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Text of 197~ ~~~-P-.4:.blican Platform 
A~ h-'" ,•.I -y· 

Preamble 

To you, an American citizen: 
You are about to read the 19i6 

Republican Platform. We hope you will also 
find time to read the Democrats' Platform. 
'Compare. You will see basic differences in 
how the two parties propose to represent 
you. 

"The Platform is the Partv's contract · 
with the people." This is what it says on the 
cover of the official printing of the 
Democrat Platform. So it should be. The 
Democrats' Platform repeats the same 
thing on every page: More government. 
more spending, more inflation. Compare. 
This Republican Platform says exactly the 
opposite-less government, less spending, 
less inflation. In other words. we want you 
to retain more of your own money, money 
that represents the worth of your labors, to 
use as you see fit for the necessities and con
veniences of life. 

No matter how manv statements to the 
contrary that Mr. Carter.makes. he is firmly 
attached to a contract with you to vastly in
crease the powers of government. Is bigger 
government in Washington really what you 
want? 

Make no mistake: You cannot have 
bigger programs in Washini:ton and less 
government by Washington. You must 
choose. 

What is the cost of these added or ex
panded programs? The Democrats' Plat
form is deliberately vague. When they tell 
you, as they do time after time. that they 
will "expand federal support." you are left 
to guess the cost. The price tag of five major 
Democrat Platform promises could add as 
much as $100-billion to the annual cost of 
government. But the Democrats' Platform 
proposes over 60 new or expanded spending 
proirrams and the expansion or creation of 
some 22 Washington agencies. offices or 
bureaus. In fact, the total of all Democrat 
proposals can be as high as $200-billion a 
year. While this must be a roui:h estimate, 
it does give )'OU a clue to the mai:nitude and 
direction of these commitments: The 
Democrat.~' Platform can increa.~e federal 
spendinR b.v .50 percent. If a Democrat 
Congress passes the Democrat Platform and 
it is signed by a Democrat President, what 
happens then? The Democrats could raise 
your taxes by .'10 per cent to pay for the new 
programs. Or the Democrats could not raise 
taxes and the result would be a runaway in
flntion. Of course, contract or no contract, 
the Democrats may not ho.nor their 
promises. Are you prepared to risk it? 

In stark contrast to the Democrats' 
Platform. we offer you a responsive and 
moderate alternative based on these prin
ciples: 

-We believe that libertv can be 
measured bv how much freedo~ vou have 
to make vou.r own decisions-even ~our own 
mistake~. Government must step. in when 
~·our liberties impinge on your neighbor's, 
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1overnment must protect your con- national defense that is second to none. 

stitutional rights. Government must deal We support these principles hecause 
with other governments and protect you the~· are right. knowing full well that they 
from aggressors. Government must Assure will not he easy tn Hl'hieve. Acting with 
equal opportunity. And government must rcstrnint is most clifficult when confronted 
he compassionate in caring for those by an opposition Congress that is deter-
citizens who are unable to care for mined to promise everything to everybody. 
themselves. And this is what the Democrat Congress has 

-Our federal system of local-state- been d9ing. A document, such es this Plat-
netional government is designed to sort out fo;m, which refuses to knuckle under ito 
on what level these actions should be taken. special interest groups, will be accusecl· of 
Those concerns of a national being "uncaring." Yet it is exactly because 
character-such as air and water pollution ll'e do care about your basic freedom to 
that do not respect state boundaries or the manage your own life with a minimum of 
national transportation system or efforts to government interference. because u;e do 
safeguard your civil liberties-must. of care about encouraging permanent, and 
course, he handled on the national level. meaningful jobs. because u·e do care about 

-As a general rule. however, we your i<etting paid in sound dollars. be,cause 
belie·:e that government action should he ll'i' do care about resisting the use of your 
taken first by the government that resides tax dollars for wasteful or unproven 
as close to you as possible. Governments programs-it is for these reasons that,;we are 
tend to become less responsive to your proposing only actions that the nation can 
needs the farther awav thev are from vou. afford and are opposing excessive tinkering 
Thus, we prefer local and state govern~ent with an economic system that works' better 
to national government. and decentralized than any other in the world. . 
nat.ional government wherever possible. Our great American Republic was 

-We also believe .. that you, often founded on the principle: "one nation under 
acting through voluntary organizations, God, with liberty and justice for al!." This 
should have the opportunity to solve many bicentennial year marks the annive.rsary of 
of the social problems of your community. the greatest secular experiment iri history: 
This spirit of freely helpiniz others is That of seeking to determine that a people 
uniquely American and should be encour- are truly capable of self-government: It was. 
aged in every way hy government. our "Declaration" which put the world and 

-Every dollar spent by government is posterity on notice "that all Men. are ... en-
a dollar earned by you. Government must dowed by their Creator with certain un-
always ask: Are your dollars being wisely alienable Rights"' and that thofie rights 
spent? Can we afford it? Is it not better for must not be taken from those to whom God 
the country to leave your dollars in your has given them. , 
pocket? Recently. Peggy Pinder. a 2:J-year-old 

-Your elected officials. their ap- student from Grinnell. Iowa, who is a 
pointees, and government workers are ex- delegate to this conventin'n. said that she 
pected to perform their public acts with joined our party "because Repuhlicans un-
honesty, openness. diligence. and special derstand the place of g0vernment in the 
integrity. At the heart of our system must people's lives better than the Democrats. 
he confidence that these people are always Republicans try to find ways to take care of 
working for you. needs through.the prirnte sector first while 

-We believe that your initiative and it seems automatic for Democrats to take 
energy create jobs. our standard of living care of them through the governmental 
and the underlying economic strength of the svstem." ' 
countrv. Government must work for the . The percept ion of Peg'gy Pinder 
goal of justice and the elimination of unfair go\'erns this Platform. Aren't these the 
practices, but no government has yet principles' that you want your elected 
designed a more productive economic representntives to have? 
system or one which benefits as many 
people. 

- The beauty of our land is our legacy 
to our children. It must be protected by us 
so that they c·an pass it on intact to their 
children. 

-The United States must alwavs 
stand for peace and liberty in the world n~d 
the rights of the individual. We must form 
sturdy partnerships with our allies for the 
preservation of freedom. We must be ever 
willing to negotiate differences. but equally 
mindful that there are American ideals that 
cannot he compromised. Given that there 
ere other nations with potentially hostile 
designs, we recognizi: that we can reach our 
goals only while maintaining a superior 

,,1;•''"c;;1G..,r 1a.·o ca11.1c:nF.5-;1\."l'4Al ~uAnrEQl'" .. .,.~ 
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Jobs and Inflation 

\Ve believe it is of paramount impor
tance that the American people understand 
that the number one destroyer of jobs is in
flntinn. We wish to stress that the number 
one cause of inflation is the i:overnment's 
expansion of the natiOri's supply of money 
and credit needed to pay for deficit spend
ing. It is aho\'e all else deficit spending by 
the federal government which l'!'odes the 
purchasing power of the dollar. Most 
Republicans in Congress seem to under
stand this fundamental cause-and-effect 
relationship and their support in sustainini: 
over 40 Presidential vetoes in the past two 
~·ears has prevented O\'er $13-hillion in 
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federal spending. It is clear that most of the 
Democrats du nut understand this vi•al 
principle, or, if they do, they simply don't 
care. 

Inflation is the direct responsibility of a 
spendthrift Democrat-controlled Congress 
that has been unwilling to discipline itself 
tu live within our means. The temptation to 
spend and deficit spend for political reasons 
has simply been too great for must of our 
elected pol'iticians to resist. Individuals, 
families, companies and most local and 
state governments must live within a 
budget. Why not Congress? 

Republicans hope every American 
realizes that if we are to permanently 
eliminate high unemployment, it is essen
tial to protect the integrity of our money. 
That means putting an end to deficit 
spending. The danger. sooner or later. is 
runaway inflation. 

Wage and price controls are not the 
solution to inflation. They attempt to treat 
only the symptom-rising prices-not the 
cause. Historically, controls have always 
been a dismal failure, and in the end they 
create only shortages, black markets and 
higher prices. For these rea·sons the 
Republican Party strongly opposes any 
reimposition of such controls, on a standby 
basis or otherwise. 

Unfortunately, the Democrat
controlled Congress now persists in 
attempting to obtain control over our 
nation's money creation policies by taking 
away the independence of the Federal 
Reserve Board. The same people who have 
so massively expanded government 
spending should not be allowed politically 
to dominate our monetary policy. The in
dependence of the Federal Reserve System 
must be preserved. 

Massive, federally-funded public 
employment programs, such as the 
Humphrey-Hawkins Bill currently 
embraced by the new National Platform of 
the Democrat Party will cost billions and 
can only be financed either through very 
large tax increases or through ever increas
ing levels of de licit spending. Although such 
government "make-work" programs usually 
provide a temporary stimulus to the 
economy, "quick-fix" solutions of this 
sort-like all narcotics-lead to addiction, 
larger and larger doses, and ultimately the 
destruction of far more jobs than they 
create. Sound job creation can only be ac
complished in the private sector of the 
economy. Americans must not be fooled 
into accepting government as the employer 
of last resort. Nor should we sit idly by 
while 2.;'i million American jobs are· 
threatened by import~ of textile products. 
We encourage the renew11I of the GATT 
Multifiher Arrangement and rhe signing of 
other necessary bilateral agreements !O 

protect our domestic textile industry. 
In order to be able to provide more jobs, 

·businesses must be able tu expand; yet in 
order to build and expand, they must be 
profitable and able to borrow funds 
(savings) that someone else has been willing 
to part with .on a temporary basis. In the 

long run, inflation discourages thrift, en
courages debt and destroys the incenfr.'e to 
save which is the mainspring of capital for
mation. When our government-through 
deficit spending and debasement of the 
currency-destroys the incentive to save 
and to invest, it destroys the wellspring of 
American productivity. Obviously, when 
production falls, the numbet of jobs decline. 

The American people are beginning to 
understand that no government can ever 
add real wealth (purchasing power) to an 
economy by simply turning on the printing 
presses or by creating credit out of thin air. 
All government can do is confiscate and 
redistrtbute wealth. No nation can spend its 
way into prosperity; a nation can· only 
spend its way into bankruptcy. 

Taxes and Government Spending 

The Republican Party recognizes that 
tax policies and spending policies are in
separable. If government spending is not 
controlled, taxes will inevitablv rise either 
directly or through inflation. By failing to 
tie spending directly to income, the 
Democrat-controlled Congress has not kept 
faith with the American people. Every 
American knows he cannot continually live 
beyond his means. 

The Republican Party advocates a 
legislative policy to obtain a balanced 
federal budget and reduced tax rates. While 
the best tax reform is tax reduction. we 
recognize the need for structural tax ad
justments to help the working men and 
women of our nation. To that end, we 
recommend tax credits for college tuition, 
post-secondary technical training and child 
care expenses incurred by working parents. 

Over the. past two decades of 
Democrat-control of the Congress, our tax 
laws have become a nightmare of complexi
ty and unfair tax preferences, virtually 
destroying the credibility of the system. 
Simplification should be a major goal of tax 
reform. 

We support economic and tax policies 
to insure the necessary job-producing ex
pansion of our economy. These include 
hastening capital recovery through new 
systems of accelerated depreciation, remov
ing the tax burden on equity financing to 
encourage more capita!"investment, ending 
the unfair double taxation of dividends. and 
supporting proposais to enhance the ability 
of our working and other citizens to own "a 
piece of the action" through stock 
ownership. When balanced by expenditure 
redul·tions, the personal exemption should 
be raised to $1,000. 

Agriculture and Rural Development 

The bounty of our farms is so plentiful 
that we may tend.to forget what an amazing 
production achievement this really is. The 
American farmer and rancher produces 
enough food to feed over 56 people-a 
threefold increase in productivity in 20 
years. 

Rural America must be maintained As 
a rewarding place to live. To accomplish 
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this, our rural areas are entitled to services 
comparable to their urban neighbors, such 
as. water and sewer systems, improved 
electricity and telephone service, adequate 
transportation, available and adequate 
financial credit, and employment oppor
tunities which will allow small farmers to 
supplement their incomes. 

Farm exports have continued to ex
pand under the policies of this Republican 
Administration-from a low of $6-billion in 
1968, the last Democrat year, to $22-billion 
in 19i.'j. These exports are not giveaway 
programs; most are earning dollars from the 
marketplaces of the world, establishing a 
favorable balance of trade and a higher 
standard of living for all. Through our farm 
exports we fight the problem of world 
hunger, especially with the humanitarian 
Food for Peace Program (Public Law 480) of 
the Eisenhower Administration and the 
Republican-controlled Congress of 1954. 

Republican farm policy has permitted 
farmers to use their crop land fully. We are 
at last moving toward making effective use 

· of our superb resources. Net farm income 
from 19i2 through 1975 averaged $26-
billion, more than double the average of the 
1960's. Government should not dictate to 
the productive men and women who work 
the land. To assure this, we support the 
continuation of the central principles of the 
Agricultural Act of 1973. with adjusiments 
of target prices and loan levels to reflect in
creased production costs. 

We oppose government-controlled 
grain reserves, just as we oppose federal 
regulations that are unrealistic in farm 
practices, such as those imposed by the Oc
cupational Safety and Health Administra
tion (OSHAl and the Environmental 
Protection Agerrcy (EPA). 

We urge prompt action by Congress in 
amending the Grain Inspection Act to 
strengthen the present inspection system 
and restore its integrity. 

We firmly believe that when the nation 
asks our farmers to go all out to produce as 
much as possible for world-wide markets, 
the government should.guarantee them un
fettered access to those markets. Our 
farmers should not be singled out by export 
controls. Also, when a foreign nation sub
sidizes its farm exports, our farmers deserve 
protection against such unfair practices. 
The federal government should assure that 
foreign imported commodities are equal in 
quality to our domestic commodities. 
Nations from whom we buy commodities 
should not be allowed lo circumvent import 
restriction laws, such as the !\leat Import 
Quota Act of 1964. , 

We recognize the importance of the 
multilateral trade negotiations now in 
progress and urge our representatives to ob
tain the most beneficial agreements for our 
farmers and the nation's economv. 

In order to assure the con~umers of 
America an uninterrupted source of food. it 
is necessary to pass labor relations legisla
tion which is responsive to the welfare of 
workers and to the particular needs of food 
production. Such legislation should 
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recognize the need to prevent work stop
pai:es during critical harvest periods. 

We must help farmers protect 
themselves from drought, flood and other 
natural disasters through a system of all
risk crop insurance through federal govern
ment reinsurance of private insurance com
panies combined with the existing disaster 
payment program. 
•. As in 1972, we urge prompt passage of 

the Republican-sponsored legislation now 
pending in Congress which will increase the 
estate tax exemption to $200,000, allow 
valuation of farm property on a current use 
basis end provide for extension of the time 
of payment in the case of farms and small 
businesses. This overdue estate end gift tax 
legislation must be approved this year. We 
favor a liberalized marital deduction end 
oppose capital gains tax et death. 

Innovations in agriculture need to he 
encouraged by expanding research 
programs including new pest and predator 
control. measures, end utilization of crops as 
a new energy resource. If we expect our 
farmers to produce en abundant food sup
ply. they must ha·ve all the energy they 
need to produce. market end process their 
crops end livestock. 

We continue to support farmer 
cooperatives, including r!iral electric and 
telephone cooperatives, in their efforts to 
improve services to their members. We sup
port the Capper-Volstead Act. 

We believe that non-farm corporations 
and tax-loss farming should be prevented 
from unfairly competing against family 
farms, which we support es the preferred 
method of farm organization. 

Since farmers are practicing conser
vationists, they should not be burdened 
with unrealistic environmental regulations. 
We are concerned about regulations issued 
by the Army Corps of Engineers that will 
regulate all "routine" agricultural end 
forestry activities on "all" our waters and 
wetland. and support legislation to exempt 
routine farming operations from these re
quirements. The adjudication of water 
rights should be a matter of state 
determination. 

Small Business 
Small business, so vital to our 

economic system, is free enterprise in its 
purest sense. It holds forth opportunity to 
the individual. regardless of race or sex. to 
fulfill the American dream. Small 
businesses are the base of our economy a·nd 
its main source of strength. Some 9.6 
million small firms generate 55 per cent of 
our private employment-or the livelihood 
of over 100 million Americans. Yet while 
smell businesses have a unique place in our 
society, they also have unique problems 
that government must address. Therefore, 
we recommend that the Small Business Ad
ministration (SBA): 
-Assure adequate financing to those credit 

worthv firms that canriot now obtain 
funds· through conventional channels; 

-Include the proper mix of loan 
programs to meet the needs of the 
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many different types of firms that con
stitute the American small business 
community: 

-Serve as an aggressive advocate for 
small business end provide 
procurement, management and 
technological assistance. 
For survival, smell businesses must 

have relief from the overwhelming burden 
placed on them by many regulatory bodies. 
Paperwork proliferation has grown out of 
control, end small business is not equipped 
to deal with this aggravation. 

The present tax structure does not 
allow small firms to generate enough capital 
to grow and create jobs. Estate taxes need 
liberalization to benefit the family business 
in the same manner as for the family farm. 
Encouraging investment in small 
businesses through more equitable tax 
treatment remains the best and least ex-· 
pensive method of creating productive 
employment. 

The Republican Party, recognizing 
that small and independent business is the 
backbone of the American competitive 
system, pledges itself to strengthen this 
vital institution. 

Antitrust 
The Republican Party believes in and 

endorses the concept that the American 
economy is traditionally dependent upon 
fair competition in the marketplace. To 
assure fair competition, antitrust laws must 
treat all segments of the economy equally. 

Vigorous and equitable enforcement of 
antitrust laws heightens competition and 
enables consumers to obtain the lowest 
possible price in the marketplace. 

Bureaucratic Overregulation 
We believe that the extent of federal 

regulation and bureaucratic interference in 
the lives of the American people must be 
reduced. The programs and activities of the 
federal government should be required to 
meet strict teiits of their usefulness and 
effectiveness. 

In particular, we consider essential an 
analysis of the extensive growth of laws and 
regulations governing production processes 
and conditions and standards for consumer 
products, so as to determine whether the 
services and benefits the American people 
receive are worth the price they are paying 
for these services in higher taxes and con
sumer prices. 

We are intensely aware of the need to 
protect our environment and provide safe 
working conditions in American industry, 
while at the Mme time preventing the loss 
of jobs and· the closing of small bu!<inesses · 
through unreali!<tic or over-rigorous govern
ment regulations. We support ·a balanced 
approach that considers the requirements of 
a growing economy and provides jobs for 
American workers. 

The average businessman and 
employer is being overwhelmed by 
govemm.ent-required paperwork .. We sup
port legislation to control and reduce the 
burden. of federal paperwork, particularly 
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that generated by the Internal Revenue Ser
vice and the Census Bureau. 

Government That Works 
We believe that Americans are fed up 

with and frustrated by national government 
that makes great promises and fails to 
deliver. We are. We think that Democrat 
Congresses-in control for 40 out of 44 
years-are the grand masters of this prac
tice. We think that national government 
that has grown so big that the left hand 
doesn't know what the right hand is doing 
has also caused the condition we are in. 

What we now have is a government 
organization that doesn't make any sense. 
It hes not developed by design. It just 
grew-by whim, bureaucratic fighting, and 
the caving in of Democratic Congresses to 
special interest demands. So today we find 
that nine federal departments and 20 in
dependent agencies are involved in 
education; seven departments and eight 
agencies in health; federal recreation areas 
are administered by six agencies in three 
departments: and so forth. 

What we need is a top-to-bottom 
overhaul. Two high level presidential com
missions under two Presidents-one a 
Democrat, one a Republican-have in
vestigated and come up with the same 
answer: There must be functional realign
ment of government, instead of the current 
arrangement by subject areas or constituen
cies. 

We went federal domestic departments 
to reflect the major purposes of government, 
such as natural resources, human resources; 
community development and the economic 
affairs; Unfortunatelv, the Democrat 
Congress has refused. to address this 
problem. Now we insist that att.ention must 
be paid. 

Too often in the past, we have been 
content with organizational or procedural 
solutions to complex economic and social 
regulatory problems. We should no longer 
accept rhetoric as a substitute for concrete 
results. The President has proposed to 
Congress the Agenda for Government 
Reform Act, which would i:uarantee the 
svstematic re-examination and.reform of all 
f~deral regulatory activities within the next 
four years. This legislation requires 
Congress and the President to agree to un
dertake an exhaustive reassessment of the 
combined effects of all government 
regulations. and it requires them to adhere 
to a disciplined timetable to assure annual 
results. The American people deserve no 
less. Every agency of government must be 
made efficient, and every government· 
regulation should be !<uhjected to cost 
hcnefit analysis. The Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration (QSHAl i!< a 
typical example of a well-intentioned 
regulatory effort which has imposed large 
costs but has not solved our problems. 

The beauty of Ameril·a's original con
cept of government was its divcr!<it~-. the 
belief that different purposes are be~t 
served by governments at different levels. 
In our lifetime, however, Democrat 



Congresses have allowed this system to 
become warped and over-nationalized. As 
powers have flowed to Washington,. the 
ability to attend to our problems has often 
dried· up in our communities and states. 
This trend must be reversed. Local govern· 
ment is simply more accountable to the 
people, and local people are perfectly 
capable of making d_ecisions. 

We reaffirm the long standing principle 
of the Republican Party that the best 
government is the one closest to the people. 
It is less costly, more-accountable, and more 
responsive to the people's needs. Our con
fidence in the people of this nation was 
demonstrated by initiating the Revenue 
Sharing Program. To date, $30-billion of 
federal tax dollars have ·been returned to 
the states and localities. This program is 
administered with fewer than 100 people 
and a computer, Revenue Sharing is an ef
fort to reverse the trend toward 
centralization. Revenue Sharing must con
tinue without unwarranted federal stric· 
tures and regulations. 

As a further. step in this direction, the 
Republicans in Congress promoted the new 
concept of federal block grants to localities 
for much greater flexibility. Under block 
grants, federal funds can be tailored by the 
states and localities to the wishes of each 
community. There are now two block grant 
programs-in community development and 
employment training. Block grant 
programs should be extended to replace 
many existing categorical health, 
education, child nutrition and social 
programs. The Democrat Congress stands 
guilty of failing to enact these vital reforms. 
Our ultimate goal is to restore taxing and 
spending to the local level. 

The Republican Party has always 
believed that the proper role of government 
is to do only those things which individuals 
cannot do for themselves. We encourage in
dividual initiative and oppose the trend of 
ever expanding government programs 
which is destroying the volunteer spirit in 
America. We firmly believe that communi
ty involvement is essential to the develop
ment of effective solutions to the problems 
confronting our country. 

While we oppose a uniform national 
primary, we· encourage the concept of 
regional presidential primaries, which 
would group those states which voluntarily 
agree to have presidential primaries in a 
geographical area on a common date. 

We encourage full participation in our 
electoral process. We further recognize the 
sanctity and value of the ballot. In that 
regard. we oppose "federal post card 
registration." The possibilities could not 
only cheapen our hallo!, hut in fact 
t hreatcn the rnt ire electurul process. 

Control of the United States Congress 
by the Democrat Party for 40 of the past -14 
years has resulted in a system dominated by 
powerful individuals and riddled with cor
ruption. Recent events have demonstrated 
an unwillingness and inability by the 
Democrat Partv to cleanse itself. Selective 
moralitv has been the order of the day. 

Positive Republican. initiatives have Ian· 
guished in Democrat-controlled Con
gressional Committees while business 
as usual has continued in Washington.The 
American people demand and deserve 
reform of the United States Congress. We 
offer these proposals of far-reaching reform: 

-Repeal of legislation which permits 
automatic increases in the salaries of 
Members of Congress. congressional staffs. 
and official expense allowances. Public ac
countability demands that Members 
publicly vote on increases on the expenses 
of their office. Members' salary increases. 
should not become effective until 11 new 
Congress is elected. 

-Elimination of proxy voting which 
allows Members to record votes in Com
mittee without being present for the actual 
deliberations or vote on a measure. 

-Elimination of Democrat Caucus 
rules which allow a Party to bind its 
Members' votes on legislation. Each 
Member of Congress represents his con
stituency and must be free to vote in accor
dance with the dictates of his constituency 
and individual conscience. 

-A complete audit by the General Ac
counting Office of all· congressional 
allowances and appropriate disciplinary 
measures for those who have violated the 
public. trust. 

-Full public disclosure of financial in
terests by Members and divestiture of those 
interests which present conflicts of interest. 

-Changes in the House rules which 
would allow a House majority to require the 
House Ethics Committee to conduct an in
vestigation into alleged misconduct by any 
Member of Congress. if the Committee 
refuses to act on its own. 

-A complete overhaul and streamlin
ing of the system which has permitted the 
proliferation of subcommittees with 
overlapping responsibilities, vague jurisdic
tional definitions and a lack of legislative 
production. 

-Quarterly publication ·of names, 
titles and salaries of all Congressional 
employees. 

-Improved lobby disclosure legisla
tion so that the people will know how much 
money is being spent to influence public of
ficials. 

Citizens are demanding the end to the 
rapid and wasteful increase in the size of 
Washington government. All steps must be 
taken to insure that unnecessary federal 
agencies and programs are eliminated and 
that Congress carefully scrutinize the total 
budget of each agency. If it is determined 
that sunset laws and zero-based budgeting 
can accomplish these ends then they will 
have our support. Washington programs 
mu~t be mad~ as c·ost-effective as those in 
the states and localities. Among the many 
serious complaints that we wish to register 
on behalf of the American people is the poor 
operation of the United States Postal Ser
vice. 

We note the low respect the public has 
for Congress-a Democrat-controlled in
stil ution-and wonder how the Democrats 
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can possibly honor their pledge to reform 
government when they have utterly failed 
to reform Congress. 

A Safe and Just Society 
Every American has a right to be 

protected from criminals. Violence has no 
place in our land. A society that excuses 
crime will eventually fall victim to it. The 
American people have been subjected to an 
intolerable wave of violent crime. 

The victim of a crime should be treated 
with compassion and justice. The attacker 
must be kept from harming others. 
Emphasis must be on protecting the inno
cent and punishing the guilty. Prevention of 
crime is its best deterrent and should be 
stressed. 

Fighting crime is-and should 
be-primarily a local responsibility. We 
support the continuation of the federal help 
given through the Law Enforcement 
Assistance Administration to law enforce
ment officials in our states, counties and 
municipalities. Each state should have the 
power to decide whether it wishes to impose 
the death penalty for certain crimes. All 
localities are urged to tighten their bail 
practices and to review their sentencing and 
parole procedures. 

The federal criminal code should in
clude automatic and mandatory minimum 
sentences for persons committing offenses 
under federal jurisdiction that involve the 
use of a dangerous weapon; that involve ex
ceptionally serious crimes, such as traffick
ing in hard drugs, kidnapping and aircraft 
hijacking; and that involve injuries com
mitted by repeat offenders. 

The work presently being done to 
tighten the anti-obscenity provisions of the 
criminal code ha9 our full support. Since 
the jurisdiction of the federal government in 
this field is limited to interstate commerce 
and the mails, we urge state and local 
governments to assume a major role in 
limiting the distribution and availability of 
obscene· materials. 

We support the right of citizens to keep 
and bear arms. We oppose federal registra
tion of firearms. Mandatory sentences for 

·crimes committed with a lethal weapon are 
the only effective solution to this problem. 

Sure and swift justice demands ad
ditional judges, United States Attorneys 
and other court workers. The Democrat 
Congress has created no new federal 
judgeships since 19i0; we deplore this ex
ample of playing politics with the justice 
system. 

Drug abuse is not simply a health 
problem, but also a very real law enforce·, 
ment concern and a problem of worldwide 
dimension. Controlling drug abuse calls for 
the ratification of the existing international 
treaty on synthetic drugs, increased 
emphasis on preventing the diversion of 
amphetamines and barbiturates into illegal 
markets, and intensive efforts to keep drugs 
out of this country. Heroin continues to 
come across our borders. Drug enforcement 
agents and international cooperation must 
cut off this supply. We say: Treat the ad-
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diets, but, at the same time. remove the 
pushen~ from the street end give them man
detorv sentences . 

.iuveniles now account for almost hnlf 
the arrests for serious crimes-murder. 
rape. robbery end aggravated assault. The 
cost of school violence and vandalism is es
timated at $600 million annually. about 
what is spent on textbooks. Primary respon
sihilitv for raising our children, instilling 
prope~ values end thus preventing juvenile 
delinquency lies with the family, not the 
government. Yet when families fail. local 
law enforcement authorities must. respond. 
Lew enforcement block grant funds can be 
used by states in correcting and preventing 
juvenile delinquency. The LEAA should 
promote additional research in this area. 
The structure of the familv must be 
strengthened. All enterprises h~ve to he en
couraged to find more jobs for young people. 
A vouth differential must be included in the 
minimum wage law. Citizen action should 
let the television industry know that we 
want it to curb violence in programming 
because of its effect on our youth. 

The criminal justice. system must be 
more ,·igilent in preventing rape, 
eliminating discrimination against the vic
tim and dealing with the offonders. 

States should recognize that anti
quated and overcrowded prisons are not 
conducive to rehabilitation. A high priority 
of priimn reform should be to help the young 
first-time offender. There should be ade
quate separation of young from adult 
offenders, more relevant prison industries, 
better counseling, community-based alter
natives and more help in getting a job for 
the offender who has served his or her time. 

Terrorism-both domestic and inter
national-must be stopped. Not only must 
the strongest steps be taken in the United 
States. but collective action must come 
from all nations. Deterring every form of hi
jacking cells for sanctions against countries 
that aid terrorists. The world community 
should take appropriate action to deal with 
terrorist organizations. We applaud the 
daring rescue by Israel of innocent civilian 
hostages who were kidnapped by terrorists. 
While we regret that loss of life was in
volved, the courageous manner in which the 
hostages were freed speaks eloquently to our 
ahhorrence of world bandits, 

The Right to Privacy 

Liberty depends in great measure on 
the privacy that each American retains. 

We are alarmed by Washington's grow: 
ing collection of information. The number 
of federal data banks is now estimated at 
between 800 and 900 and more than fiO 
agencies are involved. We q11estion the need 
for all these computers to he storing rec
ords of our lives. Safeguards must protect 
us against this information being misused or 
disclosed. Major changes, for example. are 
needed to maintain the confidentiality of 
tax returns and Social Securitv records. 

Recent Supreme Court de~isions have 
held that an individual has no con
stitutional right to the privacy of records 
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held in hanks or other depository in
stitutions and thnt tht>y can be readily oh
tnineri hy law enforcement agencies without 
a person's consent or knowledge. Law en
forcement authorities m11st he ahle to pur
sue criminal violators. vet. nt the same 
time. there should he r~asnnahle controls 
imposed to ·protect the privacy of law
ahiding citizens. We support legislation. 
now pending. to assure this protection. 

Too many gm·ernment records, on the 
other hand. are unnecessarily classified. 
Congress and the Executive sho11ld devise a 
more reasonable system for classifying and 
handling government information. 

The President's achievements· in 
protecting privacy are unequalled by past 
administrations and must he built upon in 
the future. We particularly note changes in 
federal record-keeping systems. the ap
pointment of the Commission on the CIA. 
the reorganization of the intelligence com
munity and the restriction of White House 
access to income tax returns: 

The American Family 

Families must continue to he the foun
dation of our nation. 

Families-not government programs-: 
are the ht>st wav to make sure our children 
are properly ~urtured. ·our elderly are 
cared for. 04.r cultural and spiritual heri
tages are perpetuated. our laws are ob
served and our values are preserved. 

If families fail in these vitally impor
tant tasks. there is little the gm·ernment, no 
matter how well-intentioned. can do to 
remedy the results. Schools cannot educate 
children adequately if families are not sup
portive of the learning process. Law enforce
ment authorities are nearly helpless to curb 
juvenile delinquency without family 
cooperation in teaching young people 
respect for property and laws. Neither 
medicine nor school feeding: programs can 
replace the family's ability to provide the 
basis for good health. Isolation from 
meaningful family contact makes it virtual
ly impossible for the elderly to avoid 
loneliness or dependence. The values of 
harri work and responsibility start with the 
familv. 

As modern life brings changes in our 
society, it also puts stresses on families try
ing tn ndjust to new realities while main
taining cherished values. Economic uncer
tainty, unemployment. housing difficulties, 
women's and men's concerns with their 
changing and often conflicting roles. high 
divorce rates, threatened neighborhoods 
and schools. and public scandal all create a 
hostile atmosphere that erodes family 
structures and family values. Thus it is im
perntive that our governml'nt's programs. 
actions. officials and social welfare in
stitutions never be allowed to jeopardize the 
family. We {Par the ,ElrJU!'rnment may be 
powerful enou,Elh to destroy our familie.•: we· 
knnu: that it i.< not powerful enou,iih tn 
replace them. 

Because of our concern for family 
values. we affirm our beliefs. stated 

·elsewhere in· this Platform. in many 
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elements that will mnke our count rv a more 
hospitable environment for fnmily 
life-neighhnrhood schools; educational 
systems that include and are responsive to 
parents' concerns; estate tax changes to es
tablish more realistic exemptions which will 
minimize disruption of already bereaved 
families; a position on Rhortion that values 
human life; a welfare policy to encourage 
rat her than discourage families to stay 
together and seek economic independence; 
a tax svstem that assists rather than 
penalizes. families with elderly members. 
children in dav care or children in college; 
economic and. employment policies that 
stop the shrinkage of our dollars and 
stimulate the creation of jobs so that 
families can plan for their economic 
security. 

Education 

Our children deserve quality 
education. 

We believe that segregated schools are 
morally wrong and unconstitutional. 
However, we oppose forced busing to 
achieve racial balances in our schools. We 
believe there are educational advantages for 
children in attending schools in their uwn 
neighborhoods and that the Democrat
controlled Congress has failed to enact 
legislation to protect this concept. The 
racial composition of many schools results 
from decisions hy people about where they 
choose to live. If Congress continues to fail 
to act, we would favor consideration of an 
amendment to the Constitution forbidding 
the assignment of children to schools on the 
has is of race. 

Our approach is to work to eradicate 
the root causes of segregated schools. such 
as· housing discrimination and ger
rvmandered school districts. We must get 
~n with the education of all our children. 

Throughout our history. the education 
of our children has been a community 
responsibility. But now federal categorical 
grant programs pressure local school dis
tricts into substituting Washington
dictated priorities for their own. Local 
school administrators and school hoards are 
being turned into bookkeepers for the 
federal government. Red tape and restric
tive regulations stifle imagination and 
creativity. We are deeply concerned about 
the decline in the performance of our 
schools and the decline in public confidence 
in them. 

We favor consideration of tax credits 
for parents making elementary and ~econd
ary school tuition payments. 

Locnl communities wishing to conduct 
non-sectarian prayers in their public 
~rhools should he able to do so. We favor a 
con~t itut ional amendment to achieve thi~. 
end. 

We pr~pnse consolidating federal 
categorical grant programs into block 
grants and turning the money over to the 
state~ to use in accordance with their own 
need~ and priorities and with minimum 
bureaucratic controls. A single program 
must preserve the funding that is directed 
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at the needs :uf such special groups as the 
handicapped and the disadvantaged. 

Primary responsibility for education, 
partirnlarly on the elementary and second
ary levels, belongs to local communities 
and parents. Intrusion by the federal 
government must be avoided. Bureaucratic 
control' of schools hy Washinl{tun h11s the 
potential for destruction of our educational 
system by taking more and more decisions 
away from parents and local school 
authorities. Total financial dependence un 
the federal government inevitably leads to 
greater centralization uf authority. We 
believe, therefore, that a study should be 
authorized concerning funding of elemen
tary and secondary education, coupled with 
a study regarding return to the states of 
equivalent revenue to compensate for any 
loss in present levels of federal funding. 

Unless steps are taken immediately, 
soaring prices will restrict a college educa
tion to the rich and those .poor enough to 
qualify now for government aid. Federal 
higher education policy should continue to 
focus on financial aid for needy individuals, 
but because the financial ability to go to 
college is fast slipping out of the grasp of 
middle income families, more realistic 
eligibility guidelines for student aid are es
sential. 

Government interference in the 
management of colleges and universities 
must be stopped. Federal support to assist 
in meeting. the grave financial problems of 
hil{her education should be forthcoming, 
but such funds should never be used as 
devices for imposing added controls. 

Diversity in education has great value. 
Public schools and non-public schools 
should share in education funds on a con
st it ut ionally acceptable basis. Private 
colleges and universities should be assisted 
to maintain healthy competition and to 
enrich diversity. The cost of expanding 
public campuses can be kept down if ex
isting private institutions are helped to ac
commodate our student population. 

We favor .continued special federal sup
port for vocational education. 

Health 
Every American should have access to 

quality health care at an affordable price." 
The possibility of an extended illness in 

a family is a frightening prospeet, but, if it 
does happen, a person should at least be 
protecteci from having it wipe out lifetime 
savings. Catastrophic expenses incurred 
from major illnesses and accidents affect 
only a small percentage of Americans each 
year, but for those people, the financial 
burden can be devastating. We support ex
tension of catastrophic illness protection to 
all who cannot obtain it. We should utilize 
our private health ·insurance system to 
assure adequate protection for those who do 
not have it. Such an approach will 
eliminate the reel tape and high 
bureaucratit· costs inevitable in a com
prehensive national program. 

The Republican Party opposes com
pulsory nation11I health insurance. 

Americans should. know that the 
Democrat Platform, which 'c.iffers a 
government-operated and financed 
"comprehensive nat.iorial health insurance 
system with universal and mandat'ory 
t·overage," will increase federal government 
spending by more than $i0-billion in· ics 
lirst full year. Such a plan, could require 11 

personal income tax increase of approxi
mately 20 per ct-nl. We oppose this huge. 
new health insurance tax. Moreover, we do 
not helieve that the federal government 
can administer effectively the Democrats' 
cradle-to-grave proposal. 

The most effective, efficient and 
economical method to improve health care 
and extend it~ availability tu all is to build 
on the present health delivery and in
surance system. which covers nine out of 
every ten Americans. 

A coordinated effort should be 
mounted immediately to contain the rapid 
increase in health care costs by all available 
mean!!, such as development ol healthier 
life styles through education, improved 
preventive care, better distribution of 
medical manpower, emphasis on out-of
hospital services and elimination of 
wasteful duplication of medical services. 

We oppose excessive intrusions from 
Washington in the delivery of health care. 
We believe in preserving the privacy that 
should exist between a patient and a 
physician, particularly in regard to the con
fidentiality of medical records. 

Federal health programs should be con
solidated into a single grant to each state, 
where possible, thereby allowing much 
greater nexibility in setting local priorities. 
Our rural areas. for example, have differenr 
health care delivery needs than our cities. 
Federal laws ancl, regulations should respect 
these differences and make it possible to 
respond differently to differing needs. 
Fraud in Medicare and Medicaid programs 
should be exposed and eliminated. 

We need a comprehensive and 
equitable approach to the subject of mental 
health. Such a program should focus on the 
prevention, treatment and care of mental 
illness. It should cover all aspects oft he in
terrelationships between emotional illness 
and other specific disabilities. 

The Republican Party applauds the 
enlightened programs that address mental 
retardation, cerebral palsy, epilepsy, and 
other developmental disabilities that seek 
to remove us from the dark ages in these 
areas. 

Alcoholism and drug abuse, growing 
problems in America today, should receive 
the utmost attention. 

While we support valid medical and 
biological research efforts which can 
produce life-saving results, we oppose any 
research on live fetuses. We are also op
posed to any legislation which sanctions 
ending the life of any patient. 

Child Nutrition 
Every child should ha~e enough to eat. 

Good nutrition is a prerequisite of a healthy 
life. We must focus our resources on feeding 
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needy children. The present school lunch 
programs provide a 20 per cent subsidy to 
underwrite the meals of children from 
middle- and upper-income families·. 

The existing 15 child nutrition 
programs should be consolidated into one 
program, administered by the states, and 
concentrated on those ,·hildren truly· in 
need. Other federal programs should assure 
that low-income people will be able to 
purchase a nutritionally adequate food 
supply. 

Equal Rights and 
Ending Discrimination 

Roadblocks must be removed that may 
prevent Americans from realizing their full 
potential in society. Unfair discrimination 
is a.burden that intolerably weighs morally, 
economically and politically upon a free 
nation. 

·While working to eradicate dis
criminatory practices, every citizen should 
be encouraged to take pride in and foster 
the cultural· heritage that has been passed 
on from previous generations. Almost every 
American traces ancestry from another 
country: this cultural diversity gives 
strength to our national heritage. 

There must be vigorous enforcement of 
laws to assure equal treatment in job 
recruitment, hiring, promotion, pay; credit, 
mortgage access and housing. The way to 
end discrimination, however, is not by 
resurrecting the much discredited quota 
system and attempting to cloak it in an 
aura of new respectability. Rather, we must 
provide alternative means of assisting the 
victims of past discrimination to realize 
their full worth as American citizens. 

Wiping out past discrimination re
quires continued emphasis on providing 
educational opportunities for minority 
citizens, increasing direct and guaranteed 
loans to minority business enterprises, and 
affording qualified minority persons equal 
opportunities for government positions at 
all levels. 

Women 

Women. who comprise a numerical 
majority of the population, have been 
denied a just portion of our nation's rights 
and opportunities. We reaffirm our pledge 
to work to eliminate discrimination in all 
areas for reasons of ·race, color, national 
origin. age, creed or sex and to enforce 
vigorously laws guaranteeing women equal 
rights. 

The Republican Party reaffirms its 
support for ratification of the Equal Rights 
Amendment. Our Party was the firs't 
national party to endorse the E.R.A. in 
1940. We continue to believe its ratification 
is essential to insure equal rights for all 
Americans. In our 19i2 Platform, the 
Republican Party recognized the great con
tributions women have made to society as 
homemakers and mothers, as contributors 
to the community through volunteer work, 
and as members of the labor force in 
careers. The Platform stated then, and 
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repeats now, that the Republican Party 
"fully endorses the principle of equal rights, 
equal opportunities and equal respon
sibilities for women." The equal Rights 
Amendment is the embodiment of this prin
ciple and therefore we support its swift 
ratification. 

The question of abortion is one of the 
most difficult and controversial of our time. 
It is undoubtedly a moral and personal 
issue but it also involves complex questions 
relating to medical science and criminal 
justice. There are those in our Party who 
favor complete support for the Supreme 
Court decision which permits abortion on 
demand. There are others who share sincere 
convictions that the Supreme Court's deci
sion must be changed by a constitutional 
amendment prohibiting all abortions. 
Others ha\·e yet to take a position, or they 
have assumed a stance somewhere in 
between polar positions. 

We protest the Supreme Court's intru
sion into the family structure through its 
denial of the parents' obligation and right to 
guide their minor children. The Republican 
Party favors a continuance of the public 
dialogue on abortion and· supports the ef
forts of those who seek enactment of a con
stitutional amendment to restore protection 
of the right to life for unborn children. 

The Social Security System, our 
federal tax laws, and unemployment and 
disability programs currently discriminate 
against women and often work against 
married couples as well. These inequities 
must he corrected. We recognize that 
special support must be given to the in
creasing number. of women who have 
assumed responsibility as the heads of 
households while also being wage earners. 
Programs for job training, counseling and 
other services should be established to help 
them attain their dual role in society. 

We reiterate the pledges elsewhere in 
this platform of support for child care 
assistance, part-time and flexible-time 
work that enables men and women to com
bine employment and family respon
sihilities, estate tax reform, small business 
assistance for women, rape prevention and 
elimination of discriminatory housing 
practices. 

Ethnic Americans 

Ethnic Americans have enriched this 
nation with their hard work, self-reliance 
and respect for the rights and needs of 
others. Ethnic groups reaching our shores at 
various times hove given our country its 
unique identity and strength among the 
nations of the world. We recognize and 
value the contributions of Ethnic 
Americans to our free and democratic 
society. 

Hispanic-Americans 

When language is a cause of dis
crimination, there must be en intensive 
educational effort to enable Spanish
speak ing students to become fully 
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proficient in English while maintammg 
their own language and cultural heritage. 
Hispanic-Americans must not be treated as 
second-class citizens in schools. employ
ment or any other aspect of life just because 
English is not their first language. 
Hispanic-Americans truly believe that in
dividual integrity must be paramount; 
what they went most from government and 
politics is the opportunity to participate 
fully. The Republican Party hes and always 
will offer this opportunity. 

Indians and Alaska Natives 

We have a unique commitment to 
Native Americans; we pledge to continue to 
honor our trust relationship with them. end 
we reaffirm our federal Indian policy of self
determination without termination. This 
means moving smoothly end quickly away 
from federal domination to effective par
ticipation and communication by Indians 
in the political process end in the planning, 
content end administration of federal 
programs. We shall pursue our joint effort 
with Indian leaders to assist in the orderly 
de\·elopment of Indian and native-owned 
resources end to continue to attack the 
severe health, education end unemploy
ment problems which exist among Indians 
end Alaska Natives. 

Puerto Rico, The District of Columbia 
and the Territories 

The principle of self-determination 
also governs our positions on Puerto Rico 
end the District of Columbia as it hes in 
past platforms. We again support statehood 
for Puerto Rico, ifthat is the people's choice 
in a referendum, with full recognition 
within the concept of a multicultural socie
ty of the citizens' right to retain their 
Spanish language and traditions; end sup
port giving the District of Columbia voting 
representation ih the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives end full home 
rule over those matters that are purely 
local. 

We will continue to negotiate with the 
Congress of Micronesia on the future 
political status of the Trust Territories of 
the Pacific Islands to meet the mutual in-

. terests of both parties. We support a 
plebiscite by the people of American Samoa 
on whether they wish to elect a territorial 
governor. We favor whatever action 
necessary to permit American citizens resi
dent in Guam, Puerto Rico end the Virgin 
Islands to vote for President end Vice Presi
dent in national elections. 

Responsibi Ii ties 

Finally, the most basic principle of ell: 
Achievement end preservation of human 
rights in our society is based on the willing 
acceptance by millions of Americans of 
their responsibilities as free citizens. 
Instead of viewing government programs 
with ever increasing expectations, we must 
readily assume the obligations of wage-
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earner!!, taxpayers end supporters of our 
government institution end laws. This is 
often forgotten, end so it is appropriate to 
remind ourselves in this Platform that this 
is why our society works. 

Handicapped Citizens 
Handicapped persons must be ad

mitted into the mainstream of our society. 
Too often the handicapped population 

of the nation-over 30 million men. women 
end children-has . been denied the rights 
taken for granted by other citizens. Time 
after time, the paths are closed to the 
handicapped in education. employment, 
transportation, health care, housing, 
recreation, insurance, polling booths and 
due process of law. National involvement 
is necesserv to correct discrimination in 
these areas. Individual incentive alone 
cannot do it. 

We pledge continued attention to the 
problems caused by barriers in architec
ture, communication, transportation end 
attitudes. In addition. we realize that to 
deny education and employment simply 
because of en existing disability runs 
counter to our accepted belief in the free 
enterprise system end forces the handi
capped to be overly dependent on othel"S. 
Similarly, the denial of equal access to · 
credit and to acquisition of venture capital 
on the basis of a handicap or· other disabili
ty conflicts with Republican philosophy. 
We advocate the elimination of needless 
barriers for ell handicapped persons. 

Working Americans 
Free collective bargaining remains the 

best wav to insure. that American workers 
receive a fair price for their labors. 

The special problems of collective 
bargaining in state and local government 
should be addressed et those levels. 
Washington should not impose its stan
dards on local governments. While we op
pose strikes by public employees, we 
recognize that states have the right to per
mit them if thev choose. 

Union me~bership es a condition of 
employment has been regulated by state 
law under Section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley 
Act. This basic right should continue to be 
determined by the states. We oppose strikes 
by federal employees. the unionization of 
our military forces end the legalization of 
common-situs picketing. 

Employees· of the federal government 
should not engage in partisan politics. The 
Civil Service svstem must remain non
partisan end no~-politicel. The Hatch Act 
now protects federal employees; we insist 
that it be uniformlv administered. 

Among the rights that ere the entitle
ment of every American worker is the right 
to join 8 union-large, smell or in
dependent; the right to be protected against 
racial discrimination end misuse of dues; 
the right to union elections that ere fair and 
democratic; and the right to be egsured of 
ultimately receiving his or her promised 
pension benefits. 
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Safe and healthful working conditions 

are goals of utmost importance. We should 
expect the Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration to help employers, par
ticularly in small businesses, comply with 
the law, and we will support legislation 
providing on-site consultation. 

There should be considerable concern 
over the presence of several million illegal 
aliens· in the country who fill jobs that 
otherwise would be available to American 
workers. We support increased efforts to 
deal more effectively with this problem and 
favor legislation prohibiting employers from 
knowingly hiring illegal aliens. The 
Democrat leaders . in Congress have 
systematically killed every attempt to 
debate this legislation in recent years. 

Increased part~time and flexible-hour 
work should be encouraged wherever 
feasible. In keeping with our belief in family 
life, we want to expand more opportunities 
for men and women to combine family 
responsibilities and employment. 

Welfare Reform 

The work of all Americans contributes 
to the strength of our nation, and all who 
are able to contribute should be encouraged 
to do so. 

In every society there will be some who 
cannot work, often through no fault of their 
own. The measure of a country's compas
sion is how it treats the least fortunate. 

We appreciate the magnificent variety 
of private charitable institutions which 
have developed in the United States. 

The Democrat-controlled Congress has 
produced a jumble of degrading, 
dehumanizing, wasteful, overlapping and 
inefficient programs failing to assist the 
needy poor. A systematic· and complete 
overhaul of the welfare system should be in
itiated immediately. 

The following goals should govern the 
reform of the welfare system: (1) Provide 
adequate living standards for the truly 
needy; (2) End welfare fraud and prevent it 
in the future with emphasis on removing in
eligible recipients from the welfare rolls, 
tightening food stamp eligibility re
quirements, and ending aid to illegal aliens 
and the voluntarily unemployed; (3) 
Strenghthen .work requirements, particular
ly directed at the producti\•e involvement of 
able-bodied persons in useful community 
work projects; (4) Provide educational and 
vocational incentives to allow recipienrs to 
become self-supporting; (5) Better coor
dinate federal efforts· with local and state 
·social welfare agencies and strengthen local 
and state administrative functions. We op
pose federalizing the welfare system; local 
levels. of government are most aware of the 
needs of their communities. ·Consideration 
should be given to a range of options in 
financing the programs to assure that state 
and local responsibilities are met. We also 
oppose the guaranteed annual income con
cept or any progrums that reduce the incen
tive to work. 

Those features of the present law; par
ticularly the food stamp program, that draw 

into assistance programs people who are 
capable of paying for their own needs 
should be corrected. The humanitarian pur
pose of such programs must not be cor
rupted by eligibility loopholes. Food stamp 
program reforms proposed by Republicans 
in Congress would accomplish the twin 
goals of directing resources to those most in 
need and streamlining administration. 

We must never forget that unemploy
ment compensation is insurance, not a 
welfare program. It should be redesigned to 
assure that working is always more 
beneficial than collecting unemployment 
benefits. The benefits should help most the 
hard-core unemployed. Major efforts must 
be encouraged through the private sector to 
speed up the process of finding jobs for 
those temporarily out of work. 

Older Americans 

Older Americans constitute one of our 
most valuable resources. 

Families should be supported in trying 
to take care of their elderly. Too often 
government laws and policies contribute to 
the deterioration of family life. Our tax 
laws, for example, permit a deduction to the 
taxpayer who gives a contribution to a 
charitable institution that might care for an 
elderly parent, but offer little or no incen
tive to provide care in the home. If an elder
ly parent relinquishes certain assets and 

. enters a nursing home, the parent may 
qualify for full Medicaid coverage, but if 
parents live with their children, any 
Supplemental Security Income benefit for 
which they are eligible may be reduced. 
Incentives must be written into law to en
courage families to care for their older 
members. · 

Along with loneliness and ill health, 
older Americans are deeply threatened by 
inflation. The costs of the basic necessities 
of life-food, shelter, clothing, health 
care-have risen so drastically as to reduce 
the ability of many older persons to subsist 
with any measure of dignity. In addition to 
our program for protecting against excessive 
costs of long-term illness, nothing will be as 
beneticia I to the elderly as the effect of this 
platform's proposals on curbing inflation. 

The Social Security benefits are of in
estimable importance to the well-being and 
financial peace-of-mind of most older 
Americans. We will not let the Social 
Security system fail. We will work to make 
the Social Security system actuarily sound. 
The Social Security program must not be 
turned into a welfare system, based on need 
rather than contributions. The cost to 
employers for Social Security contributions 
must not be raised to. the point where they 
will be unable to afford contributions to 
employees' private pension programs. We 
will work for an increase in the earned in
come ceiling or its elimination so that, as 
people live longer, there will not be the 
present penalty on work. We will also seek 
to correct those provisions of the system 
that now discriminate against women 
and married couples. 
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Such programs as Foster Grandparents 
and Senior Companions, which provide in
come exempt from Social Security 
limitations, should be continued and ex
tended to encourage senior citizens to con
tinue to be active and involved in society. 
Appropriate domiciliary care programs 
should he developed to enable senior 
citizens to receive such care without losing 
other benefits to .which they may be en
titled. 

We favor the abolition of arbitrary age 
levels for mandatory retirement. 

The Medicare program must be im
proved to help control inflation in health 
care costs triggered by present regulations. 

Other areas of concern to the elderly 
that need increased attention are home and 
outpatient care, adequate transportation, 
nutrition, day care and homemaker care as 
an alternative to costly institutional 
treatment. 

. A nation should be judged by its ability 
to help make all the years of life as produc
tive and gainful as possible. This nation 
still has a job to do. 

·Veterans 

The nation must never forget its 
appreciation and obligation to those who 
have served in the armed forces'. 

Because thev bear the heaviest burdens 
of war, we owe special honor and compensa
tion to disahled veterans and survivors of 
the war dead. 

We are firmly committed to maintain
ing and improving our Veterans Ad
ministration hospital system. 

Younger veterans, especially thuse who· 
served in the Vietnam conflict, deserve 
educational, job and housing loan benefits 
equivalent to those of World War II and the 
Korean· conflict. Because of our deep and 
continuing concern for those still listed as 
Prisoners of War or Missing in Action in 
Vietnam, the Foreign Policy section of this 
Republican Platform calls for top priority 
actions. 

And we must continue to provide for 
our veterans at their death a final resting 
place for their remains in a national 
cemetery and the costs of transportation 
thereto. 

A National Urban Strategy 

The decay and decline of communities 
in this country is not just a physical and 
economic crisis, but traceable to the decline 
of 11 real . "sense of community" in our 
society. Community development cannot 
he achieved merely by throwing dollars and 
mortar at our community problems; what 
must be developed is a new sense of mutual 
concern and responsibility among all 
members of a community for its im
provement. 

We recognize the family, the 
neighborhood and the private volunteer sec
tor tu be the most basic and vital units 
within our communities and their central 
role in revitalizing our communities. We 
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propose a strategy for urhan revitalization 
that hoth treats our urban areas as social 
organisms and re<:ognizes that the family is 
the basic building block in these organisms. 

Effectively helping our cities now re· 
quires a coordinated National llrban 
Policy. The cornerstone of this policy must 
he to curb inl111tion. This policy must he 
based 'on the principle that the levels of 
govemment closest to the cities" problems 
are hest ahle to respond. Thus federal and 
slate assistance to cities and counties 
should give the greatest ·flexibility to those 
directlv on the scene. the local elected of
ficials.· Such a policy should replace grant 
programs-the approach of the Democrat 
Congress-with block grant programs that 
allow cities and countie!I to set their own 
priorities. 

Without an urban policy. the 
Democrat-controlled Congres!I has rreated 
a hodge podge of .programs which have all 
hut destroyed our once vital cities. At the 
same time. urban crime rates have 
skyrocketed and the quality and promise of 
metropolitan education systems have 
plummeted. All this has happened during 
the years that the number of federal urban 
programs has increased almost tenfold: 
from 4!J in 1946 to 43.S in 196a: and expen
diture.: have increased 3000 per cent: from 
$\-billion to $:JO-billion. 

The Republican programs of revenue 
sharing and block grants for community 
development and manpower have already 
immensely helped our cities and counties. 
We favor extension of revenue sharing and 
the orderly conversion of categorical grants 
into block grants. When federal assistance 
programs for general purpose local 
governments are administered through the 
states. there should he direct passthrough 
and an effective role for citie!I and counties 
in the planning, allocation and use of the 
funds. 

Federal: state and local government 
resources combined are not enough to solve 
our urban problems. The private sector 
must he the major participant. Economic 
development is the best way to involve 
business and industry: government support 
should emphasize capital formation and 
technical assistance for small and minority 
businesses. 

We can bring about a new "birth of 
freedom" by following the example of those 
individuals, organizations and community 
leaders who have succes!lfully solved 
specific undesirable conditions and 
problems through private efforts. Govern
ment officials shou.ld be aware of these 
successes in developing new approaches to 
public problems. 

Financial institution!! should be en
couraged to participate in the financial re
quirements of urban development. Each in
stitution should recognize its responsibility 
in promoting and maintaining economic 
growth and stability in the central cities, 

Our urban policies should encourage 
families and businesses to improve their 
neighborhoods by means of participation in 
neighborhood self-help groups, improving 

and rehahilitating their homes and 
husinrsse~. and investing in nnd managing 
local lrnsinesses. We support the revision of 
federnl business assistance programs to en
c0urage ·joint efforts by local merchants' 
nss0ci11ti0ns. 

We need a comprehensive approach to 
plan, develop and implement a variety of 
programs which take into account the man~· 
diverse needs of each neighborhood. The es
t11hlishment of a National Neighhorhnod 
Policy will signal a commitment to the im
provement of the quality of our life in our 
neighborhoods. 

We call for an expansion of the 
President's Committee on Urban Develop
ment and Neighborhood Revitalization to 
include representatives of elected state and 
local officials and the private ·sector. 

T11ken together .. the thrust of the 
proposals in this section end in such related 
areas es housing, transportation. safety and 
taxes should contribute significantly to 
11gain making our cities a pleasant place to 
live. The Republican National Urban 
Strategy has been formed in the realization 
that when the bell tolls for the cities it tolls 
for all of America. 

Housing 
In the United States toda;· we are the 

best housed nation in the history of world 
civilization. This accomplishment was 
achieved by a private enterprise system us
ing free market concepts. 

All of our citizens should be given the 
opportunity to live in decent, affordable 
housing. 

We believe that we should continue to 
, pursue the primary goal of expanding hous

ing opportunities for all Americans and we 
should pursue the companion goal of reduc
ing the degree of direct federal involvement 
in housing. 

To most Americans the American 
Dream is a home of their own. The time has 
come to face some hard realities, primarily 
that the greatest impediment to decent and 
affordable housing is inflation. It logically 
follows that one effective housing program 
would be simply to elect a Republican 
Congre5s which would balance the federal 
budget. 

To meet the housing needs of thi!I 
country there must be a continuous, stable 
and adequate now of funds for the purpose 
of real estate mortgages at realistic interest 
rate!!. 

To continue to encourage home. 
ownership which now encompa5ses 64 per 
cent of our families, we support the deduc
tibility of interest on home mortgages and 
property taxes. 

We favor the concept of federal revenue 
sharing and block grants to reduce the ex
cessive burden of the property tax in financ
ing local government. 

We are concerned with the excessive 
reliance of financing welfare and public 
school costs primarily by the property tax. 

We support inflation-impact studies on 
governmental regulations, which are in
nating housing costs. 

Current economic problems and en
vironmental concerns must he balanced in 
rnch community by a policy of "Sensible 
Crowth." 

We oppose discrimination in housing, 
whet her hv individuals or bv institutional 
financing policies. . 

We urge continued incentiveH to sup
port the development of low and modernte 
income housing in order to assure the 
availability of adequate shelter for the less 
fortunate. 

Rehabilitation and preservation of ex
isting housing stock should be given high 
priority in federal housing policy. 

We urge the continuation of the self
help restoration of housing, such as urban 
homesteading, which is providine: housing 
for low-income families. 

Transportation 
The federal government has a special 

responsibility to foster those elements of our 
national transportation system that are es
sential to foreign and interstate commerce 
and nation11l defense. In other transporta
tion systems that primarily support local 
needs. the federal government's respon
sibility i!I to encourage the greatest possible 
decision-making end flexibility on the part 
of state and local governments. to spend 
funds in ways that make the best sense for 
each community. Thus all levels of govern
ment have an important role in providing a 
balanced and coordinated transportation 
network. 

In keeping with national transportation 
goals. the Railroad Revitalization and 
Regulatory Reform Act of \9i6 has begun 
the task of removing regulatory constraints 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission on 
America's ailing railroads. Now we should 
carefully assess the need to remove many of 
the regulatory constraints imposed on the 
nation's airlines and motor carriers. Con
sumers pay too high a price for the artificial 
fare and rate structures imposed by federal 
regulations. 

The great Interstate Highway System, 
initiated bv President Eisenhower, has 
brought ne~ freedom of travel to every 
American and must be completed and 
maintained. Our road network should 
always stress safety through better design 
RS well as bridge maintenance and 
replacement. 

We must also ha\·e a safe end efficient 
aviation system capable of responding to 
the air transportation needs of the future 
and of reducing exposure to aircraft noise. 
This includes airport development, 
navigational and safety facilities, and the 
design and adequate staffing of advanced 
air traffic control systems. In airplane use 
as in other modes of transportation, the im
pact on the physical environment must 
always be a basic consideration in federal 
decisions and such decisions should also in
clude appraisals of impact on the economy. 
We deplore unfair treatment of United 
States airlines under foreign landing 
.regulations. 

I • ..... 1111111111111111sP111111A•GlillllE111111

2

•

3

•

00 

.. 111111A1111umg•.•

2

•

1

••111

1

s

9

m

7

•

6 

...... 111111111 .. 111111 .. m0.•0•,~d.~~;;•:•:?•;•.~•.::~~·=.:a~m~;.1 :m~~m~•'.~m~~.;.m~m
1

~•~•~:.;~;,a~:z'.~~··m,,,"a''liilllSBlillilllilii!Bll!Blllllllil'll!ll!lli'!llllllJillllll!llll!8illilileilfllllim!i 
~ • A pw &WI ' Q l&GiiWI& ti '* Pi i & 1S!@'lilP#'i@ 



Research must be continued to find 
safe, more fuel-efficient automobile motors 
and airplanes; safer, faster rail service; and 
more convenient. less expensive urban 
transportation. Tax policies should be 
considered which would stimulate the de
velopment and installation of new energy 
sources in transportation, such as rail
road electrification. 

The disorganization of a Democrat
controlled Congress frustrates the coordina
tion of transportation policy. Currently 
there are more than 50 congressional sub
committees with independent jurisdiction 
in the transportation field. This hopelessly 
disjointed and disorganized approach must 
be reformed. 

In keeping with the local goal setting in 
transportation, the Republican Party 
applauds the system under which state and 
local governments can divert funds from in
terstate highway mileage not essential to in-. 
terstate commerce or national defense to 
other, more pressing community needs, 
such as urban mass transit. 

We support the concept of a surface 
transportation block grant whkh would in
clude the various highway and mass transit 
programs now in existence. This will 
provide local elected officials maximum 
flexibility in selecting and implementing 
the balanced transportation systems best 
suited to each locality. It will encompass 
both capital and operating subsidies for 
urban mass transit. It will eliminate red 
tape and over,regulation. We regret that 
the Democrat-controlled Congress has not 
adopted such a reform. 

Energy 

In 1973, Americans were shocked to 
discover that a plentiful supply of energy 
could no longer be assumed. Unfortunately, 
the Democrat majority in Congress still has 
not responded to this clear and urgent warn
ing. The United States is now consuming 
more imported oil than it was three years 
ago and our dependence on foreign sources 
has continued to increase to the point where 
we now import more than 40°< of our oil. 

One fact should now be clear: We must 
reduce sharply our dependence on other 
nations for energy and strive to achieve 
energy independence at the earliest possible 
date. We cannot allow the economic destiny 
and international policy of the United 
States to be dictated by the sovereign 
powers that control major portions of the 
world's petroleum supplies. 

Our approach toward energy self
sufficiency must involve both expansion of 
energy supply and improvement of energy 
efficiency. It must include elements that in
sure increased conservation at all levels of 
our society. It must also provide incentives 
for the explorati_on and development of 
domestic gas, oil. coal and uranium, and for 
expanded research and development in the 
use of solar, geothermal, co-generation, 
solid waste, wind. water, and other sources 
of energy. 

We must use our non-renewable 
resources wisely while we develop alter-

native supplies for the future. Our standard 
of living is directly tied to a continued sup
ply of energy resources. Without an ade
quate supply of energy, our entire economy 
will crumble. 

Unwise government intervention in the 
marketplace has caused shortage of supply, 
unreal is.tic prices and increased dependence 
on foreign sources. We must immediately 
eliminate price controls on oil and newly
discovered natural gas in order to increase 
supply, and to provide tile capital that is 
needed to finance further exploration and 
development of domestic hydrocarbon 
reserves. 

Fair and realistic market prices will en
courage sensible conservation efforts and 
establish priorities in the use of our 
resources, which over the long run will 
provide a secure supply at reasonable prices 
for all. 

The nation's clear and present need is 
for vast amounts of new capital to finance 
exploration, discovery, refining, and 
delivery of currently usable forms of energy, 
including the use of coal as well as discovery 
and development of new sources. At this 
critical time, the Democrats have 
characteristically resorted to political 
demagoguery seeking short-term political 
gain at the expense of the long-term 
national interest. They object to the 
petroleum industry making any profit. The 
petroleum industry is an important seg
ment of our economy and is entitled to 
reasonable profits to permit further ex
ploration and development. 

At the height of the energy crisis, the 
Republican Administration proposed a 
strong, balanced energy package directed at 
both expansion of supply and conservation 
of energy. The response from the Democrats 
in Congress was to inhibit expanded 
production through artificially set price and 
allocation controls. thereby preventing 
market forces from working to make energy 
expansion economically feasible. 

Now, the Democrats proposed to dis
member the American oil industry. We 
vigorously oppose such divestiture of oil 
companies-a move which would surely 
result in higher energy costs, inefficiency 
and under-capitalization of the industry. 

Democrats have also proposed that the 
federal go\·ernment compete with industry 
in energy development by creating a 
national oil company. We totally oppose 
this expensive, inefficient and wasteful in
trusion into an area which is best handled 
by private enterprise. 

The Democrats are playing politics 
with energy. If they are permitted to con
tinue, we will pay a heavy price in lost 
energy and lost jobs during the decades 
ahead. 

Immediate removal of counter
productive bureaucratic redtape will 
eliminate hindrances to the exploration and 
development of hydrocarbons and other 
energy resources. We will accelerate 
development of oil shale reserves, Alaskan 
petroleum and the leasing of the Outer Con
tinental Shelf, always within the context uf 
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preserving the fullest possible protection for 
the environment. We will reduce complexi
ty and delays involved in siting, licensing 
and the ·regulatory procedures affecting 
power generation facilities and refineries. 

Coal. America's most abundant energy 
resource. is of inestimable value to the 
American people. It can provide the energy 
needed to bridge the gap between oil and 
gas and nuclear and other sources of energy. 
The uncertainties of governmental regula
tion regarding the mining, transportation 
and use of coal must be removed and a 
policy established which will as~ure that 
governmental restraints, other than proper 
environmental controls, do not prevent the 
use of coal. Mined lands must be returned 
to beneficial use. 

Uranium offers the. best intermediate 
solution to America's energy crisis. We sup
port accelerated use of nuclear energy 
through processes that have been proven 
safe. Government research on the use of 
nuclear energy will be expanded to include 
perfecting a Icing-term solution to the 
problems of nuclear waste. 

Among alternative future energy 
sources, fusion, with its unique· potential for 
supplying unlimited clean energy and the 
promise of new methods of natural resource 
recovery, warrants continued emphasis in 
our national energy research program and 
we support measures to assure adequate 
t·apital investment in the development of 
new energy sources. 

Environment and Natural Resources 

A clean and healthy natural environ
ment is the rightful heritage of every 
American. In order to preserve this 
heritage, we will provide for proper develop
ment of resources, safeguards for clean air 
and water, and protection and enhance
ment of our recreation and scenic areas. 

As our environmental sophistication 
grows, we must more clearly define the role 
of the federal government in environmental 
protect ion. 

We believe that it is a national respon
sibility to support scientific and 
technological research and development to 
identify environmental problems and arrive 
at solutions. 

We are in complete accord with the re
cent Supreme Court decision on air pollu
tion that allows the level of. government 
closest to the problem and the solution to 
establish and apply appropriate air quality 
standards. 

We are proud of the progress that the 
current Republican Administration has 
made toward bringing pollution of water, 
land and air under control. We will meet 
the challenges that remain by stepping up 
efforts to perfect our understanding of 
pollutants and the means for reducing their 
effects. Moreover, as the nation develops 
new energy sources and technologies, we 
must insure that they meet safe en
vironmental standards. 

We renew our commitments tu the 
development of additional water supplies 
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by desalinization, and to the more efficient 
use and re-use of waters currently available. 

We are determined to preserve land use 
planning as a unique responsibility of state 
and local government. 

We take particular pride in the ex
panded use of the National Park system in 
recent years, and will provide for continued 
improvement of the national parks and 
hilltoric sites. 

We support establishment of a 
Presidential Panel. including represen
tatives of environmental groups, industry, 
the scientific community and the public to 
assist in the development of national' 
priorities on environmental and energy 
issues. This panel will hear and consider 
alternative policy recommendations set 
forth by all of the interested groups, and 
then develop solutions that represent the 
overall public interest on environmental 
and energy matters. 

One of this nation's greatest assets has 
been our abundant natural resources which 
have made possible our strong economic 
end strategic role in the world. We still have 
e wealth of resources, but thev are not of in
finite quantity. We must rec~gnize that our 
materiel blessings stem from what we grow 
in the soil, take from the, see, or extract 
from the ground. We have e responsibility 
to future generations to conserve our non
renewable natural resources. Consistent 
with our needs, conservation should remain 
our national policy. 

The vast land holdings of the federal 
government-approximately one-third of 
our net ion's area-ere the lends from which 
much of our future production of minerals 
must come. Public lends must be main
tained for multiple use management. where· 
such uses are compatible. Public land areas 
should not be closed to exploration for 
minerals or for mining without en 
overriding national interest. 

We believe Americans went their 
resources developed properly, their environ
ment kept clean and their recreational end 
scenic areas kept intact. We support 
appropriate measures to achieve these 
goals. 

We also believe that Americans ere 
realistic end recognize that the emphasis on 
environmental concerns must be brought 
into balance with the needs for industrial 
and economic growth so that we can con
tinue to provide jobs for en ever-growing 
work force. 

The United States possesses the most 
productive softwood forests in the world, es 
well es extensive hardwood forests. 
Demands for housing, fuel, paper, 
chemicals and e multitude of other such 
needs ·require that these renewable 
resources be wisely managed on both public 
end private forest lends-not only to meet 
these needs. but also to provide for soil con
servation, wildlife habitats and recreation. 

Rerognizing that timber is e uniquely 
renewable resource, we will use ell scien
t i fical lv sound means to maximize 
sustained yield, including clear-cutting and 
replanting where appropriate. We urge the 
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Congress to strengthen ·the National Forest 
Service so that it can realize its potential in 
becoming an effective participant in the 
reforestation program. 

\Ve will support broader use of resource 
recovery end recycling processes through 
removal of economic disincentives caused 
by unnecessary government regulation. 

One of the important issues at stake in 
the United Nations Law of the See 
Conference is access to the mineral 
resources in and beneath the see. 
Technology, developed by United States in
dustry, is et hand which can unlock 
resources of petroleum. manganese, nickel, 
cobalt, copper end other minerals. We will 
safeguard the national interest in develop
ment and use of these resources. 

Science and Technology 
Every aspect of our domestic economy 

end well-being, our international com
petitive position, end national security is 
related to our past end present leadership in 
basic and applied research end the develop
ment of our technology. But there can be no 
complacency about our continued commit
ment to maintain this leadership position. 

In the past. most of these ac
complishments have been achieved through 
e unique partnership between government 
end industry. This must continue end be 
expanded in the future. 

Because our· society is so dependent 
upon the advancement of science and the 
development of technology, it is one of the 
areas where there must be e central federal 
policy. We support a national science policy 
that will foster the public-private 
partnership to insure that we maintain our 
leadership role. 

The national space program plays e 
pioneer role in exploring the mysteries of 
our universe end we support its expansion. 

We recognize that only when our 
technology is fully distributed can it be 
assimilated end used to increase our 
productivity end our standard of living. We 
will continue to encourage young Americans 
to study science and engineering. 

Finally, we support new initiatives to 
utilize. better the recoverable commodities 
from solid waste materials. We can no 
longer afford the luxury of a throw-away 
world. Recycling offers environmental 
benefits. economic expansion. resource con
servation end energy savings. We support e 
policy which will reward it end economic in
centives which will encourage its expansion. 

Arts and Humanities 
The arts and humanities offer an op

portunity for every American to become a 
participant in activities that add fullness, 
expression, challenge and joy to our daily 
lives. We Republicans consider the preser
vet ion of the rich cultural heritages of our 
various ethnic groups es e priority goal. 

During our bicentennial year we have 
celebrated our anniversary with cultural ac
tivities as varied end colorful as our cultural 
heritage. The Republican Party is proud of 
its record of support to the arts and 
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humanities during the lest eight years. We 
ere committed to steadily increase our sup
port through the National Endowments for 
the nation's museums. theaters, orchestras, 
dance. opera end film centers as well es for 
individual artists and writers. 

This upward trend in fundini;r for the 
National Arts and Humanities En
dowments deserves to continue. But 
Washington's presence should never 
dominate: it must remain limited to sup
porting end stimulating the artistic end 
cultural lives of each communitv. 

We favor continued federal- assistance 
to public broadcasting which provides us 
with creative educational end cultural 
alternatives. We recognize that public 
broadcasting is supported mainly through 
private sector contributions and commend 
this policy as the best insurance against 
political interference. 

In 1976 we have seen vivid evidence 
that America's history lives throughout the 
nation. We support the continued com
memoration throughout the bicentennial 
era by ell Americans of those significant 
events between 1776 end 1789 which con
tributed to the creation of this nation. We 
support the efforts of both the public end 
private sectors. working in partnership. for 
the historic preservation of the unique and 
irreplaceable historic sites and buildings. 

We propose safeguarding the rights of 
performing artists in the copyright laws, 
providing tax relief to artists who con
tribute their own talents end art works for 
public enjoyment, and encouraging the use 
of one per cent of the cost of government 
buildings for art works. 

Much of the support of the arts and 
humanities comes from private 
philanthropy. This generosity should be en
couraged by government policies that 
facilitate charitable donations. 

Fiscal Responsibility 
As Republicans, we ere proud that in 

this Platform we have urged tax reductions 
rather than increased government spend
ing. With firm restraint on federal 
spending this Platform pledges that its 
proposals for tax changes-reductions. 
structural adjustments. differentials. 
simplifications and job-producing incen
tives-can ell be achieved within the 
balanced federal budi;rets we also demand 
as vital to the interests of ell Americans. 
Without such spending restraint. we cannot 
responsibly cut heck taxes. We reaffirm our 
determination that env net reduction of 
revenues must be offset. by reduced govern-
ment spending. · 

Foreign Policy, National Defense and 
International Economic Policy 

Prologue 

The foreign policy of the United States 
defines the relationships we seek with the 
world es e whole, with friends end with 
adversaries. Our policy must be firmly 
rooted in principle and must clearly express 



our goals. Our principles cannot be subject 
to passing whim; they must be true, strong, 
consistent and enduring. 

We pledge a realistic and principled 
foreign policy designed to meet the needs of 
the nation in the years ahead. The policies 
we pursue will require an informed consen
sus; the basis of that consensus will be the 
American people, whose most cherished 
desire is to live in freedom and peace, secure 
from war or threat of war. 

The United States is a world power 
with world-wide interests and respon
sibilities. We pledge the continuation of ef
forts to revitalize our traditional alliances 
and to maintain close consultation with our 
friends. International cooperation and 
collaboration is required because we can 
achieve neither our most important objec
tives nor ever. our own security in the type 
of "splendid isolation" which is urged upon 
us by so many strident voices. The regret
table emergence of neo-isolationism often 
expressed in Congress and elsewhere is 
detrimental. we believe, to a soun<;I foreign 
policy. 

The branches of government can and 
should wor.k together as the necessary prere
quisite for a sound foreign policy. We la
ment the reckless intrusion of one branch 
into the clear constitutional prerogative of 
another. Confronted by so many challenges 
and so many crises, the United States must 
again speak with one voice, united in spirit 
and in fact. We reject partisan and 
ideological quarrels across party lines and 
urge Democrats to join with us to lay the 
foundations of a true bipartisan spirit. Let 
us speak for this country with one voice, so 
that our policies will not be misunderstood 
by our allies or our potential adversaries. 

Effective policy must .rest on promises 
which are understood and shared, and must 
be defined in terms of priorities. As the 
world has changed in a dynamic fashion, so 
too have our priorities and goals, and so too 
have the methods of debating and discuss
ing our objectives. When we assumed Ex
ecutive office eight years ago, we found the 
national security and foreign policy 
machinery in shambles. Last-minute .reac
tions to crises were the practice. The 
National Security Council, so effective 
under President Eisenhower, had fallen in
to disuse. As an important first step, the 
National Security Council. machinery was 
streamlined to cope with the problems of 
the moment and long-range planning. This 
restored process allows once again for ex
haustive consideration of all the options 
from which a President must choose. Far 
from stifling internal debate and dissent as 
had been the practice in the past, 
Republican leadership now invites and 
stimulates evaluation of complex issues in 
an orderly decision-making process. 

Republican leadership has also taken 
steps to report comprehensively its foreign 
policy and national security objectives. An 
annual "State of the World" message, 
designed to increase communication with 
the people and with Congress, has become a 
permanent part of Presidential practice. 

A strong and effective program of 
global public diplomacy is a vital compo
nent of U.S. foreign policy. In an era of in
stant communications, the world is infi
nitelv and forever smaller, and we must 
have- the capacity to communicate to the 
world-to inform, to explain and to guard 
against ·accidental or willful distortion of 
United States policies. 

Interdependence has become a fact of 
international life, linking our actions and 
policies with those of the world at large. The 
United States should reach out to other 
nations to enrich that interdependence. 
Republican leadership has demonstrated 
that recognition of the ties that bind us to 
our friends will serve oYr mutual interests in 
a creative fashion and will enhance the 
chances for world peace. 

Morality in Foreign Policy 

The goal of Republican foreign policy is 
the achievement of liberty under law and a 
just and lasting peace in t.he world. The 
principles by which we act to achieve peace 
and to protect the interests of the United 
States must merit the restored confidence 
of our people. 

We recognize and commend that great 
beacon of human courage and morality, 
Alexander Solzhenitsyn, for his compelling 

· message that we must face the world with 
no illusions about the nature of tyranny. 
Ours will be a foreign policy that keeps this 
ever in mind. 

Ours will be a foreign policy which 
recognizes that in international 
negotiations we must make no undue con
cessions; that in pursuing detente we must 
not grant unilateral favors with only the 
hope of getting future favors in return. 

Agreements that are negotiated, such 
as the one signed in Helsinki, must not take 
from those who do not have freedom the 
hope of one day gaining it. 

Finally, ,we are firmly committed ta a 
foreign policy in which secret agreements, 
hidden from our people, will have no part. 

Honestly, openly, and with firm con
viction, we shall go forward as· a united 
people to forge a lasting peace in the world 
based upon our deep belief in the rights of 
man. the rule of law and guidance by the 
hand of God. 

National Defense 

A superior national defense is the fun
damental condition for a· secure America 
and for peace and freedom for the world. 
Military strength is the path to peace. A 
sound foreign policy must be rooted in a 
superior defense capability, and both must 
be perceived as a deterrent to aggression 
and supportive of our national interests. 

The American people expect that their 
leaders will assure a national defense 
posture second to none. They know that 
planning for our national security must be a 
joint effort by the President and Congress. 
It cannot be the subject of partisan dis
putes. It should not be held hostage to 
domestic political adventurism. 
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A minimum guarantee to preserve 
freedom and insure against blackmail and 
threats, and in the face of growing Soviet 
military power, requires a period of 
sustained growth in our defense efforts. In 
constant dollars, the present defense budget 
will no more than match the defense budget 
of 1964, the year before a Democrat Ad
ministration involved America so deeply in 
the Vietnam War. In 1975 Soviet defense 
programs exceeded ours in investment by 85 
per cent, exceeded ours in operating costs 
by 25 per cent, and exceeded ours in re
search and development by 66 per cent. The 
issue is whether our forces will be adequate 
to future challenges. We say they must be. 

We must always achieve 1&;aximum 
value for each defense dollar spent. Along 
with the elimination of the draft and the 
creation, under a Republican President, of 
all-volunteer armed services, we have 
reduced the personnel requirements for sup
port functions without affecting our basic 
posture. Today there are fewer Americ1ms 
in the uniformed services than at any time 
since the Fall of 1950. Substantial 
economies have been made in weapons 
procurement and we will continue to act in· 
a prudent manner with our defense 
appropriations. 

Our national defense effort will include 
the continuation of the major moderniza
tion program for our strategic missile and 
bomber forces, the development of a new 
and intercontinental ballistic missile, a new 
missile launching submarine force and a 
modern bomber-the B-1-capable of 
penetrating the most sophisticated air 
defenses of the 1980's. These elements will 
comprise a deterrent of the first order. 

We will increase our army to 16 
divisions, reinforce our program of produc
ing new tanks and other armored vehicles, 
and support the development of new, highly 
accurate precision weapons. 

Our Navy, the guarantor of freedom of 
the seas, must have a major shipbuilding 
program, with an adequate balance 
between nuclear and non-nuclear ships. 
The composition of the fleet must be based 
on a realistic assessment of the threat we 
face, and must assure that no adversary will 
gain naval superiority. 

An important modernization program 
for our tactical air forces is unde

0

r way. We 
will require new fighters and interceptor 
aircraft for the Air Force, Navy and 
Marines. As a necessary component of our 
long-range strategy, we will produce and 
deploy the B-1 bomber in a timely manner, 
allowing us to retain air superiority. 

Our investments in military researd~ 
and development are of great importance to 
our future defense capabilities. We must 
not lose the vital momentum. 

With increasing complexity of 
weapons, lead times for weapons systems 
are often as long as a decade, requiring 
careful planning and prudent financial 
decisions. An outstanding example of this 
process is the development and deployment 
of the cruise missile, which incorporates 
pinpoint. precision by means of 
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sophisticated guidance systems and is an 
exceptionally economical weapon to 
produce. 

Security assistance programs are im
portant to our allies and we will continue to 
strengthen their efforts at self-defense. The 
improvement of their capabilities can help 
to ensure that the world balance is not 
tipped against us and can also serve to 
lessen chances for direct U.S. involvement 
in remote conflicts. 

As a vital component of our over-all 
national security posture, the United States 
must have the best intelligence system in 
the world. The effectiveness of the in
telligence community must be restored. 
consonant with the reforms instituted by 
President Ford. We favor the creation of an 
independent oversight function hy Congress 
and \\·e will withstand partisan efforts to 
turn any part of our intelligence system into 
a political football. We will take every 
precaution to prevent the 'breakdown of 
security controls on sensitive intelligence 
information, endangering the lives of U.S. 
officials abroad, or affecting the ability of 
the President to act expeditiously whenever 
legitimate foreign policy and defense needs 
require it. 

NA TO and Europe 

Fundamental to a stable, secure world 
is the continuation of our traditional 
alliances. The North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization, now approaching the end of 
its third decade, remains healthy and 
vigorous. 

The threat to our mutual securitv bv a 
totalitarian power bent on exp~nsion 
brought 15 nations together. The expression 
of our collective will to resist resulted in the 
creation and maintenance of a military 
deterrent which. while not without oc
casional strains, has served our vital in
terests well. Todav that threat continues. 

We have succeeded in extending our 
cooperation within NATO and have taken 
bold new steps in economic cooperation 
with our partners. Faced with a serious 
crisis in the energy field following the im
position of the oil boycott, we demonstrated 
that it was possible to coordinate our joint 
activities with the other NATO nations. 

The economic strength of Western 
Europe has increased to the point where our 
NATO partners can now assume a larger 
share of the common defense; in response to 
our urging, our allies are demonstrating a 
greater willingness to do so. This is not the 
time to recommend a unilateraJ·reduction 
of American military forces in Europe. We 
will, however, pursue the balanced reduc
tion of forces in both Western and Eastern 
Europe. based on agreements which do not, 
jeopardize the security of the Alliance. With 
our Alliance partners, we affirm that a 
strong NATO defense, based on the United 
States military presence, is vital to the 
defense of Western Europe. 

Some of our NATO allies have ex
perienced rapid and dynamic changes. We 
are encouraged by developments in the 
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Iberian peninsula, where both Portugal and 
SpAin now face m.ore. promising futures. 
Early consideration should be given to 
Spain's accession to the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization. 

At the same time we would view with 
concern any political developments 
elsewhere in Europe which are destabilizing 
to NATO interests. We support the right of 
all nations to ·choose their leaders. 
Democracv and freedom are best served bv 
ensuring t·hat those fundamental rights ar~ 
preserved and extended for future 
generntinns to choose in freedom. 

The difficult problem of Cyprus, which 
separates our friends in Greece and Turkev, 
should be addressed and resolved bv tho~e 
two countries. The eastern flank or"NATO 
requires restored cooperation_ there and, 
eventually, friendly relations between the 
two countries. 

Republican leadership has 
strengthened this nation's good relations 
with the European Economic Communitv 
in an a11e of increasing competition and 
potential irritations. We will maintain and 
strengthen the excellent relations we have 
achieved with the EEC. 

In the final analvsis. the NATO 
Alliance will be as effective as our will and 
determination, as well as that of our allies. 
to support it. The function of collective 
security is to deter wars and. if necessary, 
to fight and win those wars not successfully 
deterred. Our vigilance is expecially re
quired during periods of prolonged relaxa
tion of tensions with our adversaries 
because we cannot permit ourselves to 
accept words and promises as a substitute 
for deeds. We are determined that the 
NATO Alliance shall not be lulled into a 
false sense of securitv. It can and must re
spond vigorously wh~n called upon to act. 

Asia and the Pacific 

The United States has vital interests in 
the entire Pacific Basin and those interests 
lie foremost in Asian tranquility and 
stability. 

The experience of ending direct 
American involvement in a difficult and 
costly war initiated during Democrat Ad
ministrations has taught us a great deal 
about how we ought to define our interests 
in this part of the world. The United States 
is indisputably a Pacific power. We have 
sought to express our interests in the area 
through strengthening existing friendly ties 
and creating new ones. 

.Japan will remain the main pillar of 
our Asian policy. We have helped to provide 
the framework, over the course of thirty 
years. for the development of the .Japanese 
economy, which has risen to second place 
among free world nations. This nation, 
without natural resources, has maximized 
its greatest resource, the Japanese people. 
to achieve one of the world's most signifi
cant economic advances. We will continue 
our policy of close consultation and 
cooperation with this valued friend. We 
have succeeded in establishing iln excep-
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tional relationship with .Japan. Our long
range goals of stability and economic 
cooperation are identical. forming the es
sential strength of a relationship which both 
countries ~eek actively to deepen. 

With respect tn the Republic of Korea, 
a nation with which we have had 
traditionally close ties and whose economy 
has grown rapidly in recent years. we shall 
continue our policy of military and 
economic assistance. United States troops 
will be maintained in Korea so long as there 
exists the possibility of renewed aggression 
from North Korea. Time has not dimmed 
our memories of the sudden assault against 
South Korea. We reaffirm the commitment 
of the United States. to the territorial integ
rity and the sovereignty of the Republic 
of Korea. Simultaneously we encourage 
the Gm·ernments of South Korea and 
North Korea to institute domestic policy 
initiatives leading to the extension of 
basic human rights. 

When Republicans assumed executive 
office in 1969. we were confronted with a 
war in Vietnam involving more than 500.-
000 U.S. troops, and to ~hich we had com
mitted billions of dollars and our national 
honor and prestige. It was in the spirit of 
bipartisan support for Presidential foreign 
policy initiatives, inaugurated in the 
postwar era by Senator Arthur Vandenberg, 
that most Republicans support the United 
States commitment to assist South Viet
nam resist Communist-sponsored 
aggression. The human cost to us was great; 
more than 55,000 Americans died in that 
conflict, and more than 300.000 were 
wounded. 

A policy of patient, persistent and prin
cipled negotiations extricated the United 
States from that ill-fated war with the ex
pectation that peace would prevail. The 
refusal of the Democrat-controlled Congress 
to give support to Presidential requests for 
military aid to the beleaguered nations of 
South Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos, 
coupled with sustained military assaults by 
the Communists in gross violation of the 
Pads Peace Accords, brought about the 
collapse of those nations and the subjuga
tion of their people to totalitarian rule. 

We recognize that there is a wide 
divergence of opinion concerning Vietnam. 
but we pledge that American troops will 
never again be committed for the purpose of 
our own defense, or the defense of those to 
whom we are committed by treaty or other 
solemn agreements, without the clear pur
pose of achieving our stated diplomatic and 
military objectives. 

We must achieve the return of all 
Americans who may be held in Southeast 
Asia, and a full accounting for those listed 
as Missing in Action. We strongly urge con
tinued consultation between the President 
and the National League of Families of 
American Prisoners and Missing in 
Southeast Asia. This country owes at least 
this much to all of these courageous people 
who have anguished so long over this 
matter. To this end. and to underscore our 
top priority commitment to the families of 
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these POWs and MIAs, we recommend, 
among other act ions, the establishment of a 
Presidential Task Force headed by a special 
Presidential representative. 

We condemn the inhumane and 
criminal retributions which have taken 
place in Cambodia, where mass executi<•ns 
and forced resettlements have heen im
posed on innocent civilians. 

The important economic developments 
taking place in Singapore. Indonesia, 
Malaysia, the Philippines and other Asian 
countries will ·lead to much improved living' 
standards for the people there. We reaffirm 
·our friendship with these nations. Equally, 
our relationships with Australia and New 
Zealand are historic and important to us; 
they have never been better and provide a 
firm base on which to build. 

United States-Chinese Relations 

A development of significance for the 
future of Asia and for the world came to 
fruition in 1972 as our communications were 
restored with the People's Republic of 
China. This event has allowed us to initiate 
dialogue with the leaders of a quarter of the 
earth's population, and trade channels with 
the People's Republic have been opened, 
leading to benefits for each side. 

The People's Republic of China can 
and will play an increasingly important role 
in world affairs. We shall seek to engage the 
People's Republic of China in an expanded 
network of contacts and trade. Such a 
process cannot realistically proceed at a 
forced or incautious pace; the measured but 
steady growth of our relations best serves 
our interests. We do not ignore the profound 
differences in our respective philosophies, 
governmental institutions, policies and 
views on individual liberty, and we are 
hopeful that basic human rights will be ex
tended to the Chinese people. What is truly 
fundamental is that we have established 
regular working channels with the People's 
Republic of China and that this process can 
form an important contribution to world 
peace. 

Our friendly relations with one great 
power should not be construed as a 
challenge to any other nation, large or 
small. The United States government, 
while engaged in a normalization of 
relations with the People's Republic of 
China, will continue to support the freedom 
and independence of our friend and ally. 
the Republic of China, and its 16 million 
people. The United States will fulfill and 
keep its commit men ts, such as the mutual 
defense treaty, with the Republic of China. 

The America.~ 

The relations of the United States with 
the Americas are of vital arid immediate 
importance. How we conduct our affairs 
with our neighbors to the North and South 
will continue to be a priority. 

In the recent past our attention has at 
times been diverted to more distant parts of 
the world. There can he no sensible alter-

native to close relationships and under
standing among the nations of this 
hemisphere. 

It is time for a series of new departures 
in our relations with Canada. Canada is our 
must important trading partner, and we arP 
hers. We, as Americans, feel a deep offinity 
for our Canadian friends, and we have 
much at stake in the development of closer 
relationships bused on mutual under
standing and complete equality. 

To our neighbors in Mexico, Central 
America and South America, we also say 
that we wish the opportunity to expand our 
dialoque. The needs of our friends are great, 
but this must not serve as an obstacle for a 

· concerted effort to work together more 
closely. The United States has taken steps 
to adjust tariffs so as to maximize access to 
our. markets. We recognize that our 
neighbors place no value on complex and 
cumbersome aid schemes; they see self
help, modernization, and expanded trade as 
the main sources of economic progress. We 
will work with them to define specific steps 
that we can take to help them achieve 
greater economic strength, and to advance 
our mutual interests. 

By continuing its policies of exporting 
subversion and violence, Cuba remains out
side the Inter-American family of nations. 
We condemn attempts by the Cuban dic
tatorship to intervene in the affairs of other 
nations; and, as long as such conduct con
tinues, it shall remain ineligible for admis
sion to the Organization of American 
States. 

We shall continue to share the 
aspirations of the Cuban people to regain 
their liberty. We insist that decent and 
humane conditions be maintained in the 
treatment of ·political prisoners in the 
Cuban jails, and we will seek arrangements 
to allow international entities, such as the 
International Red Cross, to investigate and 
monitor the conditions in those jails .. 

The present Panama Canal Treaty 
provides that the United States has 
jurisdictional rights in the Canal Zone as "if 
it were the sovereign." The United States 
intends chat the Panama Canal be 
preserved as an international waterway .for 
the ships of all nations. This secure access is 
enhanced by a relationship which com
mands the respect of Americans and 
Panamanians and benefits the people of 
both countries. Jn any talks with Panama, 
however. the United States negotiators 
should in no way cede, dilute, forfeit, 
negotiate or transfer any rights, power, 
authority, jurisdiction, territory or.property 
that are necessary for the protection and 
securitv of the United States and the entire 
Westein Hemisphere. 

We reaffirm our faith in the ability of 
the Organization of American States. which 
remains a valuable means of inter
American consultation. 

The Middle East 

The preservation of peace and stability 
in the Middle East is a paramount concern. 
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The efforts of two Republican Ad
ministrations, summoning diplomatic and 
political skills, have been directed toward 
reduction of tensions and toward avoiding 
tlashpoints which could serve as an excuse 
for yet another round of conflict between 
Israel and the Arab countries. 

Our commitment to Israel is fun
damental and enduring. We have honored 
and· will continue to honor that commit
ment in every way-politically, economical
ly and by providing the military aid that 
Israel requires to remain strong enough to 
deter any potential aggression. Forty per 
cent of all United States' aid that Israel has 
received since its creation in 1948 has come 
in the last two fiscal years, as a result of 
Republican initiatives. Our policy must re
main one of decisiv.e support for the security 
and integrity of Israel. 

An equally important component of 
our commitment to Isreal lies in continuing 
our efforts to secure a just and durable 
peace for all nations in that complex region. 
Our efforts have succeeded, for the first 
time since the creation of the state of Israel, 
in moving toward a negotiated peace settle
ment which would serve the interests and 
the security of all nations in the Middle 
East. Peace in the Middle East now re
quires face-to-face, direct negotiations 
between the states involved with the 
recognition of safe, secure and defensible 
borders for Israel. 

At the same time, Republican Ad
m in is t rations have succeeded in 
reestablishing· communication with the 
Arab countries, and have made extensive 
progress in our.diplomatic and commercial 
relations with ·the more moderate Arab 
nations. 

As a consequence of the Middle East 
conflict of 19i3, thoe petroleum producing 
states imposed an embargo on the export of 
oil to most of the advanced industrial 
countries. We have succeeded in ·creating 
numerous cooperative mechanisms to 
proiect ourselves, working in concert with 
our allies, against any future embargoes. 
The United States would view any attempt 
to reimpose an embargo as an essen
tially hostile act. We will oppose discrim
inatory practices, including boycotts of 
any type. 

Because· we have such fundamental in
terests in the Middle East, it will be our 
policy to continue our efforts to maintain 
the balance of power in the Mediterranean 
region. Our adversaries must recognize that 
we will not permit a weakening of our 
defenses or any attempt to disturb valued 
Alliance relationships in the Eastern 
Mediterranean. 

We shall continue to support peace ini
tiatives in the civil war in Lebanon; United 
States envoys engaged in precisely such an 
initiative were murdered, and we express 
our sorrow for their untimelv deaths and for 
all other dedicated govern~ent employees 
who have been slain elsewhere while in ser
vice to their country. In Lebanon, we stand 
ready to provide food, medical and other 
humanitarian assistam·e. 
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Africa 

The United States has always sup
ported the process of self-determination in 
Africa. Our friendship for the African 
countries is expressed in support for con
tinued peaceful economic development, ex
pansion of trade. humanitarian relief efforts 
and our belief that the entire continent 
sh!luld be free from outside military in
tervention. Millions of Americans recognize 
their historical and cultural ties with Africa 
and express their desire that United States 
policy toward Africa is a matter of great im
portance. 

We support all forces which promote 
negotiated settlements and racial peace. 
We shall continue to deplore all violence 
and terrorism and to urge all concerned that 
the rights of tribal, ethnic and racial 
minorities be guaranteed through workable 
safeguards. Our policy is tci strengthen the 
forces of moderation, recognizing that 
solutions to African problems will not come 
quickly. The peoples of Africa can coexist in 
security, work together in freedom and har
mony, and strive together to secure their 
prosperity. We hope that the Organization 
of African Unity will be _able to achieve 
mature and stable relationships within 
Africa and abroad. 

The interest.s of peace and security in 
Africa are best served bv the absence of 
arms and greater concent;ation on peaceful 
development. We reserve the right to main
tain the balance by extending our support 
to nations facing a threat from Soviet
supplied states and from Soviet weapons. 

United States-Souiet Relations 

American foreign policy must be based 
upon a realistic assessment of the Com
munist challenge in the world. It is clear 
that the perimeters of freedom continue to 
shrink throughout the world in the face of 
the Communist challenge. Since 1917, 
totalitarian Communism has managed 
through brute force, not through the free 
electoral process, to bring an increasingly 
substantial portion of the world's land area 
and peoples under its domination. To il
lustrate, most recently South Vietnam, 
Cambodia, and Laos have fallen under the 
control of Communist dictatorships, and in 
that part of the world the Communist 
pressure mounts against Thailand, the 
Republic of China, and the Republic of 
Korea. In Africa, Communist Cuban forces, 
brazenly assisted by the Soviet Union, have 
r_ecently imposed a Communist dictatorship 
upon the people of Angola. Other countries 
in Africa and throughout the world general
ly await similar fates. These are the 
realities of world power in our time. The 
United States is thoroughly justified in hav
ing based its foreign policy upon these 
realities. 

Thirty years ago relations between 
[the) United States and the Soviet Union 
were in a phase of great difficulty, leading 
to the tensions of the Cold War era. Al
though there have been changes in this 
crucial superpower relationship, there re-
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main fundamental and profound differences 
between us. Republican Presidents, while 
acknowledging the depth of the gulf which 
separates our free society from Soviet 
society. have sought methodically to isolate 
and develop those areas of our relations 
which would serve to lessen tension and 
reduce the chance of unwanted conflict. 

In a world beset by countless oppor
tunities for discord and armed conflict, the 
relationship between the United States and 
the Soviet Union is critically important: on 
it rests the hopes of the world for peace. \Ve 
offer a policy that maintains our fundamen
tal strength and demonstrates our steadfast 
determination to prevent aggressive use of 
Soviet power. 

The role of a responsible, participating 
Congress in maintaining this diplomatic 
and military posture is critical to success. 
The United States must remain a !oval and 
dependable ally. and must be prep"ared to 
carry out commitments and to demonstrate 
a willingness to act. Resistance to open 
aggression, such as .the Soviet-sponsored 
Cuban intervention in Angola, must not be 
allowed to become the subject of a partisan 
debate, nor can it be allowed to become an 
unchallenged and established pattern of in
ternational behavior, lest our credibility 
and deterrent .strength be greatly 
diminished. 

Soviet military power has grown rapid
ly in recent years, and while we shall pre
vent a military imbalance or a sudden 
shift in the global balance of power. we 
shall also diligently explore with the 
Soviet Union new wavs to reduce tensions 
and to arrive at .nutually beneficial and 
self-enforcing agreements in all fields of 
international activity. Important steps 
have been taken to limit strategic nuclear 
arms. The Vladivostok Agreement of No
vember 1974 placed a ceiling on the stra
tegic forces of both the United States and · 
the Soviet Union. Further negotiations in 
arms control are continuing. We shall 
not agree for the sake of agreement: on the 
contrary, we will make sure that any· 
agreements yield fundamental benefits 
to our national security. 

As an example of hardheaded 
bargaining, our success in concluding 
agreements limiting the sizt of peaceful 
nuclear explosions and nuclear weapons 
tests will, for the first time, permit the· 
United States to conduct onsite inspections 
in the Soviet Union itself. This important 
step can now be measured in practical 
terms. All such agreements must stand the 
test of verification. An agreement that does 
not provide this safeguard is worse than no 
agreement at all. 

We support the consolidation of joint 
efforts with our allies to verify that our 
policies regarding the transfer of technology 
to the Soviet Union and its allies are in con
cert and that consultation will be designed 
to preclude the sale of those technology
intensive products to the Soviet Union by 
the United States and our allies which will 
directly or indirectly jeopardize our 
national security. 
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Our trade in nonstrategic areas creates 
jnhs here at home, substantially improves 
our balance-of-payments position, and can 
contribute to an improved political climate 
il'I the world. The overseas sale of our 
agricultural products benefits American 
farmers and consumers. To guard against 
any sudden shift in domestic prices as the 
comiequence of unannounced purchases. we 
have instituted strict reporting procedures 
and other treaty safeguards. We shall not 
permit concessional sales of agricultural 
products to the Soviet Union, nor shall we 
permit the Soviet Union or others to deter
mine our agricultural export policies by 
irregular and unpredictable purchases. 

The United States and the Soviet 
Union remain ideological competitors. We 
do not shrink from such a. challenge; rather, 
we welcome the opportunity to demonstrate 
that our way of life is inherently preferable 
to regimentation and government-enforced 
orthodoxy. We shall expect the Soviet 
Union to implement the United Nat-ions 
Declaration on Human Rights and the 
Helsinki Agreements, which guarantee the 
conditions for the free interchange of infor
mation and the right to emigrate. including 
emigration of Soviet Jews, Christians, 
Moslems and others who wish to join close 
relatives abroad. In this spirit we shall ex
pect the immediate end of all forms of 
harassment, including imprisonment and 
military service, aimed at preventing such 
emigration. America must tak~ a firm stand 
to bring about liberalization of emigration 
policy in countries which limit or prohibit 
free emigration. Governments which enjoy 
the confidence of their people need have no 
fear of cultural. intellectual or press 
freedom. 

Our support for the people of Central 
and Eastern Europe to achieve self
determination will continue. Their ability 
to choose their future is of great importance 
to peace and stability. We favor increasing 
contact between Eastern and Western 
Europe and support the increasing 
economic ties of all the countries of Europe. 
We strongly support the continuation of the 
Voice of America, Radio Free Europe and 
Radio Liberty with adequate 
appropriations. Strict reciprocity must 
govern our diplomatic relations with the 
Soviet Union.· We express our concern for 
the safety of our diplomatic representatives 
in the Soviet Union, and we insist that 
practices such as microwave transmissions 
directed at the United States Embassy be 
terminated immediately. 

Thus our relations wit-h the Soviet 
Union will be guided by solid principles. We 
will maintain our strategic and conven
tional forces: we will oppose the deployment 
of Soviet power for unilateral advantages or· 
political and territorial expansion: we will 
never tolerate a shift against us in the 
strategic balance; and we will remain firm 
in. the face of pressure. while at the same 
time expressing our willingness to work on 
the basis of strict reciprocity toward new 
agreements which will help achieve peace 
and stability. 
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International Cooperation 

Strong support for international 
cooperation in all fields has been a hallmark 
of United States international policy for 
many decades. Two Republican Ad
ministrations have strengthened agencies of 
international cooperation not only because 
of our humanitarian concern for others, but 
also because it serves United States in
terests to be a conscientious member of the 
world community. 

The political character of the United 
Nations has become complex. With. 144 
sovereign members, the U.N. experiences 
problems associated with a large, 
sometimes cumbersome and diverse bodv. 
We seek to accommodate· to these chang~s 
in the spirit of friendly concern, but when 
the United Nations becomes arrayed 
against the vital interest of any of its 
member states on ideological or other 
narrow grounds, the very principles of the 
organization are threatened. The United 
States does not wish to dictate to.the U.N., 
yet we do have every right to expect and in
sist that scrupulous care be given to the 
rights of all members. Steamroller tech
niques for advancing discriminatory 
actions will be opposed. Actions such as 
the malicious attempt to depict Zionism 
as a form uf racism are inconsistent with 
the objectives of the United Nations 
and are repugnant to the United States. 
The United States will continue to be a 
firm supporter and defender of any na
t iun subjected to such outrageous as
saults. We will not accept ideological 
abuses in the United States. 

In the many areas of international 
cooperation which benefit the average 
American-elimination of terrorism, 
peacekeeping, nonproliferation of nuclear 
weapons, termination of the international 
drug trade, and orderly use of ocean 
resources-we pledge to build new inter
national structures of cooperation. At the 
same time, we shall seek to insure that the 
cost of such new structures, es well as the 
cost of existing structures, are more 
equitably shared among participating 
nations. In the continued tradition of 
American concern for the quality of human 
life everywhere, we shall give vigorous sup
port to the non-political work of the 
specialized agencies of the United Nations 
which deal with such areas es nutrition and 
disaster relief for the world's poor and dis
advantaged. 

The United States should promptly 
withdraw from the International Labor 
Organization if that body fails to stop its in
creasing politicization. 

Eight ~·eurs agn we plediced to 
eliminate waste and to make more 
business-like the administration of United 
States foreign aid programs. We have 
endeavored to fulfill these pledges. Our 
foreign economic assistance programs are 
now being operated efficientlv with 
emphasis on helping others t.o help 
themselves, on food production and rural 
development, on health programs and 

sound· population planning assistance, and 
on the d·evelopment of human resources. 

We have sought to encourage others, 
including the oil producing countries, to 
assume a larger share of the burden of 
assistance. We shall continue our efforts to 
secure adequate sources of financing for 
economic projects in emerging countries. 

The world's oceans, with their vast 
resources, must become areas of extended 
cooperation. We favor a successful conclu
sion to the Law of the Sea Conference 
provided it will suitably protect legitimate 
national interests, freedom of the seas and 
responsible use of the seas. We are deter
mined to maintain the right of free and un
molested passage for ships of all nations on 
the high seas and in international 
waterways. 

We favor an extension of the territorial 
sea from three to twelve miles, and we favor 
in principle the creation of a 200 mile 
economic zone in which coastal states 
would have exclusive rights to explore and 
develop natural resources. 

We strongly condemn illegal corporate 
payments made at home and abroad. To 
eliminate illegal payments to foreign of
ficials by American corporations. we sup
port passage of President Ford's proposed 
legislation and the DECO Declaration on 
Investment setting forth reasonable 
guidelines fur business conduct. 

The· growth of civilian nuclear 
technology, and the rising demand for 
nuclear power as an alternative to in
creasingly costiy fossil fuel resources, com
bine to require our recognition of the poten
t i u I dangers associated with such 
developments. All nations must work to 
assure that agreements and treaties 
currently governing nucl11ar technology and 
nuclear exports are carefully monitored. We 
shall work tu devise new multilateral poli
cies governing the export of sensitive nu
clear technologies. 

International Economic Policy 

The tumultuous events of the past 
several years in the world economy were an 
enormous challenge to our creativity and to 
our capacity for leadership. We have 
emerged from this difficult period in a new 
position in the world, and we have directed 
and guided a sound recovery. 

To assure the permanence of our own 
prosperity, we must work with others, 
demonstrating our leadership and the 
vitality of our economy. Together with the 
industrial democracies, we must ensure 
steady. non-inflationary growth based on 
expanded international cooperation. 

The Republican Administration will 
cooperate fully in strengthening the inter
national trade and monetary system, which 
provides the foundation for our prosperity 
and that of all nations. \\le shall bargain 
hard to remove barriers to an open 
economic system, and we shall oppose new 
restrictions to trade. We shall continue to 
represent vigorously our nation's economic 
interests in the trade negotiations taking 
place in Geneva, guard against prllllo'C-
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tionism, and insist that the principles of fair 
trade be scrupulously observed. When in
dustries and jobs are adversely affected by 
foreign competition, adjustment assistance 
under the Trade Act of 19i4 is made 
available. This Act must be under con
tinuous review to ascertain that it reflects 
changing circumstances. 

The Republican Party believes that 
cooperation in the energy field is indispen
sable to international stability. Most of the 
industrial democraries and the less 
developed countries are increasingly depen
dent on imported oil, which causes them to 
be politically, economically and strategical
ly vulnerable. Through the establishment of 
the International Energy Agency, steps 
have been taken to expand consumer 
cooperation. We shall also continue the 
dialogue with the oil producing countries. 

We shall continue to work closely with 
the less-developed countries to promote 
their economic growth. Those countries will 
be encouraged to enter into mutually 
beneficial trade relationships with us that 
contribute to world peace. To achie\'e this, 
we must strengthen the confidence of the 
major industrial countries as they take part 
in discussions with less-developed 
countries. There is no reason for us to be 
defensive; our combined assets can be used 
in a coordinated strategy to make our in
fluence effective. We will not yield to 
threats or confrontational politics. 

While we shall support a global in
crease of investment in natural resources of 
all types, we shall also oppose the replace
ment of the free market mechanism by 
cartels, price-fixing arrangements or com
modity agreements. We shall continue 
policies designed to assure free market con
sumers abroad that the United States will 
remain a dependable supplier of 
agricultural commodities. 

Conclusion 

The American people can be proud of 
our nation's achievements in foreign policy 
over the past 8 years. 

We are at peace. 
We are strong. 
We re-emphasize the importance of our 

ties with the nations of the Americas. 
Our relations with allies in the Atlantic 

community and with .Japan have never 
been closer. 

Significant progress has been made 
toward a just and durable settlement in the 
Middle East. 

We have sought negotiation rather 
than confrontation with our adversaries, 
while maintaining our strategic deterrent. 

Tne world economic recovery, led hy 
the United States. is producing sustainable 
growth. 

In this year of our nation's bicenten
nial, the American people have confidence 
in themselves and are optimistic about the 
future. 

We, the Republican Party, proudly 
submit our record and our platform to you. 

August Ii; 1976 
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The Party Platforms--1976 
I 

A Comparison by the American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial Organizations 

AFL-CIO 
PROPOSALS 

I 

DEMOCRATIC 
PLATFORM 

REPUBLICAN 
PLATFORM 

Again in 1976 the AFL-CIO presented, in identical language, its proposals for a better 
America and a better world to the platform committees of the Democratic and Republican 
national conventions. . 

In drafting their 1976 platforms, AFL-CIO President George Meany urged both parties to 
"present positive programs-programs around which the people can unite in order to restore 
public confidence in the political institutions of this country." 

The AFL-CIO proposals and the actual wording adopted by the parties in their conventions 
are presented side-by-side in this booklet to show where each party stands on the issues 

raised by the AFL-CIO. 
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contract with 
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lVladison Square Garden 
New York City 

1625 Mass. Ave., N.W. 
. Washington, D.C. 20036 

202 797-5900 

Two Penn Pinw, Suite 1240 
New York, New York 10001 
212 397-1976 

To: 1976 Democratic Platform Committee Members 

From: Mike Barnes 

Subject: TASK FORCE ASSIGNMENTS FOR PLATFORM COMMITTEE 
MEMBERS 

In an effort to facilitate the work of the Committee, members will 
meet in Task Forces to review the Drafting Subcommittee report. 

The Task Force meetings will begin at 9:00 a.m., Monday, June 
14th; with the full Committee scheduled to meet in the late 
afternoon of the 14th. 

If you have a preference for a particular assignment, would you 
please complete the attached fonn and give it to a member of the 
Committee staff. 

TASK FORCES: 

---The Economy: Full Employment and Balanced Growth 
--:--Government Reform and Business Accountability 
---Law Observance and Law Enforcement 
---Human Needs 
---States, Counties and Cities 
---Natural Resources and Environmental Quality 
---Foreign and Defense Policy 
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TO: 

July 12-15 
Madi3on Square Garden 
New York City 

1625 Mass. Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

. 202 797-5900 

MEMORANDUM 

Platform Committee Members 

FROM: Mike Barnes, Executive Director 

HE: Drafting Subcommittee Procedures 

Two Penn Piaza, Sui~e 1240 
New York, i\lew York 10001 
212 397-1976 

May 17, 1976 

The Drafting Subcommittee will adopt l.ts own procedures and 
rules of operation. However, some generalized practices for the 
Subcommittee have been developed to insure that those Platform Com
mittee members who are not on the Drafting Subcommittee will be 
able to influe:1ce its deliberations. 

Each member of the Drafring Subcommittee will be assigned 
to serve as liaison to 10 or 11.members of the full Committee. You 
may give your suggestions to the Drafting Subcommittee through the 
member to whom you are assigned. Each Subcommittee member al.so 
will have a staff person assigned to help in preparing recommendations. 
The Ust of liaison assignments, along with names and addresses of 
staff for .. each Subcommittee member, will be available on May 19. 

If you are not on the Drafting Subcommittee, submit your 
Platform recommendations before June 1 so they can be adequately 
studied by the Subcommittee. 

The Drafting Subcommittee wH 1 meet June 11, 12 and 13 at 
tl::.e M.qyflower Hotel in Washington. Only Subcommittee members 
will be permitted to participate in the discussions. 
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Jaime Benitez 

Rhode Island (1) 

· Francis W. McGreavy 

South Carolina (2) 

Herbert Morgan . 
Betty Sloan · 
.-·-, 

South' Dakota ·(l} 

Richard F. Kneip 

Tennessee <f) 
Jane Eskind 
Joe A. Murphy, Jr. 

20525 Center Ride Rd., Rm .. 515, Cleveland 44116 
2~H C Street, N. E. , Wash. , D. C. 20002 
4385 Tam~ 0- Shanter Way, Dayton 45429 
69.S Snowdon Dr., Newark 43055 
·275 N. Portage Path, Akron 44303 
271 E. State St. , Columbus 43215 
·1240 E. 9th St. , Cle·.,eland 44114 

3018 Harvey Pkwy. , Oklahoma City 73103 
Rt. I, Box 67- B, Bristow 74010 

1708 Alder St. , Eugene 97401 
3175 College, Baker 97814 

2402 E. · 43rd St. , Erie 16510 
2308 N. 30th St. , Philadelphia 19145 
1 Serpentine Lane, Wyncote 19095 · 
1082 Summerwood Dr. , Harrisburg 17111 
807 Be.ll Ave .. , Altoona . 16602 · 
Box 23, .Limekiln 19535 
445 Old Farm Rd. , Mt. Lebanon 15228 
2200 Walnut St., Harrisburg 17103 
418 N. New St. , Bethlehem 18018 

1317 Longworth House Office Bldg., Wash., DC 205~~ 

15 Bayview Ave. , Tiverton 02878 

Box 215, Seneca 29678 
822 Beltline Blvd. , Columbia 29205 

State Capitol, Pierre 57501 

6000 Dunham Springs Rd
1 

, Nashville 37205 
Box 186, Hixson 37343 



Platform Committee - Page 6 

Texas (6) 

Lois Hari1 
Robert L. Hardesty 
Jimmy Middleton 
Carmen Crta 
Jerry Spencer 
Wynelle White 

Utah (1) 

· *Kay Christensen 

Vermont (1) 

Margaret Lucenti 

Virginia (3) 

James T. Edmunds 
Jessie Rattley 
Tom B. Res ton 

Washington (3) 

Jim Curdy 
Rita Matheny 
Diane Ob~rquell 

West Virginia (2) 

William J~ Coleman 
Diana Everett 

Wisconsin (3) 

Wyoming (1) 

Ed Hers chler 

Virgin Islands (1) 

Guam (1) 

Jacqueline Perez Arriola 

31.5 Parkview Dr., Arlington 76010 
3431 Monte Vista Dr. , Austin 78731 
2400 Lyons, Houston 77020 
19415 Gage Lake, Hou~ ton 77043 
422 Kingston, Irving 75001 
2321 Hartford Rd., Austin 78731 

624 Monroe St., Midvale 84047 

3 Jacques St. , Barre 05641 

P. 0. Box 396, State Capitol, Richmond 23203 
429 Ivy Ave., Newport News 23607. 
Hogan & Hartson, 815 Conn .. Ave. , N. W. 

Washington, D. C. 20006 

Box 876, Mattawa 99344 
1322 Ash St. , Marysville 98270 
2814 Stark Lane, Olympia 98506 

25 Warwood Ter., Wheeling 26003 
1608 Washington Ave., Parkersburg 26105 

State Capitol, Cheyenne 82002 

c/o 1128 Larch Ave., Moraga, Calif. 94556 

\ 
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Canal Zone (I) 

* William T. Lyons 

Democrats Abroad (1) 

Philip Kaiser 

Box 2073, Balboa, Canal Zone 

3 Lowndes Ct., Lowndes St., London SWlX 9JJ 
England 
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1625 Mass. Ave.,N.W. 
washingt on,· D .c., 20036 

near Mr. gtrauss: 

.j vtvb. 15 I. 1"1 7fa 
323 Bellevue nrive 
so.ulder, colorado 
80302 

National committee 

The primary goal of the nemooratic National convention 

should be to select the particular nominees for the Offices of 

president and vice-president who are most likely to-be chosen 

subsequently for _these offices by a majority or the 538 members 
·-- -.- - . ~--~ .. .,.' ---

of the electoral college. rn most states the members of the 

electoral college are required by state law to vote. tor the 

candidates receiving a plurality of t~e popular votes in that 

state in the November 2 election. HOWever Maine•s four electoral 

votes must be divided in this way: two to the statewide winner 

and the other two to the candidates having a plurality of the 

popular votes in each of the gtatess two congressional districts. 

rt is surprising to me, in view of the tact that the Democratic 

·party has in recent ·years shown a strong preference for 

11 proportional representation", that so few states .have adopted 

Maine' a clearly more democratic voting procedure; imfortunately 

it is now too late to persuade the legislatures in any of the 

other states to correct these failures this year and most of this 

letter will be concerned only with describing a voting procedure 

for use at the National convention which is designed to maximize 

the probability of selecting a pair of nemocratic winners in 

1976 using only two ballots; one for the president and one for 

t~o vioe~p~e~ident. 
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since many more voters register as nemocrats than as 

Republicans it .might be supposed that the optimum strategy for 

the oemocrats in. 1976 would be to choose that pair of candidates 

who represent simply the first . prefere.nces of a majority of the 

3008 delegates to the National convention. However:. as the 

following discussion will clearly demonstrate, the use of this 

voting procedure will often lead to irrational choices. 

Furthermore,· even if a rational society choice could be made 

consistently using this conventional voting procedure, it seems 

~robable. that no one will receive a majority of the first 

preference votes on the first ballot since there al'e so many 

well qualified candidates available this year. rt would then be 

necessary, using this conventional first preference voting 

procedure, for the delegates to vote in one or .more additional 

elections with the hope that, as a consequence or some often 

unsavory deals, enough delegates will indicate other than their 

true preferences so that a majority winner will ultimately be 

found o I have. included,· as a part of this letter, a copy of a 

JUne 2, 1976. editorial by navid S 0 Broder that gives a good 

discussion of some of the problems likely to be faced by the 

oemocrats in choosing a winner without "antagonizing a television 

audience already cynical about backroom politics". 
' ' ' 

I will sn_ow in what follows that it is possible to overcome 

the above difficulties and choose the most likely ultimate winner 

using a single ballot if each delegate is required to.indicate 

not only his first, but also his second, third, etc. pref'erences 

among all of the nviable" candidates. I expect that the use of 



DAVID S. BRODER 

Carter Entitled Only 
To What He Wins 

COLUMBUS, Ohio - It now appears 
probable that Jimmy Carter will complete the 
primary season neirt Tuesday with about 1,200 
of the 1,505 votes needed for nomination. He is 
likely to have three to four times as many 
delegates as his closest challenger and will -
unless beaten in all three of the final primaries 
- undoubtedly claim. that his delegate total 
entitles him to the nomination. 

On the face of it, that claim is nonsense. The 
Democratic Party no more "owes" Carter the 
nomination than Carter "owed" the party or its 
leaders the right lo be consulted on his initial 
decision, almost four years ago, to run for 
President in 1976. 

He is entitled to what he can win - and 
nothing more. But there are powerful 
prudential considerations that could persuade 
uncommitted delegates and those whose 
commitment to other candidates is less than 
iron-clad that Carter should be nominated. And 
that is what the debate will be about next 
Tuesday. 

On Positive Side 
On the positiv~ side, rallying behind Carter 

would clearly be the best guarantee .of a har
monious convention and, in all likelihood, also 
the best bet for a winning ·general election 
campaign. . . 

Those factors are normally uppermost in the 
minds of politicians, and there is no good 
reason why they should not operate lo Carter's 
benefit this year. 

A consolidation of Carter's support would 
red.uce the danger of divi!iive IJatlles. over 
platform, credentials or party rules, and would 
spare the Democrats from a closed-. door 
"brokering" process in Madison Square 
Garden that might antagonize a television 
audience already cynical about backroom 
politics. 

Moreover, as previously noted in this space, 
a Carter-led ticket would probably be a 
strong contender for victory. As a Southerner 
with support from black voters and demon
strated appeal to fanners, independents and 
even some Republicans, there are very few 
states Carter would not have a chance to carry 
in November - particularly strengths. 

Conversely. rejecting Carter would raise the 
danger that the Democrats would antagonize 
the -South, which finally has a credible 
nominee; the blacks who have been Carter's 
most consistent supporters; and thousands of 
volunteers who have enlisted in his cause this 
vear. 
· And it is by no means clear who the alter
native is that.would reconcile those Carter fans 

lo his beirig rejected. Would a Hubert Hum
phrey who was off delivering a testimonial for 
Wayne Hays instead of competing in the 
primaries be accepted as a better candidate 
than Carter? It seems unlikely. 

All these practical matters would point the 
uncommitted Democratic delegates in Carter's 
direction. But that is not the only relevant 
consideration for them. · · 

The uncomfortable truth the Democratic 
Party now confronts is that, since Carter has 
not won a majority of the delegates by his 
appeal to the people in the primaries, it is 
clearly the responsibility of the party to decide 
whether he is its best man. · 

That responsibility cannot be avoided. It is 
obvious that Carter has created doubts about 
himself in the minds of many, even as he has · 
gathered in the delegates. Conficlence in his 
character and understanding of his govern
mental purposes have not grown apace with his 
vote count. On the contrary, the skepticism 
about what makes Carter run; which was once 
confined to the ranks of ·his colleagues in 
Georgia politics, has been spread across the 
landscape. · 

History WlllJudge 
Those who decide whether to provide the 

votes that make Carter the nominee cannot 
escape the implications of thei.r role. Like the 
Waller Reuthers, the David Lawrences and the 
Richard Daleys who tipped .the 1960 
Democratic convention to John Kennedy, and 
like the Strom Thunnonds, the John Towers 
and the Barry Goldwaters who turned the 
.::rilical 1968 Republican votes to Richard 
Nixon, they will either be honored or censured 
by history for their judgment. 

A particularly heavy burden falls on the 
Democratic governors, from whose ranks 
Carter came. Not only their states but the 
country should be able to look to them, either to 
vouch for or reject Carter's credentials for the 
presidency. 

Some of them will recall that in 197Z, it was 
Jimmy Carter who insisted that prospective 
nominee George McGovern present himself to 
the Democrats ·attending the National 
Governors Conference in Houston to justify his 
claim to lead their party. McGovern did so, and 
it is not a bad precedent. . 

The governors meet a month from now in 
Hersehy, Pa., just a week in advance of the 
Democratic convention's opening. It might be a 
prudent thing for the Democratic Party to 
withhold judgment on ·its nominee until that 
meeting. 

(Cl 1976, The Washington PoSI 
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nemocratic party behind the nominees of the convention and 

will in this way maximize the probability that the two 

convention nominees, each chosen in this more democratic way, 

will win in November. rn orde.r to make possible the use of this 

more democratic, and otherwise far better,· procedure for 

selecting first a presidential and then a vice-presidential 

nominee it will be necessary to change the present temporary 

rules for making these selections as given on pages 28 and 29 of 

the october 1975 call For The 1976 nemocratic National conventlono 

I am giving copies of this letter to one of tbe members of the 

RUles committee and he has agreed to furnish a copy to each 

attendee at the JUne 19 meeting of the Rules committee. Any 

assistance which you personally can give to achieve the objectives 

of this letter will be much appreciated. 

I want to make clear at the outse~ that. my purpose in 

proposing changes in the present temporary rules is not to stop 
' .,_.,_, - --

carter. II1 fact he was initially my first pre.ference arid, although 

I now consider three of the other candidates to be as well 

qualified, I currently have no strong preference for any one of 

my top four most preferred candidates. The fact that more than 

400 of the delegates who will attend the convention were still 

uncommitted to any candidate as of JUne 9 suggests that my failure 

to have a first preference even at this late date is not at all 

unusual. using the best evidence available to me it appears that 

the following numbers and fractions of the delegates had the 

following true first preferences, or at least declared commitments, 

on June 9 at the end of 30 hard fought primaries: 
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E2timated First preferences of The.nelegatee·on june·9,. 1976 

carter 

Udall 

,Jackson 

Brown 

wallace 

Humphrey 

church 

stevenson 

1396 

419 

298 

285 

198 

136 

106 

100 

0.1393 

0.0991 

0.0948 

0.0658 

0.0452 

000352 

000332 

ghapp 

Harris 

shriver 

Bentsen 

stokes 

walker 

sum 

20 

18 

7 

7 

5 

3008 

0.0067 

0 .0060 

0.0043 

0.0023 

000023 

000017 

l .oooo 

The above 14 estimates were each determined by arbitrarily 

adding to the· number of delegates committ'ed to each candidate on 

JUne 9 a share of the remaining 44.4 uncommitted delegates that is ':\ 

proportional to the preferences of the committed delegates. por 

example 1190 delegates were committed to carter on JUne 9 and 

206 = 444 ° 1190/(3008 - 444) were added to determine the 

estimate 1396 given in the above table. This procedure may well 

be biased in favor of cartero 

rn order to ensure that each of the delegates assign ranks 

to the same set of candidates it is necessary to adopt some rule 

for determining the viable candidates. portam.ately the present 

temporary rules are democratic and should be used for this 

purpose at the 1976 conventiono These rules specify, on pages 

27 and 28 of the call, how the presidential candidates are to 

be nominated and I recommend that each candidate nominated in 

t.hiu way ~'hould btl oo.usidered a viable candidate. since these 

nominees are not now known I will arbitrarily assume in this 

letter that each of the candidates given in the above table 

are viableo rt will be shown in the sequ~l that it is possible -
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although certainly most unlikely - that any one of these 14 

candidates could win the election using the proposed more 

democratic voting procedure. 

If each of the delegates is required-to assign diff'erent 

ranks ·to each of the m viable candidates, then each delegate 

has w(m) = m(m - l)(m - 2) • 0 
.. 

00
•

0 1 = !!l_f different voting 

options; thus he has m ways to assign his first preference, 

r;tte m candida.teR by capital letters: A, B, C, etc,, and let 

r(X, Y, z, etco) denote the fraction of-the delegates who assign 

a first preference to candidate x, a second preference to 

candidate y, etc. Let wt denote the number of the fractions 

f(X, Y, z, etco) that differ f'rom zeroo 3ince each delegate is 

required to adopt one of the w{m) voting options it follows that 

w• is less than, or equal to either 3008 or w{m), whichever is 

t~e smaller. rt also follows that: 
w' -

-~ f(X, Y, Z, etc.) = l (l) 
w = l -
por example, if there were only m = 2 candidates: A _and a,_ 

then each delegate has only w(2) = 2 voting options and 

f (A,B) + f(B,A) = l. However, if there were m = 3 candidates, 

then each delegate has w()) = 6 voting options and f(A,B,C) + 

f(A,C,B) + f(B,A,C) + 1'(B,C,A) + f(C,A,B) + f(C,B,A) = lo 

with 14 viable candidates each delegate has w(l4) = 87,178,291,200 

different voting options using the rules proposed in this letter 

whereas he has only 14 voting options if he indicates only his 

first preference using the temporary rules of. the conventiono 

whenever there are more than two candidates it is impossible to 
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consistent~y determine a rational society choice using only the 

first preferences of the voters. This is the basic reason why I 

am proposing the adoption of the following change in RUle G as 

presently given on page 29 of the gall: 

Go ROLL CALL BALLOT FOR PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE. After the 

nominations for the presidential candidates have closed, the 

convention shall immediately proceed to a roll call vote by 

states on the selection of the convention Nominee for 

president· of the United stateso Each certified delegate shall 

assign a different rank to each of the presidential candidates. 

convention Ranks for each of the presidential candidates are 

determined by averaging the ranks assigned by each of the 

certified delegateso The presidential candidate having the 

smallest of the convention 'Ranks shall be the convention 

Nominee for president. 

Let r(x,j) denote the rank assigned to candidate x by delegate j; 

the ranks r(X,j) are simply integers from l tom with r = l 
·.corresponding to the first preference of the delegate, r = 2 

his second preference, etco NOW the convention Rank R(X) of 

candidate X is simply the average of the n ranks assigned to x 
by the n = 3008 certified delegates: 

n 

R (X) = '£ r(x, j)/n 
j = l 

(l£R(X)~m) (2) 

There will be m such convention Ranks and these will each be 

numbers within the range from l to mo If each delegate assigned 

the same rank r(X,j) = l to some candidate x, then the convention 

Rank R(X) = l and this candidate would clearly be the first 

preference of the conventione At the other extreme, if each 
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delegate assigned the same rank r(Y,J) = m to some candidate 

y then the,_ c onve_!1-~ ioJ:l Rank R (Y) = m and this candidate would 

clearly be the one least preferred by the convention. These 

extreme cases will almost never be encoLtntered and the candidate 

having the small~st convention Rank - and thus the first 

preference of the convention - will usually have a convention 

Rank much greater than l and always less than or equal to !Cm + l) 

while the candidate having the largest convention Rank - and thus 

least preferred by the convention - will usually have-a rank much 

less than m and always greater than or equal to ~(m + l). 

Let n(x,r) denote the number or delegates that assign the 

rank r to candidate x and f(X,r) = n(X,r)/n is the corresponding 

fraction of the delegates who assign the rank r to candidate X· 

The following two equations will often be easier to use than 

equation (2): 

m m 
R (X) = l,: rn(X, r)/n = '2=_ rf (X,r) 
- r = l r = l 

(3) 

Tl'le following lµn + l different identities will be useful for 

checking on the accuracy of the vote tabulations and of them 

co~vention Ranks: 

2_-· n(x, r) = ?: n(x, r) 
r = l X 

m 
y rcx,r) 

r = l 
= 1rcx,r) 

x 

2°RC~>- = imcm + l) 
x 

= n (4) 

= l (.5) 

(6) 

1r there were only m = 2 candidates: A and a, then the use 

of either set of convention RUles always yields the same 

convention choicea Thus if f(A,l) >!candidate A is the first 

preference of a majority of the delegates and would be the 
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convention choice using the principle of majority rule ·as 

specified in the present temporary rules.; tn this special case: 

R(A) = 2 - f(A,l)< l.5 while R(B) = l + f(A,l)> l.5 so that 

candidate A would.again be the.convention choice using the above 

proposed revision of RUle G· However, whenever there are more 

than two candidates, the use of the principle of majority rule. 

will often yield irrational convention choices. The best way to 

demonstrate the desirability of adopting the above proposed 

revision of RUle G is to give exampl~s involving more than two 

candidates in which the candidate having the smallest convention 

Rank may differ from the candida.te having only a plurality of the 

first preference votes (f(X,l)< i) or even, in some cases, have a 

. large majority with f (X, 1) "7 i. whenever these two RUles yield 

different convention choices the candidate having the smallest 

convention Rank always represents a m:ore democratic choice since 

the convention Ranks are determined by making allowance for the 

m ranks assigned to each of the m candidates by each of the 

tjelegates rather than only their first pref0rences. F6r the 

following examples I have assumed that each of the delegates 

have assigned ranks to each of the candidates. so that each of 

the w1 fractions f(X,Y,Z, etc.) are available. 
-·'· EXatTiple l: consider first a set of n delegates havt--ng the 

following.first, second, and third ranks for three candidates: 

f(A,B;C) = f(A,l) = 1/3 + x/n - y/n; f(B,C,A) = f(B,l) = 1/3 x/n; 

and f(C,A,B) = f(c,l) = l/3 + y/n where x and y are integers 

satisfying the following inequalities: y <.x< 2y <.2n/6. For all 

of these many thousands of possibilities: 

f(B,l)<f(A,1)-Cf(C, l)<!. since none of the candidates has a 

majority of the first preference votes the use of the temporary 
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rules would not yield a convention choice on the first ballot; 

to avoid this basic difficulty the present rules provide for 

many ballots with the hope that some of the candidates will jump 

on the bandwagon and change their true first preferences so that 

one of the cand_i_dates will ultimately receive a majority. What a 

way to run a supposedly democratic conventionl using the ranks 

assigned by the delegates it is possible to determine the results 

of' n(m) = ~{m - l) = 3 one-on-one comparisons of the candidates 

considered two at a time • rn this way it is found that a 

majority f {C,A) = 2/3 - (x - y)/n of the n delegates prefer c 

to A and that a majority f (A,B) = 2/3 + x/n prefer A to Bi if 

the principle of majority rule were rational as applied to 

these cases it would ·certainly be expected that a majority of 

the delegates would prefer c to Bi however a majority 

f(B,C) = 2/3 - y/n actually prefer B to Co This forces us to 

the conclusion that the use of the principle of majority rule 

may often be irr.;~.tlona1, even when app11ed to the candidates 

only two at a time, when there are more than two candidates. 

Fortunately, using the above proposed modification to Rule G, it 

is always possible to determine a rational and very democratic 

convention choice on the first and only ballot: 

The f(x,r) Matrix. For Example l 

r X =A X = B x = c SUM 

l 1/3 + x/n - y/n 1/3 - x/n 1/3 + y/n l 

2 1/3 + y/n 1/3 + x/n - y/n l/3 - x/n l 

3 1/3 - x/n 1/3 + y/n 1/3 + x/n - y/n l 

SUN 1 l l 

R(X) 2 - 2x/n + y/n 2 + y/n + x/n 2 + x/n - 2y/n 6 
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since R{A)<R{C)<R{B) for any of the permissible values 

of x and y, candidate A would be the convention choice. In 

addition to being less time consum.ing and far more democratic the 

great advantage of determining the nominee in this way using only 

a single ballot is the fact that none of the delegates are 

required to lie about their preferences in order to make it 

possible tor the convention to make a choice. The public is 

certainly fed up with lying by !ts representatives and will no 

doubt be far more favorably impressed by a convention choice 

made in the above way, which allows not only for the first 

preferences of the delegates but also for the ranks they assign 

to all of the viable candidateso Furthermore, with w(m) rather 

than only m voting options available to each delegate, their 

votes can reflect far more accurately the true preferences of 

the nemocrats in their home states. 

SOllle algebra was used in the above analysis in order to make 

the conclusions applicable to many thousands of possible election 

outcomes. However this makes the discussion more difficqlt to 

follow; adding the following specific example is intended to 

ellminate this diffict.tlty. with n = 3008, x = 500 and y = 393: 

f(A,B,C) = f(A,l) = 0.3689; f(B,C,A) = f(B,l) = 0.1671 and 

f {C,A,B) = f(C, 1) = 0.46400 A knowledge of these three fractions 

provides for this example a complete statement of the relative 

preferences of the delegates between each -0f the three pairs of 

candidates: f(C,A) = f(B,C,A) + f(C,A,B) = Oo63ll; f(A,B) = Oo8329 

and f(B,C) = Oo5960. It also determines the nine entries in the 

f (X,r) matrix. 
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The f(x,r) Matrix FOr EXample lwith n = 3008, x = 500 and y = 393 

r X =A X = B x = c SUM 

l 0.3689 0 .1671 0.4640 l 

2 () .4640 0.3689 0.1671 l 

3 0.1671 0.4640 0.3689 l 

SUM 1 1 ·l 

R(X) 1.7982 2 .2969 109049 6 

ouring the primaries the candidates all recognized the fact 

that a knowledge of the first preferences of the voters almost 

never provided any conclusive information about their preferences. 

between each of the n(m) = ~(m - 1) different pairs of 

candidateao Thus they-often claimed that a true test of carter•s 

popularity could be obtained only by conducting one-on-one 

elections between him and each of the other candidates. If the 

voters in these primaries had been required to rank each of the 

candidates then it would.have been possible, as the above example 

demonstrates, to determine the outcome of n(m) such one-on-one 

elections without actually carrying them outo This should no 

doubt be done in future·elections. aowever, as the above examples 

demon~trate, even a knowledge of the results or n(m} one.:.on~one 

elections wiil not always determine a choice using the principle 

of majority rule. Each of the above examples were characterized 

by the phenomenon of cyclical majorities: a majority prefers c to 

A, a majority prefers A to B and paradoxically a majority also 

·prefers B to c; whenever such cyclical majorities exist there is 

no rational way to choose a winner using the principle of 

majority rule. 

The failure of one-on-one elections to lead to a rational 

society choice when there are cyclical major1tes is known as the 
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condorcet paradox and the existence of this part;ldox was used by 

the Nobel prize winning economist Kermeth Jo Arrow as a part of 

the evidence supporting his now famous proof that it is impossible 

to use the relative pref'erences of a set of voters to consistently 

determine a rational society choice when there are more than two 

candidates o The second Edition ( 1963) of his book "social choice 

and Individual values", which contains this proof, is now 

available in paperback from the yale university press. The more 

recent (1973) book "The Theory of social choice" by peter Ce 

pishburn provides an elaboration of same of Arrowts conclusions 

and, on page 95, a tabulation is given of the probabilities 

p(n,m) that cyclical majorities will be found when n voters 

rank m candidates. These probabilities were determined on the 

arbitrary assu.mption that each voter is equally likely to choose 

any one of his w(m} voting options. The probability p(n,~) of 

encountering cyclical majorities increases with both n and m and, 

for n = 3008, I estimate from.the available data that p(3008,m) 

will exceed 0 .087 when m ~3, will exceed 1/4 when m~ 5, and will 

exceed l 
a when m~ ll. If there were no way to avoid this basic 

difficulty with the use of the principle of majority rule, there 

would be no alternative but to accept these large probabilities 

of error simply as facts of life and hope for the besto HOWever, 

if the voters assign ranks to each of th~ candidates and if the 

averages of these ranks are used f'or making a society choice, then 

this potential difficulty never arises o societies have blindly 

assumed for centuries that the use of the principle of majority 

rule is the only democratic way to determine a rational society 

choice. In fact one of the definitions of democracy in webster•s 

dictionary is simply: majority rule. rt would certainly be 
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appropriate in this bicentennial year for the nemocratic party 

to adopt the above described rational way of nominating .a 

pre'sidential candidate and later to urge the congress .and, or, the 
. :-- -----···"•-'-·-· 

3tate legislatures to prescribe this far more democratic voting 

procedure for use in all elections of public officials. 

EXample 2: If each of the n delegates either had the same 

f 1rst preference for some candidate A or jumped on his bandwagon 

so that f (A,l) = l, then the convention Rank of A would be R(A) = l 

and this will always be smaller than the convention Rank for any 

of the other candidates. I will now determine how much smaller the 

majority f.(A, l) of first preference votes may be and still ensure 

that candidate A will necessarily have the smallest convention 

Rank and, in particular, a smaller rank than a candidate B who 

is' assigned tp.e remaining first preference votes so that 

f(B,l) = l - f(A,l) and is assigned a rank of 2 by the other 

delega~es so that f(B,2) = f(A,l)o First determine the value of 

f.(A, l) such that R(A) = R(B) when all of the delegates who do 

not assign a rank of l to A assign a rank of m so that 

f(A,m) = l - f'(A,l). For the above assignments 

R(A) = f(A,l) + m(l - f(A,l) andR(B) = l - f(A,l) + 2f(A,l). 

NQW R (A) = R (B) if f (A, l) = (m - l)/m. For the above assumed 

assignments R(A)<R{B) whenever f(A,l) >(m - l)/m whereas 

R(B)< R(A) whenever f(A,l)< (m - l)/m. rn order to erisure that a 

candidate will always be the convention choice, regardless of the 

other ranks assigned by the delegates, it is sufficient that A 

have a simple majority of the first preference votes when there 

are only m = 2 candidates but this required majority must exceed 

2/3 when m = 3 and must exceed 9/10 when m = 10. This example 
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demonstrates in another way that the use of the principle of 

majority rule is irrational whenever there are more than two 

candidates or other kinds of alternatives to be evaluatedo This 

has, in a vague way, been recognized by the requirement, in 

Robert ts RUles of order, of a 2/3 majority in special cases and 
, .. _. 

in the/·constitutional requirement of a 2/3 majority to over-

ride a presidential veto. 

This EX.ample 2 also demonstrates that it is possible for 

. a candidate B to have the smallest convention Rank and thus be 

the .democratic choice when B has only the small fraction 

f{B,l) = l/m + l/n of the first preference votes while A has the 

much larger fraction f(A,l) = (Ill - l)/m - l/n. 

EX.ample 3: por this example it is assumed that only the 

first preferences of the delegates are available and that the m 

first preference fractions satisfy the inequalities: 
iof-

f {X, l} "> f (Y, l) ?' f ( Z, l) etc. rt is also assl.lml1d that equal 

fractions of the voters have second, third, etco preferences for 

each of the candidates so that, for r = 2 to m, 

f(X,r) = (l - f(X,l))/(m - l), f(Y,r) = (l - f(~",r)), etc. on 

these assumptions: 

R(X) = (l - f(X,l)) + (1 - f{X,1))(2 + 3 + 00
•• + m)/(m- l) with 

similar expressions for each of the other candidates so that 

R(X)<R(Y)<R{Z) etco Thus, for the above ne.utral assumptions 

about the second, third, etc• preferences of the delegates, the 
·.-,.; 

candida1;~ having only a plurality or the first preference votes 

is expected to be the convention choice if the delegates use the 

above proposed modification of RUle G•' rt is of interest to use 

the above analysis, and neutral asswnptions, to predict the 
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convention Ranks for the 14 candidates having the first 

preferences given in the table on page .5: R (carter) = 4o 75 < 
R(Udall) = 7.02<R(Jackson) = 7oJO<R(Brown) = 7-34<R(Wallace)= 

= 7o54, etc. This example illustrates the fact that, when only 

the first preferences of the voters are available and it is 

assumed, in effect, that nothing further is known about any of 

the other ranks for the candidates, the candidate having a 

plurality of the first preference votes - in this example 

carter - will be the most probable convention choice based on 

the use of the average ranks. 

EX.ample 4: This example illustrates how Brown might be the 

convention choice when allowance is made for ·a possible set of 

ranks that could be assigned to each of the viable candidates. 

rt also illustrates· how the n(x,r) matrix is constructed for 

any election in which the voters rank the candidates. The first 

preference votes are taken for this example to be the same as 

those given in the table on page 5; the nwnbers of third, fourth, 

etc. preferences are - using the same ne11tral assumptions adopted 

for EXample 3 - taken to be the same for carter, Udall, Jackson, 

and wallace while the numbers of second preference votes for 

these candidates are nearly the same, being chosen so that the 
·l..8 
~ sums of the assumed numbers are each equal to 3008. For this 

arbitrary example srown would be the convention choice simply 

because he was assumed to have more second, th:ird, and fourth 

preference votes than the 90 arbitrarily assumed for his larger 

ranksait should be clear from this example that any one of the 

l4 viable candidates could be the convention choice if qualitatively 

.similar assumption were made about their rankingso 



r carter 

l 1396 

2 124 

3 124 

4 124 

5 124 

6 

7 

8 

9 

124 

124 

·l21i 

124 

10 124 

ll 124 

12 124 

13 124 

14' 124 

SUM 3008 

R{X) 4.75 
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THE n(x,r) Matrix For EXample 4 

Udall Jackson Brown Wallace •••• walker SUM 

419 298 285 198 

201 214 773 266 

199 208 600 212 

199 208 450 212 

199 208 90 212 

199 

199 

199 

199 

199 

199 

199 

199 

199 

'3008 

7.02 

208 

208 

208 

208 

208 

208 

208 

208 

208 

3008 

7.29 

90 

90 

90 

90 

90 

90' 

90 

90 

90 

3008 

4·6.5 

212 

212 

212 

212 

212 

212 

212 

212 

212 

3008 

7 43 ••••••••• • 

5 3008 

24 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

31 3008 

750 3008 

900 3008 

1050 3008 

3008 

12.;44 105 

This. example demonstrates that it is essential for the 

delegates to assign ranks to each of the candidates in order to 

provide the basis for a comp).etely democratic nomination processo 

rt cannot be denied that a candidate having more second preference 

votes than some other candidate is a somewhat better choice or 

that. a candidate having a larger number of ranks equal to m -

in this example 14 - is a somewhat poorer choice. The nominating 

procedure recommended in this letter makes precise allowance for 

all of the delegate preferences in exact accordance with the 

principle of one-person, one-vote. Thus the same weight is given 
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in Equations (2) and (3) to each of the m ranks in determining 

the convention Rankso 

I willnow swmnarize some of the more important reasons why 

the voting procedure proposed in this letter should be adopted 

as a replacement for the· present ·Rule G: 

(a) rt is much more democratic. 

(b) It never requires the use of more than a single ballot. 

(c) rt never requires ·the voters to lie about their true 

preferences in order to determine a convention choice. 

(d) ·rt makes no use of the arbitrary, and often irrational, 

principle of majority rule. 

(e) rt allows for the intensities of preference of the delegates 

by, in effect, assigning a weight of m to each first preference 

vote, a weight of (m - l) to each second preference vote, etc. 

rn contrast any voting procedure that uses only the first 

preferences of the voters effectively, and irrationally, assigns 

a weight .of one to these first preferences and a weight of zero 

to each of the others. 

An exactly similar procedure may, and should, be used for 

selecting the yice-pre~idential candidate. Although, for various 

reasons, it is desirable for the delegates to give considerable. 

weight to the prefer~nces of the presidential nominee in 

choosing the vice-presidential nominee, it seems clearly desirable 

in a democracy that·. this choice should finally be made by a vote 

of the delegates. 

Finally I will devote the remainder of this letter to 

answering some of the arguments that I feel sure will arise in 

support of the status quoa 
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(a) The delegates will find the proposed method more difficult 

to understand than the present procedure• This is false since a 

delegate who can determine his first preference can, by using 

precisely the same kind of reasoning, sequentially determine 

his se~ond, third, etc. preferenceso 

(b) ginoe this procedure uses only the relative preferences of 

the delegates between each of the pairs of candidates, how can it 

overcome the logic of Arrow•s proof that no such method can be 

satisfactory~ This method does fail to satisfy Arrow•s condition 

that a satifactory method must yield society choices that are 

independent of any irrelevant alternatives - in this case 

candidates - that may inadvertently be on the ballot. An example 

of this failure is useful for demonstrating the relevance of this 

condition to our task of nominating a presidential candidate. 

suppose that there were only three candidates - those in Example 

l - and that, between the time of the convent;ion and th,e genera). 
case 

e).ection, candidate B dieso rn that/caadidate B would no longer 

be a relevant candidate and should not have been considered at the 

conventiono with candidate B eliminated the convention choice 

would have been for candidate c, rather than for candidate A, as 

determined with A, B, and c all on the ballote In order to 

avoid the logical consequenc~s of this basic difficulty it is 

only necessary to make sure that only tlelevant candidates are on 

the balloto on page 32 of the present rules a procedure is described 

to allow for the possible death, resignation, or disability of a 

nominee. Essentially this same prooedu»e may be used with the 

·proposed change in RUle · G· rt is only neoee.sary to keep a copy 

of the votes cast in the single ballot by the delegates at the 
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convention. If any of the presidential candidates, and not · 

only the nominee, becomes 1rrele~nt~f.C:>r; an)+rea~on~:'pr:tt>r- to 

the November election, them ranks assigned by the.delegates at 
· (m - l) 

the convention should simply be converted to a new set of/ranks 

with the irrelevant oand!date eliminated. Using these revised 

ranks a possibly different convention choice could be made 

without the possible dist~rting influence or the irrelevant 

candidate. unless the !rre levant candidate was the .Q.om.inee, 

the new choice will usually be the same as before. otherwise 

the logic of Arrow•s condition would require a oharige in the 

convention nominee. This would indeed be embarrassing but no 

logical alternative to this procedure exists that makes ose or 

only the relative preferences of the delegates •. 

(c) Why should we change to this voting procedure before we are 

sure that no better px-ocedure existtr. There are indeed better 

procedures than the one proposed in this lettero For example, .if 

each delegate assigned numbers between - 100 and + 100 to each 

of the candidates, then it would be possible :for each delegate 

to indicate accurately not only his possible intensities or 

preference for, but also his possible intensities of opposition 

to, each of the cand!dates;and the averages of these numbers for 

all of the delegates would provide numbers, on the same scale as 

that used by each of the delegates, giving the convention 

Intensities of preference for, or of opposition to, each of the 

candidateso using this better procedure each of the candidates ere 

evaluated independently, rather than by comparing each of the 

pairs of candidates as in all conventional electiona; this 

completely avoids the basic difficulty posed by Arrow•s require-
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ment that the procedure be independent of any irrelevant 

alternativeso HOWever, muoh more work should be done on this 

cardinal utility voting procedure before it is recommended for 

general useo In the mean~ime there appears to be~ good reason 

why the procedure recommended in this letter should not be adopted 

and there .!!.! at least five very s1gn1f 1oant reasons why it 

should be adopted. 

sincerely yours, 

f~Ci,~ 
Kenneth A. Norton 

323 Bellevue nrive 

BOUlder, colorado 

80302 

Telephone: 

303 - 442 - 2456 



PROPOSED RUIBS FOR MEETINGS OF THE 1976 
DEMOCRATIC PIATFORM COMVll'ITEE 

I. APPLICATION. 

These rules supplement the Call and shall govern the conduct 
of the Democratic Platform Comnittee during its meetings scheduled for 
Miy 17 through 20, 1976 and June 14 through 16, 1976 in Washington, ~.c. 

II. ROLL OF MEMBERS. 

The Secretary of the Democratic National Committee shall 
determine the roll of members of the Platform Connnittee which shall con
sist of those persons whose names have been certified as pernanent or 
temporary members of the Committee by the various Democratic State and 
Territorial Chairpersons in accordance with Chapter N of the Call for 
the 1976 Democratic National Convention. 

III. CHAIRPERSON. 

A. The Temporary Chairperson, as designated by the Demo
cratic National Comnittee, shall preside over the Platform Committee's 
proceedings through the election of a Pennanent Cta1rperson. This elec
tion shall be by majority vote of the Conmittee at a meeting of the 
Comnittee on May 17, 1976. 

B. The Chairperson shall conduct and expedite the business 
of the Platform Committee and preserve order and decorum in its proceed
ings. The Chairperson is also authorized to: · 

(1) Appoint a secretary and such 
other officers as may be required to 
assist the Chair in the conduct of the 
business of the Platform Conmittee. 

( 2) Propose a slate of four ( 4) 
norn1nees to serve as Co-Chairpersons 
of the Platform Committee. Such Co
Chairpersons stall be elected 1n 
accoroance with the Call. The Co
Chairpersons, at the direction of the 
Chairperson, stall assume the Chair 
during the absence of the Chairperson 
and perform other duties as directed 
by the Chairperson. 

(3) Propose a slate of fifteen 
(15) nominees to serve as the Chair
person and members of the Drafting 
Subconmittee. Such subcommittee members 
shall be elected by a najority vote of 
the Committee in accordance with the Call. 

( 4) . Invite each pres1dent1 aJ candi-, 
date to appoint a non-voting representa
tive to serve on the Drafting Subcommittee, 
'and to submit a written statement of recom
mendations. 

(5) To convene and adjourn meetings 
as necessary to complete the appointed 
business of the Cormnittee. 
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( 6) Allocate time (a) among trose 
persons wishing to present public testi
mony and (b) for debate by Conmittee members. 

N. VClrING. 

(7) Direct the activities of the Plat
form Cornrnittee staff. 

A. No secret ballot shall be permitted at any stage of the 
Platform Conmittee hearings. 

B. No votes nay be cast by proxy. 

C. Roll call votes. 

(1) Voting shall be by voice; by 
rising vote if requested by any member 
of the Cornm1ttee; or, when prescribed 
by these rules, by roll call vote. A 
roll call vote may be had if the Chair 
is 1n doubt or upon the denand of any 
member of the Platform Committee sup
ported by 20 percent of the, Conmittee 
members present. 

(2) When a roll call is ordered, 
the roll call shall be called alphabeti
cally by state. 

D. When the question has been put, the vote thereon may not 
be interrupted for any purpose other than a denand for a roll call vote 
or a point of order directed to the conduct of the vote. 

E. Except as otherwise provided 1n these rules, all elec
tions and questions shall be detennined by a majority vote of the members 
of the Platfonn Committee present and voting. 

V. INTERPRErATION OF RULF.s. 

In interpreting these rules, the Chair nay have recourse to 
the advice of the General Counsel of the Platform Conmittee, precedents 
of the United States House of Representatives, and to general parlia
mentary law as interpreted by a Parliamentarian appointed by the Chair. 
Any matter not covered by these rules shall be govemed·by Robert's Rules 
of Order, Newly Revised. 

VI. APPEALS. 

The Chair shall decide all questions of order subject to an 
appeal by any member of the Platform Comnittee which may be debated for 
not rore than 10 minutes, the t1me to be equally divided between the 
Committee members appealing the ruling and the Committee members 1n 
favor of sustaining the rulings of the Chair; provided that an appeal 
shall not be in order while another is pending or during a roll call 
vote or on a question on ~hich appeal is, in the opinion of the Chair, 
clearly dilatory. Before the question is put on any appeal, the Chair 
shall be entitled to state brieny the reasons for the ruling being 
appealed. 
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VII. SUSPENSION OF THE RULES. 

The Chair shall entertain a motion to suspend the rules t-;l"'.ich 
shall be decided without debate and which shall require a vote of two
thirds of the full Committee. 

VIII. QUORUM. 

A majority of the members of the Platform Corrmittee shall 
constitute a quorum thereof for the purpose of transacting business. 
A quorum for the 153-rnember Platform Committee shall be 77. Upon the 
point of order of no quorum being made, the Chairperson shall ascertain 
the presence or absence of a quorum by visual estimation and shall not 
proceed tmtil a quorum is present. Chee a quorum is convened, it may 
not be dissolved. 




