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I. The.Issues 

OIL CITY RALLY OUTLINE 
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It's plain enough what the issues are in this campaign: 

- jobs and how to create them 

- inflation and how to curb it 

- taxes and h6w to reform them 

- �rograms and how to pay for them 

And it is plain that there are fundamental differences between the 

Republican and Democratic tickets on each of these issues --

differences deeply rooted in the traditions of teh Republican 

and Democratic parties. 

JOBS 

The Republican position on employment is clear. They believe 

their record is a good one, and that nothing more needs to be done. 

- Yet there are 2.5 million more unemployed 

Americans than when Mr. Ford took office. 

- Last year alone, 2.5 million Americans were 

ad�ed to the poverty rolls, the largest increase since government 

began to keep their statistics in 1959. 

- There are actually fewer Americans in private, 

non�farm jobs today than when Mr. Ford took office. 

And the outlook for the future is bleak. 
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Last month, the BLS index of leading economic indicators 

fell for the first time since our .tentative recovery began 

18 months ago . one more signal that recovery is far 

from assured. 

layoff rates are qp. 

manufacturing hou�s are down. 

new orders for �an�facturing of consumer products 

and materials are down. 

contracts and orders for new plant and equipment 

are down. 

stock prices are down. 

formation of new businesses is down. 

And"for the last 4 months unemployment has risen . 

to heights equalled only ortce since the Great Depression . 

and that was last year� 

There is rio great mystery to getting oui economy moving 

again: 

We need additional tax cuts to bolster consumer 

purchasing power hard-hit by recession and inflation. The 

purchasing power of the median American family fell $363 last 

year . . and is riow back where it was in 1965. 

We need to provide that help through credits which 

he'.p all ta�nayers . . not deductions as .Mr. Ford proposes 

which give the most to those who already have the most. 
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these ta� cuts through tax reform . $20,000. And we must .fund 

not, as Mr. Ford proposes, through payroll tax increases on 

those who work. 

With this Administration you have to read the fine 

print. And if you read Treasury Secretary Simon's testimony 

before the Senate Finance Committee last April, you will 

find their tax plan: 

-- There is $20 billion in tax relief to corporations 

and shareholders by 1981. 

-- Th�re is less than one-third as much ($6.6 billion) 

in new personal income tax relief. And that new tax relief 

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

chartneled through deductions which provide a family making 

$100,000 a year with 3 times more relief than a family making 

$20,000. 

This is tax relief for the cor�orations . . and a 

tax shift for most Americans. 

We reject that deceptive tax-shift approach. 

We will not raise your· taxes at the same timR that 

we cut them. We will not care more about the cornorations 

than about working Americans hard-hit by inflation and recession. 

We will have tax reform. Reform of tax shelters used to 

create artificial losses, the business deductibn, �pecial 

deferral benefits for multinational companie�, and ineffective 

export subsidies alon� would raise $ 3-4 billion when fully effective. 

i":.nd nore than tax relief alone is needed. 



And our review of the tax code 
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will be thorough. We � 
raise a minimum of $10 billion in the short term from those 

who do not pay their fair share of taxes, to provide relief to 

the great majority of Americans who do pay their taxes. 

Tax reform coupled with tax relief can stren�then consumer 

purchasing power and help get our economy moving. But more 

than tax relief alone 1s needed. 
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-- W� need to fund quick-impact public works to build 

parks and libraries and hospitals in our local communities 

and help our private construction industry where unemployment 

is running 17%. 

-- We need special revenue sharing help for recession-hit 

state and local governments to forestall service cutbacks 

and increases 1n property, sales and state and local income 

taxes. 

We need training programs and employment programs 

. .  

focused on p�ivate industry to help young people and the 

long-term unemployed. 

Mr ... Ford has no program. His tax cut is a fraud. He 

has twice vetoed the Public Works Employment Act and now 

that his veto has been overridden, threatens to veto funding. 

Mr. Ford's answer is that nothing can be done. Our 

answer is that leadership and planning· can restore economic 

health and� balanced budget by 1980. 

Inflation 

The Republican answer to inflation is unemployment. 

And it hasn't worked. In th� last 3 years we 1ave had record 

unemployment and inflation higher than in any oth�r year 

in the last 25. Experts tell us that only excellent �rops 

and lo� farm prices are maintaining the present 6% {nflation 

rate. We cannot expect further improv�ment from an administration 

afraid to face and counterbalance corporate power. 
-- ------ - ------ - ---- -------------- ---- --- - ---·- --- - ------�-- - ------------ - - -- ----- - ---------- ---- --------- - --- - -�---- --- - ·- - -- ------
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-- We need leadership that will bring the weight of 

American opinion to bear on unjustified corporate price 

increases as John Ken·nedy did in the 1960s. (Insert examples) 

-- We need leadership that will enforce the antitrust 

laws against uncompetitive practices costing American consumers 

as m�ch as $80 billion a year. 

We need leadership that will establish and wisely 

manage reserves of critical commodities. 

We need leadership that will not talk about regtilatory 

reform, but accomplish it. 

And above all we need leadeiship that will restore 

steady employment and growth to our economy . . to end the 

economic ��ings which encourage shortages in housing and 

consumer goods and often fuel inflation despite high unemployment 

The Republicans hav� tried to fight inflation with high 

unemployment. It hasn't. worked. Let's fight inflation with 

intelligent, caring leadership. 

Our economy is potentially the strongest in the world. 

Our farms, our technology, our natural resources, and above 

all the skill and enterprise of our citizens are unmatched 

in the world. Let's put them back to work again. 
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Program 

And let's put to rest ohce and for all the myth about 

federal spending. 

In the last 8 Republican years the federal budget has 

grown by roughly $200 billion. 

In those eight years we have increased the publ.ic debt 

by $281 billion . . more than all the debt incurred by all 

the preceding Presidents in 192 years. The deficit last 

year·alone exceeded the deficits of the previous eight. 

Their record, totally unprecedented deficits are 

the product of bad management of both our economy and our 

government. No one could match Mr. Ford's recorq as a deficit 

spender and waster of resources. 

We rej ect the uncontrolled and wasteful policies 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 � n 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 

1�80 equal to about 2% of today's budget, or $50-60 

billion. This, with savings from program efficiencies 

and tax reform, will set the limits for funding of 

new programs, surih as health care, and tax relief. 

The danger we have is not of Democratic spending. We 

are firmly committed to living within our means. The danger 

is 4 more years of wasteful and uncontrolled growth, leaving 

us with more spending, less value for the dollar, and billions 

1n Republican deficits at the end of the decade . 

. �---· 
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�lk: kl!:r I ..A �� V FORD'S REAL TAX PLAN AN ELECTION -YEAR FRAUD p� �, 

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 

I 

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 � 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-

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 inc�e�se 

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 Washington. 

.2 
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And it echoes the Dole record as well -- a record of stubborn 

support for special tax breaks that benefit the privileged. Here 

is the Dole record: 
\ 



Against reform of oil 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 

multinational 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 lobby. 

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%. 

1 The point here is the need for balance. There should be 

further tax cuts over the next 5 years, as our economy 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. 

####### 
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FORD TAX CUT' :\J/I'F.RNATIVE -#2 

�J, f'o.rd" s propoaal tor a $10 billion t�x c4t ia anothet" t=i•X,tion 

eve fraud.. This is not <1 nev prO£X)�a1 �� it's t.he same old proposal 

!'Cdt.i.Ction in individual t.ax lJayments �- he requested a maasive $20 biilior'; 

jf.JC relief pt·og:r·am tor GOrpt.Jrations and corporal;� share} holders w 

Second; ��= FoAd*s 

wotHd:achievJ through a 

in individual tax reductions 

ab.t.om�tically weighted toward t.he uppor end of the income scale. 

L�1der thia plan, a family earning $200,00 per year woul� receive three 
.,. 

timos tho relief afforded to a faMily at $10�000 a year� 

Third, P.r. Ford woul.d ��)�)eal oth(�r tax benefits tot' working 

families, elimlnat-.ing $3 .. 4 billion from his so�c:alli}d $10 billion 

individual tax cut� 

And t.hrough increases in t.he payroll t�x = includin•:;J social 

security and vro.rkrnan' s compensation - the remain:ing $6 bllllon in 

t7!'..1-C:�lled relief would be co.mpiet.ely -wiped out .. 

In other w·ords� working families would be no better off undet· 

Mr. Ford;s tax relief plan than th�y are today. But corporutions� 

corpori!.te stockholders �nd l..tpper income fa1nilies vnuJ.d t.� ht}t.tBr 

(IEr to the t.4n0 of more than $20 billion .. 

Anct thctt•s not all to fin.•�nce this alleged t:a:x !'!'!lief plan1 

Ytr .. Ford has proposed qeep eu.ts in Medicare tor senior eitizens �� 

deep cuts i,n f•�deral education a�sistance, which would show up in 

higher properLy tax�s, deep cuts in envirOTh�ental protection prograrns, 

and of course there wmHd be n2 libe�aiizat1on of blae'K lUJ"lg benefitsp 
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FORD TAX CUT A L 'PERNA TI VS #2 

.Page 2 

!}2 public worl<s jobs tor t{1e _';!ri�ploved "'"' - in short. none of the thing� 

thi:s c-·ountry $0 desperately n�?:BdS. 

Now, if :Hr. Ford wa!3 out vith the peopl,?, .:"Jn:.5W(:ring questions 

from reporters, I 'believe he "'iould htWe a hard t,ime def�ncling a 

tax hoax li"KJ;;o this. But the truth is that he's HQ-1 an:�n-;ering 

t:Ji..testlons -- he • s back b.H-dnd that dc!�k in the w11i t.o Hot_.i.sf�4 And I 

think recent expr�rience has shmm t_."'-H:tt onf:! o.t the "Worst things w(: can 

do i.s Lo permit � candiQate for OUJ:' nution's high(:Sl oftice to wrap 

rd,m�elf in the� mantle of the Presidency and to n�fuse to a.nsv.•er 

questions f.rom nt}'i."'!")men about the c.rucla 1 issues of -ec<.JnOmi�� pol icy, 
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1. The Republican Administration's timid.poli?ies �ave d�i�en 1_ . 

����----.-.--.-� ·· - -· 'o� .i. 
prices up faster than at� 1 1 then: ' i�ttfJ\ ]�n--5-0-year.s_.,_ The{ 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 

now. 

�5��� lJnder Presidentjff Kennedy and _, --�.-1 
� if!)� .� 

��
J
�

o
G

hnson, the economy grew a��ual rate of JiiP, unemployment� 

· --- , pDS8�s9�vettfr��' and inflation was held to� 
��df.�io .... , OAML�� ��� 

�:=����ae:= · 

during periods of high economic growth and productivity. 

-- 1-nfla.t.ioB stopped iR 1952 \'Jit.h the unemplymeBt rate 

reffiailiinq under 4 � 

-- 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? 
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2 . �he Republicans now claim that theit economic policies have 

reaeh of the average AmeriG'�JL Is that success? 

-- They take pri

.

de becau �e. the �nfla!�on ?ate
_
, �as dropJffd 

I� � � · .J li- tl -� �t. ::�... �/ ,.....,�-_.,,_ �--� 
f ·:e "1-t'· . w���':::- · t;'1"""-··'t"7' ., . . ., , rom 1.: o �1g;_:es=t po±It L 111 1 Y:r;-·-yec�i s to r;:-s JJ.'-..5 _ _.> ..... s t 1--0lJL?. L �-=-r:==o� 

� .w.. fir�· 
- .. , 

/-v�·rs Is that success? 

:Ra.ue had mgre iRfla Lies iR "EA99@ �� yeaFS Lhair in 

tbe eRt j re S i JE�eeR :'tea£ per ied fi Om Y9 5 2-<td � . 
-- The value of your dollar is still shrinking mere than i8• 

aHy ��se yea� And it will continue to do so. The Republi­

cans' own Federal Rese�ve Board Chairman very recently said�� 
��1-��J::ftc�� '/o�7/o�� 
� /u!b. � � � �'-l �-1.?7>� 

-- Industrial commodity prices, which account for over 

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

about 8% for the last three months. This is the best barometer :or ���Ire co�sumer p�icet;_cz::_.s. Is tha�s����� 

:;.;.. M>- � � CJ.o � "r.J ;,w-ax. 7. s�� 
� t7kl/1�. 

3. The Republicans' do-nothing policies completely misunderstand 

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 ... " 



-3-

--This is nonsense. The ravag1ng inflation which we 

suffer has nothing to do with ���'eneess 

of 

oensumer l3riee index since �9��� J 

-- Two�luat� the Republican Administration; 

aaaol:lnt fo�F 20% '• E l-it: i 1 tease. 

The great Russian grain �f 197�fiad a % 

:impaet on the priees .Ame.r-i.cans paid at supermarket. check-o..u.t.-

COUIILEL S. 

Commodity shortages, on-again-off-again wage and price 

control policies, and monopoly pricing in certain sec·tors of the 

economy1 aave also been major factors in sending the consumer prise 

in€lox skywarci-r 

-- 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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targeted to reduce unerri ·1 

· · , ! 
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. 
. 

· · · · P oyment among those groups and. in 
\1 

- those ge h' . . . . -- . �- · / 
J .

. 

� jg;c;P leal areas where it is h. h 
.- : 

_ 

. 

-

� 

�· -� 

-(;:-

lg est-- 'Nns La±gEting · 
· • 

L- pollcy � cut un . 1 . . -- J 
_ -�.... ·=-=Jr �--�-. -· __ ·--

emp 0Y_""'n� w1thout acCeleratiJ\�
.
:���0.:.· .::�-:==-- � 

�V; . - ' 

J · J 
-I would establish a food reserve program that protects 

J farmers and consumers from the wild gyrations in food ............. 

, \ prices we have had in recent years; 

I 

__ , r--==��==---=---=::::::=.: - --==: ==--- =-=-=�=====--=-========= i '-

·I 
I 

-------'1 

I 
activities, and programs to ensure that the government is 

f 

�I 
·

�����====��------------�------- ---J 

-I would review all federal regulation, procurement 

not the party responsible for holding 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 

on wages and prices .. Voluntary standards against which 

major price and wage incr�ases cotild be measured, and 

about which the public could be .informed, could serve 

as a great restraint on inflation. 

. . T 

] 
..5, 

1-- --------- --

1 

,_ 
! r-

����·�:1�-�--�dV�--����������--------�� 
-- --- th:at are unjustified and could threaten national price s�� 

J 

J 

I owe nothing to any special interests. My only obligation is 

to the voters. 

-- The current Council on_ Wage and Price. Stability has 

d6he some good studies on the._problem of inflation,. but no one 
·. � i} 

in. the White House ever reads �-�-em and acts. In fact,· the evidence ' 
suggests that the White House attempted to suppress a recent study-

. .  
of; suspicious price increases in the alunlinum indus,try. I do not 

believe you can cover-up the problem of inflation. 

I would instruct the Council on Wage and :Price Stability 

to:investigate and report to me and the public1 any price or wage 

inqrease which appeared to seriously threaten price 
i ' . 

st�bility. Let•s give the people the facts abciut the price increa�es · 

bi �the giant corporations in the alum�num industry. 

-- I would like to know, and I am sure the American 
-

people would like to know, why General Motors intends to 

retail price of cars to $6,000, while at 
increase the average 

1 the auto companies, 
the same time steel companies, who supp y 

�ut we don't know. 
u ,  

Y major price or wage 
-- I·would stand up to oppose an 

increase that could not be justified. I think one of President 

k Out against the steel when he spo e 
Kennedy's finest hours was 

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

but he did the right thing. And we ought to remember that the 

1'nflation during the .eight Kennedy-Johnson 
average rate of 

years was about 22, 0 .  We haven't had Jack Kennedy's kind of 

leadership in the past eight years. We have had the highest 
I 

rates of inflation that 

more than fifty years. 

we've experienced in �his country 
. \ 

A.President should speak out on 

in 

·e decisions. 
behalf of the publ�c against inflationary price or wag 

That's his job. 

... c> 



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. 

over. 

T 

� a.vf-� _ibJ 
The Rephblicans �he energy crisis is 

All that is over is the pretense that the admi-

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

gy crisis. 

2. The cause of this mEfXNX sleeping crisis is clear. It is 

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. 

- -.-f:�' forej SJ' l"'i:i;:\; t,.;4fql. lhe Security Of OUT 

allies an�ur nation itself is keiRxkmx�X3IX�mx potentially 

in hostage to foreign governments.ixxiN1XiX1 xwkNXEXmNi1X 
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--'%'fiFee years after the finmilia=tiRg- AFa19 emba rga, this countr:y 

is heading to a mare serious criS-.:i:.s-t-hnn-- the gas J ine.s_ancLr.amp..an.t. 

inflation we experienced in the-f.a-11 ef 197k:rn the first six 

:tU' oil (e-pve�..ed s-u..JJ O l.c.. 

months of this year, import�11. 44% 0f our �� �� : 
}t.i1ii1J 

During the week of March �A for the first time in our history, 

we imported more oil than we produced at home. OPEC oil, landed 

on the east coast, now costs us $13 per barrel. Our bill for 

foreign oil 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 independent 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 

jobs. In one short year the consumer price index 

us our first year of double digit inflation since 

prices alone rose an astronomical 29%. 

cost 250,000 
· -

r�lf.Jr)�,X:*' 
1947. Energy 

'f'fie Jlrmeriean people l:lRdeFst.aR.d_the disastreta:S 6iWnSEqaen� 

�Domestic production of oil is down 14%; natural gas production 

has declined 6% per year since 1973. Even if OPEC prices rise 
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-- Project Independence was invented by Richard Nixon, who 

against the advice of many of h�s own advisers tried to tell the 

American people that we could be completely free of dependence 

on foreign energy sources by 1980. President Ford has embraced 

P . t d d • 1 d f' ''' d d 
II 

roJeC In epen ence, stopp1ng on y to re e 1ne 1n epen ence as 

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 think best. The same administration which pledged 

never to ration gasoline has built an entire energy theory around 

a program to ration energy by prices, 
. t..J. 

� . . k_ At 'd 6x����41�� sureAt }fat1on1ng wor � ·Pres1 ent F 

barrel excise tax on domestic oil and 

on imported oil. 

�� these p;oposals seem unreasonable today, think back 

to the time they were proposed. In January 1975, this country 

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 
� �n1vol 

of the estimates by his own Federal Energy)n9£ ?¥ that las p£e)I� 

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. 



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����pa� 

budget-busting "Energy Independence Authority" -- a $100 billion 

welfare program for private industry. � 

The 

attached nor 

branch or the 

pu� arts to an� en::9: ::::a:.:::: =�.:: sell its high 

�ed teelmol gy t 1 a 1 s. 

from all sides were shocked at the proposal. 

�his 1 op hj J 1 i A!i rJr>dd§[ JiH93l tq spend the gouerameRt: into 

J?ankruptcy. is heye-p.J eHen the wil:ae.,t estimatEs of 'lte cost of -

-.t.he social haue !J�e�osed. 

have us add /(Q $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 

� 
and developmen�--for nuclear fission, including the economically 

uncertain nuclear breeder reactor. 

i trnents 

-hegiu 1o IilaHa9e onr:;;;a:u:��y pragLams 'l:Li !h eenvictio11 '!!!d gffjsipey. 

l- -To deal with the emergency of the Arab embargo, the Federal 

Energy Agency was established. Its mission was to allocate 

scarce supplies during the boycott, and ensure that the independent 

oil and gas companies suffered as little as possible when cut 

off from supplies. But once the embargo was over, and the_irnrnediate 

need for FEA removed, the agency went out hunting for something 

else to do. 
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� -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 

sough� and through lack of Presidential restraint receive� 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 interpretations 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. 
4 

� -14 �parate agencies in Washington have major roles in 
___ . ....::..---.::..._---....... __ ____:_ ___ ___:. ___ _ 

development of energy policy and regulation. They operate with 

considerable overlap and little coordination. In fact, 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 r�organizing 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 convjnce 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 �H�� increased prices, while it doles out 100 billion 

dollar handouts to our wealthiest corporations . 

..... _,. ��� �imit � vulnerability to 

r:::-� -
control of imports,� development 

�-
oil, �emergency standby programs 

OPEC :f::.. �Government 

---------------- � 
a 30 day

4 
supply of 

blackmail by 

of at least 

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 

� met j.ri kind ?Y the U.S. w.v-'a_L.r..-� J�e, . - we ;;J;t:;.e,.- ��duce 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 Jz;tjuild 6n the base of auto fuel efficiency standards, 

and programs for the improvement of home insulation to promote 

aggressive and innovative energy conservation measures �;estruc­

� ng electricity rates so that the energy conscious consumer 

rather than the industrial electricity guzzler gets the benefit 

- -

£i..��-e �o-take-e.Be-r-gy-e·f·f·±c·±-en<§Y-i-Fl·i:e-a·eeol:ln·t-i-n-making 

ioans=-for-new-prod'uets-. SeHie- 40% of the energy now lost to the 

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

·--
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consuming facilities near electricity generating plants. �· 

� · curbed in order to ;;;e th:i:-s higj) q=a:Fi ty elea:R resource 

�v;ax�es. -
---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. 

�-Substantial increases in coal production and utilization 

will only come with a stable regulatory climate. President 

Ford's two vetoes of the strip mining bills have m��==±ly prolonged 
• 

the present climate of uncertainty. 

We HH:Is1:: irls[Pxploi t the potential of solar energy in 

the construction of new homes and offices. 

� ��aintain the strictest possible safety standards 

for our atomic power plants, and be completely honest with 

our people concerning any problems or dangers. 
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L_:.-An international conference on energy research and development 

� 
,, _ ___ 

woul d benefit all nations. It is JS::::i:'i� for eac� tll -., to g� 
.<3ta-

�own separate ��ay and replicate research projects which are 

being completed in other nations. TblSifg is eer ca·ittli' e "' "•gft. 

ehs.lleage s.nd rrss�ensil i 1 i t;y to gg a romu!� .... 

--The lack of direction in our energy policy threatens the HRXXHHX 

dream which this country holds for a better standard of living here 

and around the worl� \ve must have a President who is straight with 

�' the Aermican people about the need to conserve and to sacrifice. A. WE 

must have a President with the vision and leadership to make the hard 

decisions 
k--

and direct energy policy.
� 

We must act now to take the r�igns 

of energy pricing out of the hands of the OPEC countries and to assure 

our citizens that inflation will not eat away their heard earned dollars. 

�-We must reaffirm our commitment to protecting our environment and creating 

a stable regulatory climate so that what comes out of washingoon is not 

just a s long series of surpotses. 

�-Clear, predictable energy policies, developed with the full understanding 

and participation of our citizens is m� pledge to the American people. 
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EXAMPLES OF WASTE AND MISMANAGEMENT IN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

._w2±'E. 5£!1@'1'1 :MI\IlP 'I I!! 7b 

Regulationj 

I Jl 

Government regulation/ is still governed by the same concepts 
were 

thatAcurrent during Queen Victoria's era, 

in the economy. MeaRuaile., -r;;,e amount of 

despite enormous changes 

In 1 8 87 there was one federal 

1 �/ 
regulation

/1 
has exploded. 

regulatory agency -- the Interstate 

Commerce �ommission. Today there are 82. These 82 age·ncies support 
eM_- tL� 

85, 000 employees 
A 

of $2. 9 billion. In 19 7'.5 they published 45, 000 

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

which required filings from industri� that cost the consumers an 

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

agencies ha�e increa
���-�:,JOllE::-:.%<:>1<l_�in __ tll�- ),.A_$_t __ 

d���e. 
1·· ********************-.*: . I 

The Civil Aeronau:c.J.:cs··tloarcr;-=:tm:::···-efxampie;- haS apparently worked 

more to protect the status quo in the airline industry�e �e 

�ssna;e=l+;i;:gll&I.-=E&.r;:es- than to help the public. Between 19 50 and 19 7 b 
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 
. . . re 

�nvest�gat�ve sources were directed to �forcing rules preventing 
" 

airlines from char<Jing "improperly low" fares. 

Regulation of t�1e airline industry has apparently worked against 

the consumer rather than for him. For example, the minimum fare
ft 

�-
C,u,\ � 

between Boston and Washington on airlines regulated by the
l\ 

cAB � 
� 
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is $54. For the trip between San Francisco and San Diego, which 
btA+ 

is almost exactly as far, which is not regulated by the federal 
A 

bureaucracy, the fare is $31.75. � iconomists estimate that the 

1 CAB's Pfesent sysJ:em·:'"costs...,-.cconpu:m�-1='5 f:r:om ,$_1 __ $ 3 billion per year. 
C I U I l lftf'&)t\CI'-I.'hc..c; B�X f;. .. �* -r.·*. * * * * * �·c,,':>r ,•.: *'* *.,*:'' :'< * * I 

I the � a row� freer- coinpet];fion�--int.ernational and coast 
�O"llc{ 

to coast faresj.tp fall to half their current level. Estimates by 

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

cou1ft fall to about $90 one way (from its current level of $180) 

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

and 65-70% cfthe 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 fta:s turned ffi:ftt--tht ptllfo?�?vj 

Secul"t "50�()1!':1;: to. ot:he PLesident. 
1- <- *********************. -· I 

In 196 3 , th� -Chicago and· Northwest·ern-.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 Pacifi7which has been 

losing money for ..n_:i..__!l�_y_ears1 ha_s gon_��ban�.�pot. 
I >f.>f.¥¥¥¥A-¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥¥•�¥ - I 

Over 50% of 'ali arrlr:iie crasnes worTd-wide occur when the 

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

crashes resulted in the loss of 1,120 lives and 20 aircraft. At 
F� �� 

t�ttime the �was aware �vice �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 
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of installing a warning system was only about $11,000 per plane -­

ao,..,(>are c( +v 
an insignificant amount oo:asidoring the $5-$25 million price tag 

for each airliner -- the FAA refused to require such devices sM�k 

on planes. Finally, in 1974 the crash of a TWA 727 with the � � 
of 92 lives prompted the FAA to require this device on all airliners 

by December 1976. 

issued an advance 
(.L 

notice of pr,oposed�rule standards for 
'7l u bj e1 ch c{ --1-o f:' ; �e . 

aircraft interiors� On August 8, 1973 the.widow of a crash victim 

killed by inhalation of smoke and poisonous fumes filed a>motion 
. ...f-r:...k.e"' . 
for emergency action. No action has been .J;Cee:i'Jed yet and P8 

. . .. ·· Otvtc{ �Ct? elm e n<>'fk'nv_ 
fu:l'theF as Lion has . .. }?een:=tal�_qa -�=�th�_- FMA(f"o �educe Hie danger to 

passengers from to-;ip/ ��ij:i:_s�s_i:_()fis·�-:et_q_m btJ_:t:.l)J_ug materials. 
I -��:--:>***_�:* *·t-;�****** ** *** .. :'-\ 

-The Federal Power Commis�i��na� �a its pessession a computer 

I 
II 
I 
l 

- - - ��-t>.. 
program which was dksigned in 1968�Aevaluate p.ipeline 

- ' 

� ciJ f p>pe
l · h h · or new � 1nes. W en t e program was 1n 

Ow-<) ( -�) the public hundreds of millions of dollars 
- where the new lines were most needed. But 

proposals � � 1\ 
use.it reportedly ·saved 

each year by establishing 

the program was dropped 

during the Nixon years because the gas companies, 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 documentab� but is not yet in public domain.) . 
- � � 7!'/' -,t:' � - �----The Consumer Products Safety eemmission 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 

cause lead poisoning in children. The EPA 

buttons6 
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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 

the answe�. 

� ,r W k 
The Cdccupational 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. 
� j( � "*' ,k 

In 1970 Congress passed the �oison �revention Packaging Act 

sf 19 ttl, an hs"t which allows the food and @rug ,4dministratio� 
' 

f' e Q.. uA'B' 
to pres�Fibe �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 
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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 uncfel 1973. According to FDA figures 

approximately 800 children under five suffe�accidental aspirin 

poisoning each month, and 90% of these would be prevented by 

special packages. 

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 requiring the FCC to 

�>)· 
find a new frequency� KOB. Since 1969 the FCC has had a 

proposed rule-making pending on this issue. Meanwhile, the delay 

has cause d 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 ot�. � 
In 1959 the Food a� Dr� AJtinistration 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 
�foff' 

pagesof testimony including numerous citations �cookbooks, and 

o� Lt�"-1 �eeS' 
millions of dollars ·�aia 'Ea la�i:yefS, the FDA issued its final order 

vv et e 
in the case: � peanut butter manufacturers ueulci l3e required to 

� 
oomFJ€)Bl:e1sn increase the of peanuts in peanut butter by 3%. 

�y-,r'\7¥ 
March 1965 a trucker w1th a sense of humor�amed LeHoy IIiltr In 

applied to the Interstate Commerce Commission to carry a non-existent 

commodity -- yak-fat -



� r 

· 
' �qd ��,T/v�An.�L ����t- � w._ � -g "f t..l'iSc;auo ,_.,.�-

r.eagts N i"F � aoee pt shipment 'in glass or metal containers 

14_ 
boxes, barrels, pails, or tubs. � request was .promptly contested 

by a group of the nation's leading railroads, wh��pset by the 

"non-compensatory" rate, immediately formed a yak-�at' arguing 

comrnittee.
7�ailroads p�1��J� 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. 

In 1975, while !e lv�o�rual frotection Jhency was 

� 
pressuring

A
burning coal to switch to cleaner oil and gas, the 

Federal Energy Administration was requiri�h� same utilities to 
I\ 

switch from short supplies of oil and gas to more plentiful
!-

C:. o a._[, 
SOCIAL PROGRAMS 

Beneficiaries of �ederal welfare programs 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 Famili�wit�De�de� �ldren (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 



savings have been overstated by as much as 100% and the error 
� 

reduction program , in fact,
A

have cost more money than it saved. 

Since 1972 the administrative cost of the welfare program has more 

than doubled. 
�'t( � �  

The Supplemental Security Income, was begun in 1974 
1\ 

attempt to consolidate and federalize aid to poor people 

as an 

who are 

blind, aged or disabled. The program, which promised efficiency 

and better administration, has turned out to be a nightmare of 

waste and 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 hardship)cS' month5later when the 

government demands repayment of money already spent. 

�-tr<�'if'-IK' 
The Administration of the food stamp program is a moras§ of 

")omt CDI.Ln 'hi!5 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. 

In 1974, the General Accounting Office found that 18% of all 
-fh.a._+-

�ood sta� recipients were ineligible, andAerror rates that were 

costing the gov�rnment $23�l�n� m�� 
According to the GA 0, food stamps 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. 



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 
r" 

the detailed tbod and �utrition �rvice regulatio� or have failed 
+a 

to send out the required application forms � all families in order 

to identify the nee� � children. Federal regulations are denying 
ct.,/J 

Congressionally legislatedf\�r�o.Jyhe� "k�eed:y • hildrel!'l. 

The administration of the Medicaig_program has been a consistent 

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

fronts, dangerously overtreating patients and �raudulantly overcharging 
httrcJI ch �f' 'fl<ro•,satt.dc::; 

the government. Senate investigators estimate that 2.3 millioa. Kxe 

(>tc hq f1ePttcGI.•� Joc:t'tli'S � 
�nnecessary surgical procedures weLe�fermed�n 1974 alone at a eest l-£).1�c�c���n. �ne�:f;�e�r;;.�, 

-::::P:::�:sr::::�
e

:ne�:�::o::::::� l:::e::::�to::a::::a 
(;JYIJ ot � � 

reported case� in which indivi:ana 1 s uere given an x-ray to diagnose e>.... 

d 
. � . .  bunion., ; cfJ!C 1n uhi:cb a woman who sought treatment for her ch1ld' s 

cold instead received treatment for herself and all 5 of her childre� 

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 �epartment of HEW :t'ic!:s �ha�J\:i th policin·g the program, 

has done little or nothing to remedy the �edicaiQ_fraud, which is 

estimated to be costing t�nment as much as $3 billion per 
7� --�--�� year. _::Std= the Medicaid pro�S ail lion a.nnua.l budget aa.a 

is sn:tsjeei! -Ee ah est1mated 40,000 cases of fraud each year, the 

Department of HEW has only 69 investigators _Y;fewer even than it is 

entitled to. 



The Dep:rtment of Housing and Urban Development �� -( � 
T\no Towers in New York (Harlem) is an example of �sAfiscal � 

The residents in the low 
wlw-

mismanagement. . . t vt .. J... Jt 1ncome un1 s pay an average ·�� 

of $113 per month; 
/l

the combine<f federal,_ state and local subsidies +.n � CJv'\.A� � �/ --tJ- � � � ���'?DO flVt. �·o .· 

�metiHt te me1:e taa1=1 $50Q fl&-�� � ..fY" �� ... 
Since July 1970, there have been 1,233 indictments of individuals 

�w.d� �� 
. 

invo ve 1n
f\

.atm projects. Seventy=eight vlere employees of the 

agency. 

HUD has lost $2.1 billion in foreclosed mortgages and spends 

$400,000 per day to manage them. In 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 overpayment� to low income housing 

residents because of its repeated failure to monitor the income 

of recipients. 

A classic example of the grandiose failures of the Department 
-

of Housing and Urban Development is th�ew communities program. Under 

the program, the federal government provided grant and loan guarantees 

to builders of 14 new, hopefully ideal, communities near urban 

arease �ut the high hopes have never become reality. �4J 
of the new 

� 
towns are in bankruptcy and

A
the others are 

Today, eight 

in trouble. 

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.[t\Jttz : � �� 

� Wl-4- I-G9ll- �] 



In 1974 the Administration proposed and Congress passed a new 

housing program to subsidize poor persons ¢:c>- rent;� private housing. 

The Administration sold the "Section 8" program to Congress as a 

replacement for earlier �programs the Administration had elected 
Pr-o 

to shut down. casjections 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 carne out the regulations so re�tr,c::.:{·lv& 
!ACUJG bitt\ 

'Eti-soeaLagcd i:Hterest in the pre�:ram that few units ue�e.occupied 

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

passage, Section 8 could claim only 2,600 housing units constructed) 
most of which were disguised conversions from prior programs. 'WliiicJ.;ty -Rec�ttt 

studies by the Library of Congress indicates that SectionS housing 
hou--r•� s 

is turning out to be the most expensive form of federalAsubsidy. 

Transportation 

During the Nixon�Ford years, the Department of Transportation 

has grown relentlessly while its efficiency has declined. From 1968 
o.d.cle� 

to 1976 the Department � 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 

years. 

The �epartrnent of Transparation has wasted hundreds of millions 

of dollars on outrageously extravagant projects. In Morgantown, W.Va., 
� 

for example, the Urban Mass Transit �. 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. 



tl 

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
1

aj 300% cost overrun. 

In 1975, the Defense Department revealed that theNautilus, the 

nation's first atomic submarine would cost $48 million to overhaul. ? � � 

flso 300� above the orig,l *tract. -k 
_ 

- ;:>I�e administration's �ice o�anagement and Budget 

added $3.1 billion to its Defense appropriations request for 
P" 

fiscal year 1976 merely as a bargaining "cushion". In the fiscal 

1976 budget the Administration requested another $4 million for 

'1' � h' h k' ff' m1. 1. tary sez o zee to 1.g�a�ng-f' 1.ce*'. 

The Defense Department spends 11: million a year to maintain 

300 military golf courses in 19 foreign countries and the Uni'ted 

States. 

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

amphibious trucks which turned ou7 on testin� to sink. 

The Frills of Exefctive Office 

Ford has increased funding for White House consultants by 

$1.6 million since becoming President. In 1976 Ford requested 

a 100% increase from $500,000 to $1 million for the White House 

piscretionary ¢ontingency Fu�d. A�so in 1976 Ford proposed a bill 
e-sq ,.,;t,t� � /) -to exempt White Ho1:1se travel fullds and funds for ef:Eicial IAJ� � -----------���,� ���r� A 4 

/ 

receptions, entertainment ae4 �e�reseHLatioH from audit by the 
� -

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

decorate the new residence of the Vice President, an amount � 

�a� 3500% 0P his projected cost of $15,000. 

•• 



V\D tf" 
� After this expenditure, Rockefeller declined to live in the 

residence. 

The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, 

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

driven limousine tocome to work v�less energy intensive method. 

'"ff -..(y' "�(. ¥ b . 1 t The F�deral Reserve Board recently f�fe« a bomb shelter 
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ENVIRONMENT ' {!jff§ t & 5 ) 1 l i£.E� 
< '- LV\ SeA.\-"� l � STA1tt'·fENT: �dJ"����� ..evvVtl�� tuu:l ��� &w\ �: La-f=..e m.=le'afte:r::nGG>!l=Whe�I�was campaignin_g ,for the. � 

Gov
1 

rnorship f Georgia, I looked in my re�irror t �) 
see the saddenin haze of black sm/£ped over the city I d � 
just left. As I dro e along ��terstate, I sudd�n!¥ sa � flas enty � my ..,A-

�-wild I 

then �0 

ever 

Will our water be protected from indust �al disch� ges 

d toxic chemicals? 
� A·. � � lbvd (2Gl(S q eM.UU\EIV\,M..lAc\ &wvrv�A.A MQ. _ 

--�1 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 models�recently certified in California 

--meetthe Clean Air Act's standards and get 10% better gas 

mileage over last years model. 

President Ford recommends a do-nothing approach to protection 

of the remaining parts of tfuis 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 denominator, and worry about patching it back up later. 
-l. . .o��a>��� •oCJ50 4= 

As many of 15,000 deaths result each year from air pollution 

alone. Water pollution and uncontrolled dumping of city garbage 

threaten beaches and shoreli�of the Atlantic coast. In the 

Southwest, agricultural losses run as high as $50 million per 
sali n \-h . 

year from ·�•caused 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 
h+ 

opposed requirements to see �aa� toxic chemicals a�e tes@ed before 

d . . . 1 Olt\J. they are use 1n 1ndustr1a processes� 1n 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 chloride. 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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"'"";5 
�- 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 . 
-- �"UA. �L£U_V- ��oJ 1)A:_o� · .  

�

 My admWS tr a ti on" wouta reaf!l= r:s m:=..-t� h;-=. i-s_n_a_t7"· "i_o_n-,''s--c-=o-=mm=io:t;::----
--

ment to providing a healthy air and water.
� 

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 
f. 

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. f I 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 oil companies and special interests 

wh�ch use and exploit these resources but for each and every 

l 



·-- Safe drinking water, a pure food supply, and a heal thy urban 

environment wiil provide the foundation for a successful national 

health program. 
A 

We 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./\ I will cut back on porkbarrel kinds of expenditures 

now used to build unnecessary dams and to channelize every 

winding country stream. 

·-. -

* I reject tlie -premise fhat�fhere --mu5t be aconflict between 

environmental protection and jobs. Over a million new jobs have 

been qreated by our concern for air and water quality. Construction 

of sewage treatment facilities has created between 200,000 and 

300,000 jobs in the hard hit construction 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 

- ----------------------------------



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 generatin� 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. 
·-- �ru.;v.e-n� � et\..Q.As� 

� I do not believe that produbtion 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 



• 

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 whi·ch 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 government 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 J)O,OOO 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 oil per day, an amount equal to 35% of the oil 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 pepple 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 
T 

high quality stewardship of our national resources that
A

know we 

can achieve. 
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MEMORANDUM - September 9, 1976 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

RE: 

GOVERNOR CARTER 

STU EIZENSTAT 

JERRY JASINOWSKI 

CARTER ADMINISTRATION BUDGET OUTLOOK 

The following is a rough budget picture between now and 

fiscal 1981, the last budget year of the first Carter administration. 

It is based on inputs from Charlie Schutze, Nancy Teeters, 

Jim Storey, Doug Lee and other budget exper
'
ts. Although there 

are some disagreem�nts, the following rough budget outlook 

emerges: 

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

the premise that we can achieve an average real growth rate of 

about 5.5 percent over 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-Jqhnson years of 1962-66. Because of the importance 

of high growth to achieving your other objectives, you should 

continue to say that your growth goals are 4-6% -- 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 
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spending is only allowed to increase to maintain the real level 

of appropriations which approximates your statement that you 

would reduce defense expenditures by $5-7 billion. Remember 

that these budget assumptions do not expect any tax revenue 

gains from tax reform because your tax reform strategy is to 

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

3) PRELIMINARY FISCAL DIVIDEND OF $60 BILLION. Given a 

5-6% growth rate, and the abov e budget assumptions, revenue 

will grow 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 or low-priority programs in 

a range from �10-$23 billion dollars. Since most of these cuts 

would be difficult to do politically, the lower range of $10 billion 

is more realistic. We are evaluating the feasibility of these 

cuts further, and I suggest you not bring them up publicly until 

we have made a more detailed analysis. B ut you can see that such 

an efficiency dividend co�ld bring your budget margin back up to 

at least $60 bil·lion by fiscal 19 81. se·e Attachment B. 
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6) BUDGET SURPLUS IN 1981. It is sensible economic policy 

to plan for a budget surplus of about $10 billion in fiscal 1981 

because the economy will be at full employment. This would again 

reduce your budget margin to $50 billion, 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 $
'
5o billion net budget margin to finance social 

program� by fiscal 1981. 

8) 21% RULE. You 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 

fiscal 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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10) THE REPUBLICAN ESTIMATES OF THE COST OF THE 

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. The Republicans have charged that 

the Democratic platform could cost $100 to $200 billion when 

fully implemented. Attachment D. is one Republican cost analysis 

that concludes that the Democratic platform would cost $102 

billion when fully implemented. It is of course a serious 

overstatement o£ the costs, particularly with respect to child 

care, education, and health insurance. 

ll) BUDGET COMMITTEE ESTIMATE OF DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM COSTS. 

Attachment E contains Democratic estimates of the Democratic 

platform that r�nge 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. 
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(12) COST OF CARTER PROGRAM. There is no way to know 

precisely how your program 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 $ 6.0 

b) Welfare $ 8.0 

c) Child care $ 1.0 

d) Education $ 5.0 

e) Health $20.0 

f) Social Security $ 1.5 

g) Veterans $ 1.0 
.�. 

h) Housing $ 3.0 

i) Other $ 4.0 

TOTAL $50.0 billion 
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September 1, ]{976 

No doubt you have brilliant help availahle to you. 
chance that something I know may be useful, I offer the 
observations: 

But on the 
following 

1. THE MEDIUM. Television has been called the "cool" medium. 
That means. several things: 

a. 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 communicate 
more effectively. 

b. Along the same line, television communicates slight 
variations very effectively. Firmness, indignation, 
and the rest of the actor's rhetorical devices are all 
communicable with very slight emphases. 

c. The conversational, as opposed to the oratorical, approach 
is more effective. 

d. Short answers are more effective than long ones� the medium 
is not a good device for complicated explanations of nuance's 
or involved formal sentences� it is impossible to look back 
at the previous sentence to re-establish the 'line ·of. thought. 

e. 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 ?11 go down the drain. 

f. What is communicated through the television tube is a feeling· 
about what is seen and heard. The feeling or "image" is the 
lasting thing. ·If you try to remember a memorable TV 
presentation, you will remember it in terms of general 

f) overall sense :im�ssions of the p�rson, not of the facts 
or fhe is�;s, 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. 

g. 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 se�onds� it is re�onant and his 
articulation is precise. But he puts you to sleep because 
he never varies. 
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2. THE TACTICS. Given the characteristics 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-. You only have to look a little interested to appear very 
interested, and it is fatal to appear uninterested. 

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

c. 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. 

d. Stiffness, constant straightness of posture, gripping the 
arms of chairs, and motion can all be negatives. But 
again, watch out for sameness. 

e. Find the happy balance between gestures that look like 
n�rvous jerks and the broad stuff that makes you look 
like you're falling over. Remember that TV can show 
the emphasis of a finger. Nobody il) the real audience 
is more than a few feet away. 

f. Avoid disgust in expressi6rt and harsh interruption 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. 

g. Above all, remember the audiences. There are many. and they 
are import�mt. The opponent is not one of them. The studio 
audience is significant only if allowed to clap, boo, or chee�. 
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 something quotable. The audience 
is worth thinking a great deal about in advance of the debates. 

h. Sarcasm, ridicule, disdain are not good.TV techniques. 
·Remember the audience gets an impression of the user as well 

as the victim. 
i. It is hard to be too direct and straightforward on TV7 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) can really get in the way for the 

same reason. 
j. Signs of happiness and _personal security (smiles_J!.n.c;Loo.dsl_ 

are better than signs of unhappiness and insecurity (frowns). 
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3. THE DEBATE ITSELF. While the debaters are not in control 
of the specific questions, they can _do a great deal to influence 
the directions the questions take: 

a. A brief answer requires that another auestion be as�d, 
l'lopefully on·a different subject. A lang.....answer ra_ises 
more questions on the same subject. Behave according 
to whether it is des1ta:n1e 'to stay =with the subject. 

b. 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 something you want the subject 
changed to. 

c. 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. 

d. Because of the transitory nature of facts in this medium, 
it is worth emphasizing and re-emphasizing the things you 
are doing well with, especially in a 90-minute format . 
That requires some quick 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. 

e. 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 perso.naljt¥ as it is to establish a scho1arly 
reputation. Ana=it is also critical to analyze and take 
advantage of the other guy's personality. Great care should 
be taken, .troublesome a:s it.may seem, to get criticism of 
the approach on TV from people who look at it o� �4� t.���, 
in advance practice sessions with monitors. 

f. 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 a shot j n....t.he debate that cQnf1 i c.ts 
with the overall elan and goat. And always put that goal 
in terms of the various audiences. 

g. Try to figure out the questions and feed the questioners. 
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 everything than they do, but 

_if you know what they know, you will know what they will 
ask and how they will ask it. 
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You will notice that there is nothing in this memo about the 
substantive issues. By how 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 6f the 
questions will be easy to anticipate.· We have found that media 
people asking questions get them from the same stories 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 documentation 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. Arid happier if you already know it 
all. Make sure you have a good consultant. And if there is anything 
here that you'd like elaborated, or anything additional I can do 
to be helpful, let me kriow. 

I 
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T A B L E 0 F C 0 N T E N T S 

I. Debate Format 

II. Preliminary Comment 

jY 4J-J._ "�(, 

III. 

IV. 

1. Image to convey: tough, compassionate, centrist 

2. Specific suggestions 
Administration, give 

for debate strategy, e.g. refer to Republican 1 

personal examp� � · ,
et

J
. ��·.(.� ��· · tU�-z7r,..- fl� 

Themes (Summary) 

l. Carter 
a. P9sit;ive Themes 
b. Negative Themes vs. Ford· 

2. Ford 
a. Positive Themes 
b. Negative Themes vs. Ford 

3. Elabqration of Carter Themes 

4. Defense vs. Ford Attacks 

� \-=\1"\ j _L -
Budg� fn'd�6�overview 

l. Budget figures: 1960-76 

2. Ecqnomic figures: 1960-76 

T"-*� � -�� 

V. Questions and Answer Section 

1. Most likely Questions & Answers 
2. Specific questions by subject area 

VI. Background Memo by Area 

l. Pertinent facts or figures and budget summary for each issue. 
2. Jimmy Carter's prior statements by area 
3. Ford's position by area 
4. Legislation now pending by area 
5. Platform comparisons by area 
6. Examples of waste and poor organization by area 

VII. Experiences in state government with the federal government 
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It· is 'important ,from a campa:i,gri viewpoint·; 'to teduce .. pre­
occup�tion· with· the.;9qris,t;itutional arnehdn1ent asp�ct of this 
:i,,ssue �·: ·,Tq;is· c()�fd J;>�: .dqn( by ·-haying.· Goyer;nori.�ar.t_ef_· explain 
his ·opposition;�to .. th,e ·amendment route�: ;c.This:>po,siti_bn. is not 
at· all :_inconsisteifE' .with;_� oppositiorr':ui.abortiorr anci .is the 
viewp6itit of- m�:riy Catho-ii_c s a-nd- ri.,on"':Ca tho l_iC·s· �-- · · · ·· ,

. 

The statement ·-by the candid.9-te that he· is� r16t·.necessarily 
opposed to a]:l forms of ·amendment_ l\.as c�U:�ed..:��¢<)ncern, not 
only on the issue .itself' but more ittrpor'tantly; on the issue·· 
of Governor Carte.r's capacity to avoid.capitU:lations that suggest 
political expedienc'y. 

I suggest the ·following·; ·appr6'ach: 

!The moral iss\}� .:�t �take · . . :�is: <:lem�aned · in conclvding ·· tha.t ·the .prqtect;ion· of _.;U.ri.JJOrn: -life can ··be ·ac:comp_lished 
cm+Y through :amending <the. C()nst.i tutioh �. ·_. ':['hos�.-:W.ho 
insist an .. amendment'. ·is·: ind-ispensable·.:· have ·said ,:· .. �in 
ef.fec;-t.,· .thai '  th�· forb� 6:E' the: '_idear,:···:a�d·.: 'the'•per�·· 
stii;1s'iveriess of those le:ade'rs>wilp esp,ou�e· it /:';ha:ve 
been lost. · · · · - · · '" · · ·· · . .  ,:::;_,_ · 

A ·constitution�l 
.
a.m¢nqment .effort. will

' 
encJepde� 

�it.t:er Ph.�losqpl1i9a1 ·s�_r:.q4CJ_l§$: in.:t\meric_� ·�- · J:(> 
su¢cessfully carrH�d. ·out;'.; 1.:t>w1ll also: caus�:, a· 
reversion 'to-'those ,•day�:{jvilen \v'omep. dete'rmii1eci';\o­
achieve ·:abortion'wer� ·,ob.li_ged _,:to ·submie:,·to·-:the . 

... gr�eqy, .hntrciined;;OpraJ�titione�s,,. ,of an: il.legai ·: 
pa,Cl<:room- art_ • .  ' ''i'he:,' w�ignt' gf that revel;'s,t()ri:: falls 
he'avi�st ;UJ?Ori th�::,poor ancJ the icjnoia.nt:.· . .  ,· . .. 

Th-.,g �prob_lerh should not be a<).dressed. on· a, legalist.fc 
pla.ne ;_.but rather as a more1i issue. If that issU,e is 
to--prevail, the nation•$ rnoral; lead�rs, inclucil.ng the 
natural leader's wi:(:hin the faiJlily, must do a }:)ett:er 
job in advancing tpeir viewpoints; as the means of 
setting the standards for our nation. 

·' . 
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. MEMORANDUM 

TO Jody Powell and S tu Ei�ensta t  

FROM: Phil Zeidman 

DATE: Sep tember 9, 1976 

. RE Daily Press Coverage: Fur ther Tho·ugh ts 

This will supplement our fur ther discussions on this 

topic:, and suggest a t  least an intertm solu tion, in accordance 

with the discussion with Stu and Al Stern las t  nigh t. 

It now appears to me that the problem is twofold: . 

1. We are no t adequately informed abou t the coverage of 

the campaign itself. I t  can be very helpful in dealing with re­

por ters to know wha t they are writing, and to know wha t is being 

�epor ted on the network news shows, e tc . 

. 2. Neither the candidate nor we are adequa tely informed 

abou t 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: 

(a) The Humphrey-Hawkins problem on Sep tember 7. 

(b) Yesterday, John Lang of The New York Post told 

me that Ford had jus t issued a sta temen t proposing 

deba tes on the two candidates' respective views on 

. -· .. 



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

case; but� .. we .wasted some time and some thought on 

the subject because of our ignorance. 

(c) A reporter from a Columbus, Ohio, newspaper told 

me yesterday that, on the previous day, he had asked 

Governor Carter what he thought about the recent 

Cleveland desegregation decision, and that he was 

"shocked" to learn that the Governor did not 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 

by Isabel Hyde for the Cleveland trip·adequately 

covers this, but theGovernor had not looked at 

that material, understandably, prior to leaving 

for Ohio. 

While this may be a peculiar situation, i.e. a reporter 

talking to him in advance of his departure for a state where a 

matter is tn the news, the Cleveland decision is in fact a mat­

ter of general news significance, not limited to Cleveland alone. 

These incidents illustrate our need to have mor�nfor• 

mation about what is happening, as well as what is being said about 

the·campaign itself. A campaign plane is in some ways the most 

insulated cocoon �agineable.. We leave the hotel before the Today 

show; we arrive too late to watch the network news; tte<dori't have 

time to get· newspapers; and, when we do, we are frequently out 

-2-



of range of the·major metropolitan newspapers· (the Times, the Post, 

ete.). Ironically, we arelocked in a cabin with ·some of the best 

informed and best known newsmen in tie world, but we are all, they 

as well as we, largely ignorant of what is happening outside the 

plane. 

This can be dangerous in two ways: 

1. The candidate and the staff can make errors because of 

lack of information. 

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, who 

has the capacity to command instant network coverage of any announce­

ment he may make regarding a recent development in the news. 

There are several ways of 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 to a large degree is filled with information which we do not 

need. 

The telephone calls to New York or ·washington from the plane, 

as tried yesterday, are simply too cumbersome. The solution must be 

for·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 

lude not only the matters 
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discussed last night (the ticker, what the network news is covering, 

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 essentials. 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 .. mac:hinery unnecessarily. Accordingly, it 

would seem that severalbrief reports during the day would be desir­

able. 

I suggest we try this approach 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

ing's press conference, one of the .questions asked dealt with a rum­

ored plan for substantial U. S. contributions to a program for the 

resettlement of while Rhodesians. Governor Carter said he was not 

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

vulnerable to an appearance of being less 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 

briefing 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 

-s-
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"Eil8$S SEARCH REQUI RED 17.99 MINUTES. THANK YOU. 
'SCOI;:?PIO' IS A SERVICE OF THE LIBRARY OF C ONGRESS. 

DISC 
ES70 SIGNED OFF CICS, 09/09/76 21.12.00 
THIS SEARCH REQUIRED 17.99 MINUTES. THANK YOU. 
'SCORPIO' IS A SERVICE OF THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

DISC 

ES70 SIGNED OFF CICS, 09/09/76 21.12. 00 
A-DAT A  BASE: NYT TO 8 /31. DAILY JNLS 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 

-A--ENTER TERMS=A//TERM//TERM//ETC . 

I I 

-AI/CARTER, JIMMY//H OMOSEXUALITY// NEIGHBORHOODS//AGNEW, SPIRO-PICK TERMS-VI 
MORE TERMS=C XRF=D// TERM # NO TERMS=E 

I AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE 
7' PER 4 096-8 I 91 /C 

2 AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE <M RS> 
PER MRS/TTL 64-127/C 

3 AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE <VICE PRES>, ORGANIZATIONS FOR 
I I SUB 4-7/C I I 



*** t:NU CJr Ul ::>t'LA Y *** 

1 .,..B//1-PICK TERMS-VIEW MORE=A//TERM # PICK TERMS-NEXT 
MORE TERMS=C XRF=D //TERM # NO TERMS=E 

I NEIGHBORH OOD S (NYC) 
SUB XRF 

2 NEIGHBORHOODS UNITING PROJECT 
ORG 

3 NEIGHBORHOODS, PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON 
ORG 

-E--ACCEPT TERM=A 

HOMOSEXUALITY 

*** END OF DISPLAY *** 

REJECT TERM=B 

STEP=B//TER 

16-31 /C 

1 /C 

1 /C 

SUB 
-A--PICK TERMS-VIEW MORE=A//TERM # 

MORE TERMS=C XRF=D //TERM # 

1024-2 047/C 
PICK TERMS-NEXT STEP=B//TERM # 

NO TERMS=E 
I CARTER, JIMMY 

PER 
2 CARTER, JIMMY < MRS> 

PER MRS /TTL 
3 CARTER, JIMMY, CITIZENS FOR <NYC) 

ORG 
4 CARTER, JIMMY, COMMITTEE FOR 

ORG 
5 CARTER, JIMMY, FOR PRESIDENT 

ORG 
6 CARTER, JIMMY, ORGANIZATIONS FOR 

SUB 
*** E ND OF DISPLAY *** 

-B//1--Is TERM LIST COMPLETE? YES=A NO=B 

-B--ENTER TERMS=A/ /TERM / /TERM//ETC. 

2 048-4 095/C 

16-31 /C 

2-3/C 

I /C 

2-3/C 

4-7/C 

I I 

-A//ETHN re-p ICK TERMS-VIE� MORE=A //TERM # PICK TERMS-NEXT STEP=B /TERM # 

MORE-TERMS=C XRF=O //TERM # NO TERMS=E 
I 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 I /C 
6 ETHNIC FACTORS IN EDUCATION, NEW JERSEY CONSUL TATION ON 

ORG 1/C 
7 ETHNIC GROUPS 

SUB 0 /C 
8 ETHNIC MILLIONS POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE 

ORG 1/C 
9 ETHNIC STUDIES 

SUB X RF 4-7/C 
10 ETHNICITY IN THE UNITED STATES CBOOK) 

SUB 1/C 
11 ETHNICITY: THEORY AND EXPERIENCE (BOOK) 

SUB 1/C 
*** END OF DISPLAY *** 

-BIIr-IS TERM LIST COMPLE TE? YES=A NO=B 

-A--PERSON AL NAME MODIFIERS=A BIBLIOGRAPHIC MODIFIERS=B 
( ALL MOOIFIERS=C NO MOOIFIERS=D 

-o--LINK TERMS-VIEW MORE=A //LO GIC LINK TERMS-SEARCH =B//LO GIC 
VIEW MORE TERMS=C 

I AGNEW, SPIRO THEODORE 
I I PER 4 096-8191 /C I I 



,-¢-

� HUMtJJt: AUAL 11 l 
I i SUB 1 024- 2047/C 

3 CARTER, JIMMY 
PER 2048- 4095/C 

4 ETHNIC GROUPS 
SUB 

*** END OF DISPLAY *** 

-B//1 A3-EARLIEST DATE=A MOST R ECENT DATE=B 

-NUMBER OF ITEMS RETRIEVED = 8 
-s-VIEW ON SCREEN=A DEFERRED PRINT=B 

-NUMBER O F  ITEMS RETR I EYED = 8 
--A-PRINT ABSTRACTS =A//# NEXT =B OR B//# 
CC)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR. NONTIMES MATERIAL BY 

I OF 8 NYT/JNL 1976- 7- 11 4: I: 5 4/WGT 
192- 2-42 I 177587/ION 

0/C 

END INQUIRY = 
PERMISSION 

13/LIN 

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; '70 GUBERNATORIAL CAMPAIGN IN WHICH CARTER 
CHARGED OPPONENT CARL SANDERS HAD SOLD OUT TO 'ULTRA LIBERALS' 
-RECALLED; CARTER HIMSELF SEEN AS STRONG LIBERAL ON FOREIGN 
POLICY ISSUES; HIS EFFORTS TO SIDESTEP VIETNAM SO AS NOT TO 
STIR UP HIS HAWKISH OlNSTITUENTS RECALLED; HIS STATEMENT AFTER 
RELEASE OF PENTAGON PAPERS URGING ENAC TMENT OF FED LEGIS TO 
MAKE NEWS ORGNS CRIMINALLY LIABLE FOR SUCH PUBLICATIONS 
RECALLED; HIS STATE�ENT THAT HE PHONED VICE PRES SPIRO AGNE�� 
-AND UR GED HIM NOT TO RESIGN UNDER PRESSURE NOTED; HIS -'74 
REFUSAL TO CASTIGATE 'v�ELFARE CHEATERS' DURING SOUTHERN POL 
CONF RECALLED CM) 

2 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1976- 5-19 41: I 4/I�GT 
139-76- 5 EDC/TOM I 158593/I ON 

7/LIN 

JAMES RESTON ON POSSIBLE VICE PRES NOMINEES AND HOW THEY WILL 
BE CHOSEN; SEES LIKELY REPEAT OF TYPIC AL LAST- MIN SCRAMBLES 
THAT RESULTED IN NOMINATIONS OF SEN THOMAS F EAGLETON AND 
EX- VICE PRES SPIRO T AGNEW; SEES JIMMY CARTER LIKELY TO CHOOSE 
-sENS 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 
-s-PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR 8//# END INOU IRY=C 
CC>NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY PERMISSION 

3 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1973- 6- 8 : 17: 2 4/WGT 1 6/LIN 
1�9-73- 66 327797/IDN 

� ARTICLE ON ��ATERGATE S CANDAL'S EFFECT ON 65TH NAIL GOVS CONF AT 
LAKE TAHOE, NEV; PRES ASPIRANTS HAVE AU�AYS USED PAST CONFS FOR 
POL MANEUVERING, AND I RESULT OF WATERGATE IS THAT NO SUCH 
ACTIVITY IS TAKING PLACE AT THIS CONF; ANOTHER EFFECT IS LOW 
-pRoFILE BEING MAINTAINED BY SUCH LEADERS AS GOV REAGAN AND GOV 
ROCKEFELLER; VICE PRES AGNEI"I, WHO A IT ENDS CONF AS WHITE HOUSE 
LIAISON AND CHIEF REPUB CATALYST, LEFT MIDWAY THROUGH CLOSING 
SESSION, COMMENTING, 'WE ARE NOT IN A POSITION TO DEFINE 
ANYTHING IN DOMESTIC SENSE JUST NOW'; MANY GOVS COMPLAIN THAT 
NIXON ADM HAS BEEN PARALYZED SINCE MAR CH BY ITS PREOCC UPATION 
-rHTH ��ATERGATE A FFAIR, AND REPT THEIR PA ST DIFFICULTY SORTING 
OUT PRES NIXON'S REVENUE-SHARING PROGR AMS 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 
WASHINGTON' 

• 

-s-PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR 8//# END INOUIRY=C 
CC>NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES �ATERIAL BY PERMISSION 

4 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1972- 9- 7 : 38: 4 4/�WT 12/ LIN 
250-72- l PHO/ILS 221892/IDN 

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 

1 \fiCE CHMN; MOVE SEEN AS TRIBUTE TO t"'ALLACE AND EVIDENCE 11-IAT HE 

I I 

I I 



r--- HA� t3t::COMl: t-ULLY 1-{l:�Pl:C!At;Ll: AMONli rl:LUJW SOUlHI:.KN liCJV�; UNLJl::.l-{ 

I 1..,..-CONF RULES, LEADERSHIP ALTERNATES BETWEEN REPUBS AND OEMS; OEM 
VICE CHMN GOV J liEST, WHO WOULD HAVE AUTMATICA LLY BECOME CHMN, 

1 -¢- STEPS AS IDE TO ALLOW WALLACE ELECTION AFTER CONF REJECTS GOV 
CARTER PROPOSAL THAT 2 OEMS BE ALLOWED To SERVE, WEST AS CHMN 
AND WALLACE AS VICE CHMN' WALLACE ATTENDS CONF SESSIONS 
ACCOMPANIED BY BODYGUARD, AIDES AND WIFE; CONF HEARS VICE PRES 
--AG('IEW AT SEPT 5 BANQUET; RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY CONF NOTED; 
liEST, WA LLACE ILLUS 

5 OF 8 NYT /JNL 1972- 7- 2 4: 2: I 4/WGT 4/LIN 
183- 1-31 CTN/ILS 19 7913/ION 

ARTICLE SPECULATES ON SEN MCGOVERN'S C HOICE OF RUNNING MATE, 
SHOULD HE WIN DE.\1 PRES NO�INATION' HOLDS PRES NIXON WILL DECIDE 
ON HIS R UNNING MATE AF TEfi OEMS NOMINATE THEIR CANDIDATES; 
DRAWING 
-s-PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR 8//# END INOUIRY=C 
<C>NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTI MES �ATERIAL BY PERMISSION 

6 OF 8 f'IP /JNL 1972- 6- 5 2: I 4/i�GT 6/LIN 
379-70-15 661950/IDN 

SOUTHERN-LED �STOP MCGOVERN MOVEMENT' MEETS SKEPTICISM FROM OEM 
GOVERNORS AT 64TH NAIL GOVERNORS CONFERENCE IN HOUSTON <TEX> 
JUN 4; DRIVE LED BY GA GOV J CARTER ATTRACTED NO SUPPORT; 
CONFERENCE WILL HEAR VICE PRES S AGNEv�, SEN H HUGHES AND FRANK 
-MANKIEWICZ; MD GOV M MANDEL WILL PROBABLY SUCCEED �� VA GOV A A 
MOORE AS NEXT CHMN OF NAIL GOVERNORS CONFERENCE 
-s-PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR 8//# 
(C)NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY 

7 OF 8 NYT/JNL 1971- 4- 2 : 16: 4 4/WGT 
92-71-62 AP /SRC 84519 /IDN 

END INQUIRY= C 
PERMISSION 

20/LIN 

PUB AND PRIVATE SECTORS IN US, IN VARIETY OF WAYS, EXPRESS 
GROWING OPPOSITION TO CONVICTION AND SENT ENCING OF LT W L 
CA LLEY FOR MURDERS AT MYLAI, S VIETNAM; �ORE THAN 1,2 00 
TELEGRAMS DELIVERED TO FT BENNING 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 1WRNING QUARTERBACK JUDGMENTS'; 
INDIANA GOV E WHIT COMB ORDERS ALL STATE FLAGS FLOWN AT 
HALF-STAFF To PROTEST CONVICTION AND S ENTENCING; COMMENTS ON 
-coNVICTION; UTAH GOV C RAMPTON SCORES VERDICT AND SENTENCE; GA 
GOV J CARTER PROCLAIMS APRIL 5 �AM ER FIGHTING MEN-'S DAY' IN 
STATE AND URGES RE SIDENTS TO DISPLAY FLAG AND DRIVE filTH 
HEAQLIGHTS oN; ARK S EN AND HOUSE A PPROVE RESOLUTION ASKING PRES 

� NIXON TO G RANT CALLEY EXEC CLEMENCY; KAN S EN ADOPTS RESOLUTION 
T HAT CALLEY BE FREED; SIMILAR RESOLUTION I S  PASSED IN TEX SEN 
-AND INTRODUCED IN TEX HOUSE' SUPPORT F OR CALLEY FROM SEVERAL 
INDIVIDUALS NOTED; SOLDIERS AND VETERANS COMPLAIN OF VERDICT; 
STAFFORD COUNTY, VA, DRAFT 80 RESIGNS IN PROTEST OVER CASE; 
MARCHES PLANNED IN SOME CITIES 
-s-PRINT ABSTRACTS=A//# NEXT=B OR 8//# 
<C>NYTIMES.SEE ABSTRACT FOR YEAR.NONTIMES MATERIAL BY 

8 OF 8 NYT /JNL 1970-11- 4 32: 6 6/��GT 
308-70-52 64614/IDN 

END INQUIRY=C 
PERMISSION 

3/LIN 

CARTER ELECTED GA GOV; PARTIAL TALLY; REPR THOMPSON LEADS IN 
RE-ELECTION CONTEST AGAINST YOUNG, NEGRO; GOV CAMPAIGN, NIXON 
AND AGNEW AID FOR SUIT REVD 

*** END OF DISPLAY *** 
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,��} Ji1n1nv Cctt'tet· 
. · .  Pt·esiclenticll Cenntlclign 
For Alnericct•s third centLu·y, why noi oua·l;,est? 

Issues 

Stuart Eizenstat - National ·I�sues and Policy Director 
Al Stern - Deputy Issues Director 

Orin Kramer - Ass�stant Issues Director 

� . . 
_!l e £Lf a r p - Monda l e L�·- u c s Coo r d 1 n a tor · 
Bob Barnett - Ass i stant Mondale Issues Coordinator 

Generalists: 

.-.- /s<am Bleicher 

�ob Ginsburg l._ 

/_!3 ob !Iavely 

Criminal justice, gun control, S-], go vernme n t 
·accountability, corporate respohsibility, consumer 
problems, civil rights, civil liberties. 

Economics. 

OS!Il\, health care, ab o r tion , alcohol 

abuse, U.S. Immigration, gay rights. 

Foreign policy, defense. 

and drug 
����,f:�. �I)IC�· 

�erry Jasinowski �Economics. 
,. 

· I· '  

VJ?aul Jensen f..-...
· 

�Bill Johnston X.... 

Government reorganization, housing, urban policy, 
labor. lliansportation, (merchant marine), social, (\olclfare 

form, human welfare, poverty), social pr o grams , 
rvices, social security, veterans, elderly, 
i&I:Sl@d ildildl&ao£! :¥: 

/oliver Miller 'f._ Agriculture, food policy, education, arts, FD!\ 

/oavid Hubenstcin o(Republican record 

/ Kitty Schirmer )( 
� Noel S terrett 

Energy, 
-­

women. 
,....-

Science 

environment, natural 
-

and technology . . . 
Local issues 

resources, amnesty, 

Assistant to Sen�t6r Mondale f6r Foreign Policy 

P. 0. Box 1976 Atlanta, Georgia 30301 
/l. rnrv,..,f'"'''' ' ""' ' '';. l.l,. .f , ,ol� ol . ., r,... .l,., -.1� •. , . . . r -� � · · · · · · • . 

404/897-7100 



TO: Goverrwr Car· �r 

FROM: �tu Eizenstat 

DATE: August 16, 1976 

"i wanted you to know about the organization of the issues area, and about 

t:he people staffing it. The function of the issues department is to support 

�ou in ��veloping posit.ibns and proposals which are th� recommendations of 

our c ;r..paign. It dueS this by a side process of consultation with outside 

.:xperts and the sol i citation of materials and ideas from the public . On the 

�Jasis of solicitati.·n of ·materials and ideas from .the public. On the basis 

of these materials and the expertise of the staff, it explores options and 

.nakes recomm�ndations to you as to policies which might be advancPrl and pro­

�rams wh ich m�ght irnl)lement them. It is also the source of research in the 

campa·�n on the rec·rd of the opposition . 

. n its organizE:!d solici tdtion and developm�nt of materials, the Issues 

ffi�e r�lies in part on established task forces in tl1e traditiona l areas of 

fl)rei5:1 and domestic federal policy. On the basis of that, plus internal 

�ork - - the Issues staff, it develops option papers, briefing p� pers, back­

,round papers for in•ernal use as well as positiori papers and speech d raft s 

for e){ternal riissemJ r ,at ion during the campaign. It also answers detailed 

is�ues q uestions fran, the press concerning issues' posi tions . 

I� is eslimated that for the remc. '"ning part of the co�mpaign <•� shall Le 

�alled on to produce at leasl 40 position papers and.�bout 25 speeches. We 

shall Lllso P stablish a "statement" operation in th'k issues departT:;ent, sending 

�essares, soliciting support, and indicating concern to tl1e various organiza­

t:ions which will hL ··� conventions , meetings and other affairs ·dtu-ing the 

campaign peridd � and �e shall answer q uest {onnaires from press, ma gazines and 

JOUrnals concerning r:arter positions on the issues as well as handling a sub-
. . 

staf}tial volume of i,sue-related mail. To accomplish these tasks, we have 

divided our operati ·n into two parts with the outside experlise ot the task 

forces being organized and ma na ged by a branch of the isst.�s operation based 

· .. n Washington, D.C. The position papers, etc. are to be produced by the st.1ff 

with tile campaign organization here in Atlanta. The individua l s involved are -

Stu Ei�enstat - Issues and Policy D irector 

�1 Stern - Deputy Issues Director . 

Al Stern, 48, born Ne� York City. M.A., N.Y.U. Founder of Monteith 

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

r 



I l ,( J ". ; __ t . i;; I. ,,, l � L '.' i 

sity in Detroit, MI. Presently has a tluaJ <lppointmcnt as professor in 

Di visi on of Natur<tl Science and· Division of Humanities. lias been visit i n g 

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

served in a variety of roles in democ ratic national campaigns since 1948. 

Orin Kramer - Assistant Issues Director. 

Or i� Kramer, 31, born Newark, NJ. B.A., Yale College, J.D., Co lumbia 
. 

Law School. U.S. Marine Corps Reserve, 1967-69. Associate, Simpson, 

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

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

surer, 1974-76. Le cturer, Rutgers Law School, 1974-75. Articles on public 

·finance, federalism published in New York Tim�s. 

GENERALISTS 

Sam Bleicher- criminal justice, gun control� S-1, government nccountability, 

cnrporate responsibility, consumer problems, civil rigl1ts, civil liberties. 

Sam Bleicher, 34, born Omaha, Nebra,ska. B.A., Northwestern University, 

.J.D., Harvard Law School. �rofessor of Law, Univeri�ty of Toledo Coll ege 

of Law, 1966 - present. Teaches environmental law, constitutional law, 

international law. Author of several articles on environmental nnd inter-

national law. Dep�ty Director for Regulation and Enforcement, Ohio E.P.A., 

- 1972-75. 

�vb ..Q.in�berg- economics. 

Robert Ginsberg, 33, born Washington, D.C. 

M.A., Princeton. J.D., Harvard Law S.chool. 

B.A.� Western Marylnnd College, 
' , ; '  

. 

N�w York l;:�w firm of Cravath, 

Swairte and Moore since 1969, sp�cializ ing in corporate finance and business 

transactions. 

Bob Havely- OSHA, health care, abortion, alcohol and drug . abuse, U.S. Immigra­

tion, gay rights. 

Ro bert Havely , 24, born Alton, Ulinois. B.A., Columbi<1 University. 

Staff of Georgia Legislature : Research Analys t, 1974-7 5. 

Dick �J�rooke- foreign policy, defense. 

Richard Holbrooke, 35, born New York City. B.A., Brown University. 

Foreign Service, 1962-711. Au t hor of one volume of p�_1��&�!� I�_;::p_('�. 

1967; Special Assistant i:o the Undersecretary of State, 1968-69, 

presently on leave as managing editor of Foreign· Policy magazine and 

�ntributing Editor of Newsweek Inte rnational. 
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Jerry _J a� ino�_�_ki- Economics. 

Jerry Jasinowski, 37, born L;li'orle, Indianil. !LA., lndian.1 University, 

M.A., Columbia University. Captain, �.S. Air Force, Assistant Professor 

ot Economics, Ai� Force Academy, 19&7-70. Professor of Economics, A�erican 

University, 1976. Senior Research· Economist, J.oin t Economic Commit tee of 

·the .u.s. Congress, 1970-76. 

Paul Jensen- Government reorganization, housing, urban poJ icy, labor. 

Paul Jensen, 29, born Denver, CO. B.A., �lacalester College, M.A., Johns 

Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies, PI1.D. candidate, Univ. 

of Minn. Staff consultant, Minn. State Planning Agency, Study Director, 

Issues, Democratic National Committee, Deputy Director, 1976 National 

Democratic Plalform Committee. 

L\ill Johnston- Transportation, (merchant marine), social, (welfare reform, 

human welfare, poverty), social programs, services, social security, 

v:eterans, elderly, disabled handicapped. 

B�ll Johnston, born Washingto�, D.C., 31. B.A., Yale University, U.S. Army, 

1969-70. Research Associate, George Wasl1ington Univ. Center for Social 

Studies, 1972-76. Author or co-author of volumes and articles on unem­

ployment and status of minorities including: Stil_!__A Dream, __ the Chang_!_ng 

· Status of �lacks Sine� 1960 and Indian Giving: -Federal Programs for American 

Indians. 

Oliver Miller- Agriculture, food policy, education ,,;:arts, FDA. 

Oliver Miller, 22, born in Berkeley� CA. Senior, Yale University, American 

Field·Service exchange student to England� italy, 1971-72. Tutor, Urban 

Imporvement Corp, New Hav�n, 1972-74. Director, Foreign Press Desk, 1976 

Democratic National Convention. 

,(itty Schirmer- Energy, environme'nt, 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 

assistan.t to the administrator for Water and -Hazardous Haterials. 

:-.Joel Sterrett- Science and Technology. 

Noel Sterrett, 28, born in Atlanta, GA. B.A., Hichigan State. 1973 -

began small importing business, 1974 - helped found and became stage mgr; 

(of new din!1e: , thea_tre �1 NY,. co-author of national issues booklet for Car._� 
L�a��aig�.,_.·.: 
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I' In add i.tion to the Generalists, the fo llowing people have been given special 

issue-relnted assignments: 

I 

Isabel Hyde - Issues/Field Coordiniltor. She will be rcsponsi.hle for brie C ing 

Carter- and Mondale on local milterial (key issues, political 
_
fjgurc&; 

interest groups) that will both acquaint and identify the can dida te with 
. 

the area. 

Dave Rubenstein '- Republican record. lie will be conducting resetlrch on the , 

-Republican record. This will include material that may be used against 

Ford by the field or surrogat� speakers. lie will also be responsible for 

compiling a Carter-Ford record compairson and for formulating 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 

l'niversHy. 1972-73, assis tant to Senior Editor, Banta m Books. 

uav£ t�benstein: 27, born in Baltimore, MD. B.A., Dt1ke University, J.D., Un i v . 

0f Chicago Law School, Law Rev few Editor. Associated with New York Cily 

Law firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton and Garrison from 1973-75. Chief 

.ounsel to the U.S. Sen:1te Subcommittee on Cons titut iona l Amendments trom 

mid-1975 to July, 1976. 

Steve Travis: 34, B.A., University of Georgia. Reporter, Atlanta Cons t itu tion 

nnd the Washington Post; Program <Jnd Congressional Relations S peciali st, 

Office of Ec.onomic Opportunity, Director of P,r,ess and Publications, U.S. 

Conference of Mayors. 
,, 

,_, 

j All of the above are located in Colony Square in Atl�nta. 

I 
! 

I 

Washing_ton 

Joe Duff�_y - Associate Director of Issues 

Harry Schwartz - Task Force Director 

Louise Weiner, administrative assistant to Joe Duffey. 
-----

35, art critic, aJvisory member of State Crime Commission, B.A., Bryn �lav.�r, 

Dan _Dozier, administrative assistant to .Joe Duffey. 

32, Platform coordinator for Labor Coa l i tion, �1ilyor Co l eman Young's staff, 

Lawyer for UAW, B.A. and J.D. Wayne S� ate University 

Susan Van der Horn, administrative assistant to Harry Schwartz . 

. 33, attorney,, HEW· in civil rights work, 1974�7 6. 

Carl Shepard, administrative assistant to Harry Schwartz. 
·2'6, B.A. Clairmont College, CA. Former Forest Service employee. 



II I. ; ·J� 

! J 
l 
� 

f 
� 

, .  

I 
j, 

,_ 

l 

l 

. . 
. 
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Page S. 

La urie Lu cey 

Virgini a S l�y an 
Ethnic group rela tions . (lAw r i e  - daug hter of Gov. Pat Lucey) 

Task Forces 

There a re presently 18 task forces coordin ated Otit of the Wushington 

office. The ir membersh i p is bro.-=!d-based with an eye to both ideolog ical and 

geogr.:t phic d iversity . The function of these task forces :is to pr esent a 

range of policy options rather than formal pro pos ;1 ls . These grou p s , a s  a 

rule, do not meet to.gether but work on assignments under th e direct i on of llarry 

Schwartz. T ask force topics: 

Fo reign Po�icy 

F:conomics 
Nuclear Disa rm-1ment 
Food/Agriculture 

.Land use, Housing 
Urbnn Policy 

Energy 
F.duci1tion 

Health Care 

Issues Liason 

Environment 
Tr<Jnsportati.on 
Welfare & Poverty 
Crimini1l Justice 

Government Orgi1niz<�tion 

Science <Jnd Technology 
T<lx Reform 
Consumer l'rot:ection 

Arts and Jlum�111ities 

;o/,t_.tJgftt� ��·�rs·c 
T!1e Was h in g ton office i1lso serves <1s .1 inson between congressiona l committees, 
interest groups, and p rofe ssi onal associa tions . 

,1' . 

Speechwri ten; 

T h e c h i e f s p e e c h 1v r i t e r , I' .'1 t And e r s b il , \vi 1 J be <1 s s i s t e d i n At l an t a by J i m 

Fallows and Si Lazarus o p erat ing out/of the Issues o ff ice . 

Issues on Plane 

We will l 1ave two issues people on the plan� for short s t ateme nts and conta ct 
w it h At lanta . 

,,... ·  
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. Carter Issues an Apology·.: 

-On� Ethnic Purity� P h.�ase 
. , · .  . I ' . 

But He Says He Would Not 1Use Federal 
-Force'. to Chan_ge a Neighborhood:�. 

-Supporters Fear a Setbac{l· .. " : 
·: � . - . . . . ' . . _· �- .. '.. . : ,. : � . . . . \ 

, ·  . . .  

By CHRISTOPHER LYDON - · ·. ,
" 

Spoclo.l1o 'I'll• Ntir York Times 
PHILADELPHIA; April . 8- or_ it will cost him the nomina-'. 

Jimmy Carter apologized today tion." At best, Mr. Young said;! 
for using- the phrase · "ethnic· the former Georgia Governor's! 
purity�' in his pledge two days recovery, will. require time and·! 
ago to defend the sta�ility of an expli�it policy stat�me�t on; 
established neigjlborhoods. But housing. · · ' 

· · 
•-. 

� 

he· stuck. :to. his original· basic Senator Henry M. Jackson of 
position,·. saying he. would· not Washington and Representative 
."arbitrarily use Federal force" Morris K. Udall of Arizona, the 
to· ·change· a· neighborhood's other active candidates in' the 
ethnic c�a.tader, · · · · Democratic "prima-ry here, ·both 

. · .  'His' apology notwlthstanding, seized :today' on . Mr.' Carter's 
the "ethnic . purity�:· reference remarks in Indiana Tuesday as 
and· -two others he had used the kind of mistake they -had 
in the · same . ·context.,.;.."black waited to - exploit against the 

·. �ntrusion" · and "alien groups" surprise early leader in the race 
�onstitlited. a haunting. re· f.or the nomination: 
fniin :throughout. the· Georgia Senator ·Jackson said Mr. 
Democrat's first full day of Carter's statements were 
campaigning for. the Pennsyl· "amazing," but did not explain 
:vania primary on April 21. why he thought so. 

· Representative Andrew Young Mr. Udall, who has high 
�of Georgia, Mr. Carter's fore· hopes of winning votes in Phila· 
· most advocate in black com- delphia's large black .commu­

munities North and .South, fold nity, said in a written state· 
the candidi11te for the Presi· ment: "Much worse than his 
dential nomination· this morn� ambig�ity which' has b�ome as 
ing that his phrasing was ••a much a trademark of Jimmy 
disaster for the. campaign." · Carter as his grin are some of 
' In a telephone interview the words and phrases he used 
from Washington, Mr. Young · 
said, "Either he'll repent of it 'Co�tlnued on Page 15, Column 1 
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• 

;:..· . . \} �� Carte� Issu�s an �pology 
: For Ethnic Purity' Term 
'!· �o�·tlnued From Page J, Col� 2• port _of Federal 

.
and state open-

. housmg laws and for Govern-
! to express h�mself on this iss�e. ment ;tc�ion _to enforce equal 

It Is dlsturbmg, very d1sturbmg opportumty m new · housing 
language to hear from a Presi' built with Federal assistance. 
dential c·andidate, whatever he He restated the position he 
end�. up saymg he meant to took on Tuesday, saying, "I 
say . . . would not arbitrarily use Fed-

In an important policy shift, era! force to move people of a 

, 1 Mr. Carter announced today different ethnic background 
that he could now support the into a neighborhood just to 
so-called Humphrey- Hawkins change its character." 
employment bill that organized He acknowledged, at the 
labor and the Congressional same time, that .he was attack­
B!ack Caucus have made their ing a kind of "arbitrary action" 
top priority Federal legislation. that had nol been proposed or 

The bill, sponsored by Sena- taken, saying, "I don't thing 
tor Hubert H. Humphrey, Dem� the Congress or anybody else 
ocrat of Minnesota, and Repre- has advocated this." 
sentative Augustus Hawkins, When a reporter asked 

Democrat of California, would whether he was creating· "a 

set a three-year goal of reduc- straw man, something that 
, 

ing unemployment to 3 percent doesn't exist," Mr. Carter re- \ 
and would guarantee Federal plie�. "_yes, that's correct." Yet, . ' · • . · Ammted Pross . 

jobs, as necessary, to accom- he mSISt�d that he had . �ot Junmy carter greeti!'g a supporter and her children at Philadelphia rally Wednesday i 

plish that end. Mr. Carter had b�en trymg to play poht1�s· ·. , . . . 
heretofore made a point of w1th the overtones of . his But he was also prepared to continued "has been that'.white iPhl'l·a·delp·h.l. D. 'I ·N col-

1, 

h · · th t t t words · . 1. · 1 1 .. f 
• . • a a1 Y ews 

, emp as1Z1ng e cos o ax- .. · . pya some po 1t1ca pena ty. I liberals would eventually foil th. · ' 
payers of puttfng the unem- If th _e P�.rase ha� r�s1al they don't try to to make po-

. . 0� umn 1s_ mornmg to call Mr.; 

ployed to work. Today he said connotations, he sa1d, I ve litical hay out . of it," he said, b�acks to support him. But th1s Carter, (amous for his toothy' 

"' bill h" b<<n om<nd<d <uf- '""'""':'-I hop<. In t)>< pub- «fming tn M,. Udoll ond M,. ''"' th<m <om.' "'"'"not lo. """'· • "mondibulocy phnoy:-\ 
f1c1ently to make 1t acceptable, he; arrd I ve a�:eady talked to Jackson, :·r would be sur- A lot of wh1te hberals will hes1- He praised Mr. Carter as' 

by adding emphasis �o the de- my supporters. . prised. " tate, and blacks who don't "the only cand'd t h ! 

velopment of jobs in the pri- Mr. Udall praised Mr. Car- : k h' 
. II 'I .· . 

I a e w o cam-1' 

t t d b k. · 3 ter for his swift apology but Young Fears Jmpact now 1m persona Y WI I wa1t pa1gned aggressively for black 

va e sec or, an Y rna 1ng 

' I 
and see what h · " votes i II th · · " b \ 

percent the goal of adult un- he commented that the timing Mr. Young saw the danger of e means. . . . n a . e pnmanes, ut 

employment, not of the work of Mr. Carter's earlier words lasting damage.- observing: "A . "Those of u� wh� do know this �eek, m M�. Stone's analy-j 

force at large which included was nonetheless "remarkable" lot of people who said 'You just h1m know he s had a good SIS, Carter . qu1ckly . moved to; 

teen-agers. .' ' . - coming, Mr. Udall said, '!can't trust a Southerner' are record o� o��n ,housing,'� Mr. re�ssure . w�lte Ame:1ca h� was 1 

· , . .  , · .. ,, . "when [Gov. George C.] Wal- going to say, 'See, I told you Y_oung �a1d. J:Ie s kind of. put still the1r · good ol boy and i 

Unfortunate Cho�ce <-. lace (of Alabama] is leaving so.'" . . .. . . .. h1mself mto this trap. It wasn't. call_ed for a new kmd of segre-' 

Mr. Carter used his first news· the race and Pennsylvania and · Mr. Young was torn today Udall, Jackson or Humphrey. gallon by homogeneity." ! 

conference of the day_ to vol· Michigarr are coming up." . between defending. Mr. Carter Nobody baited this for him. David Richardson, .a black• 

unteer his apology for "an un- · Mr. Carter ·said he would and denouncing his language. He's got to. fmd a way to get Philadelphian, said that Mr.· 

fortunate choice of words," re· sooner "withdraw from the "This doesn't mean to me he's out-and frankly I hope he Carter's statement about "eth-

ferring specifically to his use of race ... than use "raCist" ap- a racist," he said. ·�It means he does." · ' . . . nic purity" had "damaged him I 
· 

"ethnic purity." peals �o win it. "My feelings made a terrible blunder that Many prominent Pennsylvania tremendously." · ·. 

"I don't think there arc are quite the opposite of that," he's got to recover from." Democrats, both black and Edgar Cambell, chairman of 

�thni?ally pure .. neighb�rhoods he said. _Blacks and olhers who . "I just thi!lk i_t's an, awful white, saw Lie "ethnic purity" Philadelphia's 29 black ward 

m th1s co�ntry. he sa1d. The know h1� re�ord as Governor pnrase. I don t thmk. he. und�r- �oHtroyersy as a shaping event leaders, said of Mr. Carter, "I 

�ord "�.unty,' · he told a .�ues- o� Georgia w1ll understand that 1st?od . how loaded _1t IS w1th m the1r primary. . . don't wJn to condemn him, but 

lioner; bathe� me,. too; ' . �1s word� on Tuesday . were H1tlenan conno.�at10ns. My Chuck Stone, the black stra- he seems to be everything to 

Mr. Carter re1terated h1s sup- careless, !VIr. Carter sa1d. theme. all along, Mr. Young legist and author, used his everybody." · · : · · ' 
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Jimany (carter Presidential Campaign 

REMARKS BY JIMMY CARTER AT TOWN HALL FORUM 

Los Angeles, California, August 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. In 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 cr1s1s 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. 

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

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



- 2 -

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. 

I 

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 concerns. 

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 dreamr­
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 
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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 Washing�on, 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 rece1v1ng 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 �eeting 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 government, 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, ann. 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 wcrking 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 know 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 2%. During the Nixon and Ford administrations it has 
been almost 7%. 

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 a�e 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 fe�low 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 competen� 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, arid 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. 



Jimmy Carter Presidential Campaign 

"A New Beginning" 

PRESENTATION BY JIMMY CARTER TO THE PLATFORM COMMITTEE 

OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY 

June 16, 1976 

GOALS: OPENNESS, COMPASSION, EFFICIENCY 

Let me again express my regret that I was not able to 
meet with you personally. As I 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
ment, 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. I 

believe you have an obligation to write a platform that will 

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 unique 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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