes and fears and dreams of average people.

When government becomes cut off from its people, when its leaders are talking
only to themselves instead of addressing reality, then it is time for a process
of national self-renewal, time to look outside the existing governing class for
new leaders with new ideas. I think that' is what happened in the Democratic
party this year. I think our party was ready for renewal, for new faces, for
a changing of the guard. If the candidate had not been myself, I think we would
have chosen someone else who was not part of the old order of things.

My sense is that millions of Americans feel that this is the year in which
they will give the system one last chance. They do not want to be disillusioned
again. They are going to study the candidates, examine our political records
and our personal ability and character, and make a judgment as to which candidate
can best restore competence and vision and honesty to our government.

I welcome their scrutiny, and have confidence in their judgment.

Obviously there are some outstanding political leaders in Washington--
one of the most outstanding, Senator Mondale, is my running mate--and yet I think
our people are correct in seeking leadership from outside Washington, new leader-
ship which can approach the executive branch of government with fresh eyes and an
open mind.

As a governor, I have been on the receiving end of our federal programs.

Members of Congress may see the new programs on the drawing board, or hear about
their theories, but governors and local and state officials deal with the
realities. I have wrestled with the unnecessary regulations, and the paperwork
and red tape and the overlapping jurisdictions. I know what it is to try to
start a state drug-treatment program and have to negotiate with almost a dozen
different federal agencies that have separate legal responsibility for the drug
problem. -
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Let me say that, on the basis of my experience, I have never been more serious
or more determined in my life than when I promise to carry out a complete
reorganization of the executive branch of government.

Let me say also, in case there is any question in anyone's mind, that I am
not anti-government. I am anti-waste in government. I don't believe in give-
away programs. I don't believe in wasting money. I do believe in tough,
competent management, and I have tried to practice it as a naval officer, as a
farmer, as a businessman, and as a governor. I also believe in delivering
services to those people who need those services in an efficient, economical,
and sensitive way. That is not liberal or conservative. It's just good
government, and that's what the American people want, and what I intend to
provide.

I think the basic issue in this campaign is going to be whether we want
government that looks confidently to the future, or government that clings
fearfully to the past.

There's a song in the musical "Oklahoma" called "Everything's Up to Date
in Kansas City". But I didn't think everything was up to date in Kansas City
last week. We kept hearing the same old tired rhetoric about socialism and
reckless spending that we've been hearing every four years since the Roosevelt
years. I don't .think the American people are much impressed by that kind of
rhetoric. The American people don't believe that Social Security and Medicare
were reckless spending, or that TVA and the minimum wage were socialism. The
American people consider the source of those charges, and look at the record, and
aren't decieved by the nay-sayers.

One of the real issues in this campaign is going to President Ford's
record of vetoes. It is a record that I cite more in sorrow than in anger, for
it is a record of political insensitivity, of missed opportunities, of constant
conflict with the Congress, and of national neglect.

In six years as President, Mr. Ford's predecessor vetoed 41 bills that
had been passed by Congress. In only two years, Ford has already vetoed
53 bills, about four times as many bills per year as his predecessor-- and
to be four times as negative as Mr. Ford's predecessor is a remarkable achievement.

What did these vetoes accomplish? Did they save us from wasteful, reckless
spending, as the Administration would like us to believe. I think not.

One of the bills President Ford vetoed was the Emergency Employment Act, which
would have created nearly two million full and part-=time jobs, to help those
millions of Americans who have been rendered jobless by Republican economic
policies. I think our government has a responsibility to help those people

get back to work. When people can't find jobs, we pay the price over and over in
increased costs of welfare and unemployment compensation and lost tax revenues.

Congress also passed a bill that would have granted those unemployed home-
owners temporary help in meeting their mortgage payments. I think that was a
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responsible action for Congress to take. But Mr. Ford vetoed the bill.

When people are out of work, they and their children still have to eat, and
Congress passed the School Lunch Act, to increase the number of families whose
children were eligible for school lunch subsidies. But Mr. Ford vetoed that bill.

I had occasion, very close to home, to see what that kind of veto could mean to
the real people who were on the receiving end of it. I know a young teacher who
taught a remedial class for first-graders in the Plains Elementary School. Most of
the students in this special class happened to be black, and were having a hard time

getting started in school because of the devastating poverty in which they had been
raised.

Free milk was provided twice a day, in the morning and at lunch, for needy
students, but then there was a cutback and the morning milk was eliminated. So the
young teacher began using her own money to see that all her students had milk. And.
when she ran out of money she went to her father and he saw to it that her students
had milk every morning.

That is the sort of thing that happens when our leaders ignore the human factor
in govermment, when they think in terms of statistics and economic theories instead
of in terms of real human needs.

These leaders are so short-sighted. Doesn't it make more sense to spend money
on milk and education today, to help children get a fair start in life, than to spend
money on police and courts and jails ten years from now, when those children have
grown up untrained for a productive life and turned against a society that treated
their needs with indifference?

It has been my experience in government that the most profitable investment
is in people, and that is the rule I will follow if I become your President.

There were many other vetoes. Mr. Ford vetoed a bill to provide loans and
grants to train nurses. He vetoed a bill to send more doctors to rural areas and
inner-city slums where there are far too few doctors. He vetoed a bill to provide
job training and college educations for Vietnam veterans, the most unappreciated
heroes in our nation's history.

These vetoes haven't helped our economy. They haven't balanced the budget --
far from it. They have only contributed to needless human suffering.

An occasional veto may be justified, if legislation is poorly drafted or ill-
considered, but 53 vetoes in two years demonstrates a negativism, a dormancy, and
a fear of action that can only be harmful to this country. There is something
seriously wrong when the members of Congress, all of whom were elected by the
people, repeatedly pass legislation the country needs, only to have it vetoed by an
appointed President. I believe those men and women in Congress are a great deal closer
to the national mood than Mr. Ford has shown himself to be.

We have had enough of government by veto. It is time we had a President who will
lead our nation, amd who will work in harmony with Congress for a change, with mutual
respect for a change, out in the open for a change, so the working families of this
country can be represented as well as the rich and the powerful and the special
interest groups.
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Another major issue this fall is going to be the state of our nation's
economy. Republicans have a long tradition of mishandling the economy, one that
goes back to Herbert Hoover. Except in election years, when they sometimes manage
to make the economy pick up by temporarily adopting Democratic economic programs.

During the Eisenhower, Nixon and Ford Administrations, we had five recessions.
Under Kennedy and Johnson we had none. And we all know that recessions are hardest
on those people who are weakest, who are poor and uneducated and isolated, who are
confused and inarticulate, who are often unemployed and chronically dependent -- in
short, those members of society whom a good government would be trying hardest to
help.

Do you lnow what the basic Republican anti-inflation policy has been? To put
people out of work. Cooling down the economy, they call it, because that sounds
nicer. I say-to. you that any economic policy that sees virtue in unemployment is
morally and politically and intellectually bankrupt.

What's more, those policies have been dismal failures. In 1968, the last year
of a Democratic administration, the unemployment rate was 3.6%. Today it's more
than twice that -- about 7.8% and rising. Under Kennedy and Johnson the average
annual rate of inflation was 27%. During the Nixon and Ford administrations it has
been almost 77%.

With all this human suffering, has the Republican administration balanced the
budget? In the last three years, the accumulated deficits are about $160 billion,
more than the previous 30 years combined. Under Kennedy and Johnson, the average
deficit was less than $4 billion. Under Nixon and Ford the average deficit has been
more than $24 billion a year.

In short, the Republican economic policies have not worked, and I believe they
have failed to work because they were the creations of people who put economic
theories and special interests ahead of the realities of human need in this country.

There are many other problems and many other issues in this campaign. I have
been speaking about :the breakdown of the American family, and I mentioned that among
young people the second most prevalent cause of death is suicide and that in the past
ten years the gonorrhea rate has tripled among children 14 years of age or younger.

I sensed that some people thought I shouldn't use those words, suicide and
gonorrhea, because they are ugly words describing unpleasant facts. But there
are many unpleasant problems in our society -- children who need food, overcrowded
jails and mental institutions, inadequate treatment for the young men who were
maimed in Vietnam, and the heartbreak and family disintegration that unemployment
can bring.

All these are ugly problems and it is a natural human instinct for us to want
to tune them out. But we cannot tune them out. We can only succeed in tuning out
our own humanity, including those qualities of compassion and concern without which
no society, however, rich or powerful, can be truly great.

"No man is an island,'" John Donne wrote many years ago; we are all part of the
mainland of humanity. That is still true today, and as American citizens, most of
us blessed with a good education and influence in society, we cannot ignore the
needs and suffering of our less fortunate fellow citizens -- not if we want this nation
to remain great.
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"Ask not for whom the bell tolls,'" Donne went on to say; "it tolls for thee."
I think there is a bell tolling for all of us this year.
It is asking us what kind of America we want.

It is asking whether once again an American President can inspire patriotism
and price in all of our people.

It is asking if we can tear down the walls that have divided different races

and different religions and different regions in America, and once more be a
united nation.

It is asking if we are indeed a tired, worn out, cynical nation, or if we can once
more be moved by optimism and hope and love for our fellow human beings.

It is asking if through our democratic system we can once again give this nation
a government as competent and as good as our people.

I believe we can. We have lived through a time of torment, and now we are
ready for a time of healing. I believe we are ready for new leadership, leaders
who come from the people and who speak to the people and who care about the people.
I believe we have reached a turning point in our national history, a time of cleansing
and rededication, and I promise you I will do all in my power to bring this nation back
to the greatness we deserve and that the world expects of us.

Thank you.
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GOALS: OPENNESS, COMPASSION, EFFICIENCY

Let me again express my regret that | was not able to
meet with you personally. As | indicated in my telegram to
the Democratic National Committee, the need to campaign
in a large number of states over a short period of time left
me with no reasonable alternative.

You have an historically important opportunity. It is
time for a New Beginning in our Bicentennial Year — a
new beginning so that as a nation we can rededicate our-
selves to the ideals upon which our country was founded
and reinvigorate the basic principles that made our country
great, principles which have been honored in the breach in
the last few years. What is at stake in 1976 is whether we
are going to begin the process of restoring the precious
things we have lost in this country. You can begin that
process of restoring the precious things we have lost in this
country. You can begin that process with a platform which
reaffirms the Democratic Party’s traditional values, presents
clear policy initiatives and commits this Party to three basic
propositions.

Our Party and the platform should emphasize three
themes — (1) The need for an open, responsive, honest
government, at home and abroad. (2) The need to restore a
compassionate government in Washington, which cares
about people and deals with their problems, after eight long
years of conscious indifference by two Republican Admin-
istrations. (3) The need for a streamlined, efficient govern-
mént, without the incredible red tape, duplication, and
overlapping of functions which has hamstrung the effec-
tiveness of government and deprived the American people
of the benefits of many of its programs. This government
must become efficient again. Our first duty is to create a
decent living environment and opportunities for those
unable to help themselves. Government must become open.
If we intend to rebuild confidence in the government proc-
ess itself, policy must be shaped through the participation
of Congress and the American people.

Yours is a serious responsibility that extends beyond
fashioning a document we can win with in November. |
believe you have an obligation to write a platform that will
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be a binding contract with the American people. The Amer-
ican people are tired of inflated promises which cannot be
kept, of programs which do not work, of old answers to
new problems. Our platform should not mislead the Ameri-
can people. Our platform should not signal a retreat. Rather
it should set forth realistic goals and achievable, affordable
policies which can and should be attained.

If our Party intends to have the trust of the American
people in 1977, then we ought to trust them.

If our platform is drafted with integrity and care, it will
give a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress a
mandate that will shape our national agenda for the next
four years.

The Republican Party cannot seek that mandate because
it lacks a coherent set of ideals. The Republicans are
trapped, not only by their own recent past, but by the
American people’s understanding that the Republican Party
has no vision of this country’s future.

The Democratic Party has an identity and a sense of it-
self. Individual policies may have failed, but our basic
beliefs never changed.

We Democrats still agree with Woodrow Wilson that,
““Democracy is not so much a form of government as a set
of principles.”

We Democrats still agree with Franklin Rooselvelt that,
“The test of our progress is not whether we add more to
the abundance of those who have much; it is whether we
provide enough for those who have too little.”

We Democrats still agree with Harry Truman that full
employment is, and ought to be, a national policy and a
national goal — and we ought to be pursuing that goal
with all the determination and imagination we can muster.

We Democrats still agree with Adlai Stevenson that,
“’A hungry man is not a free man.”

We Democrats still agree with John Kennedy that our
nation must inspire the unigue contributions of all its
people, and that we must have leadership that can again
say, ‘Ask not what your country can do for you, but what
you can do for your country.”

We Democrats still agree with Lyndon Johnson that if
our Constitution ‘“doesn’t apply to every race, to every
religion, it applies to no one.”’
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