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Jimmy Carter has the Democratic Patty in a serious
dilemma. If they nominate him, they are stuck with a
candidate who lacks the experience and temperament to be
President and one who is widely distrusted by leaders of

the Democratic Party, with considerable justification.

LIE they, .i ail. to.nominate him, after he ‘has .been.so,.spectacularly ;...

successful 1n the prlmarles, the rlpple throughout the south
will cost them severely at the polls in November. It will

be dlfflcult to convince southerners that his reglonal orlgln
dld not cause them to gang up on him and snatch from him the
nomination. Either outcome favors the immediate implementation

of a strategy directed at Carter.

There are other reasons to begin now with an anti-Carter
strategy. HiS momentum must be broken because he as the
Democratic nominee would be very difficult for any Republtcan
to beat. With a Southerner leading‘the ticket, southern states
cannot be counted on to abandon their traditional party. This
bloc of electoral votes combined with the northern industrial
states, which tend to favor any Democrat, will leave very little

left for the Republican nominee.

Moreover, a Carter Presidency would in the opinion of

many Carter-watchers damage seriously the office. Barring
a miraculous change in him, he can be counted on within three
years to challenge Richard Nixon as one of the most unpopular
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Presidents in American history. The office and the country

can ill—affordAanother blow to the Presidency.

The system depends upon the advefsaries of the candidate
to make sure the people understand his weaknesses béfore
they vote for him. It is up to Republicans to contribute
to weeding éur Carter if he is unqualified. As Davia Broder
acknowledged in a recent column,-the press has failed to
convey toAthe American public the shortcomings of his

gualifications.

A brief review of Carter's political career may be
ingtructive. He returned to his hometown of Plains in the
early fifties after a ten-year career in the Navy following
graduation from the Naval Academy. He Won narrowly a
legally contesteq race for the State Senate in 1962 and
served there until January, 1967. As a comparatively
sophisticated senator from rural south Georgia, he capturgd
more than his share of attention from the Atlanta media

and was soon recognized as a man with political future.

As an unusually strong partisan in a state where party
loyalty was on the wane after Senator Goldwater carried it
" in 1964 and the Johnson administration became increasingly
unpopular, he considered a race against Bo Callaway for
Congress, who was in his first and only term in the House

of Representatives. Some who knew Carter detected a special
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disdain for Callaway at the time. It may sound farfetched
that a mature berson would be motivated by such considerations,
but the combination of Callaway's West Point background,
~strong Republican advocacy, and silk stocking étatus may

have caused the competitive adrenalin to flow of the peanut

farmer Democrat from the Naval Academy.

Developments in early 1966 caused Carter to enter the
Governor's race. Callaway had decided to leave his apparently
.safe House seat in favor.of the chance of becoming Georgia's
first Republican Governor since.Reconstruction. In addition,
a major void was created on the Dempcratic side when former

Governor Ernie Vandiver withdrew on a claim of ill-health.

There were several candidates in the race and Carter
finished a strong third behind former Governor Ellis Arnall,
who had the black vote, and Lester Maddox. Carter was a
sensible alternative for moderate Democrats and geared his
campaign accordingly. Maddox and Arnall gained positions
in the run-off with less than 30 percent of the Democratic
vote and Carter scored somewhere in the twenties coming very
close to overtaking Maddox, as the second place finisher.
Parenthetically, Maddox won the run-off and the Atlanta
papers, which supported Arnall, claimed that Republican cross-
overs, who thought that Maddox would be an easier target for

Callaway, provided the margin of victory.




After losing in 1966, Caiter commenced a four year
campaign for Governor and the nature of his peanut warehouse
business permitted him to become virtually a full-time
candidate. From the beginning, he had an uphill battle
against former Governor Carl Sanders, who served from 1963
to 1967 énd who was prohibited by law from succeeding himself.
As a result'of his progressive record as Governor and his
support for the Great Society, Sanders pre-empted the black/

‘h;ﬁ;;beya;_vqtgv}p¢Ge9rgia,ngigh.had_giVQngHuberthumphﬁgy‘:{nﬁvwfuml.
about 28 percent of the 1968 total. This left for Carter, .
Georgia's largest voting blgc, which‘was the 41 percent that

;JﬁoFed for Wallace in l96§. After running.as a moderate in
o i966; Carter wés'able to accamodate himself in order to

reach these voters.

While Sande;s pursued his $100,000 a year plus law
practice in Atlanta during 1967, 1968, and 1969, Carter was
speaking in churches and to civic clubs and listening to the
people. He told them what they wanted to hear and gained
the support of leading spokesmen for segregation in Georgia,
who probably disliked Sanders more than they favored Carter.
He pnged to the emotionsvof people who distrust tﬁe Atlanta
elite in the same manner that he plays to the emotions of
people who distrust Washington today. His strategy paid off

and his victory in 1970 was an upset.

It did not takeée long for the Wallace/Maddox element to
discover he did not belong to them and he lost his base

of support, becoming a very unpopular governor. He alienated
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the state legislature and the consensus when he left office
in 1974 was that he could not get elected sheriff in his

home county.

He apparently decided he was worthy of a presidential
race after being exposed to Jackson, Humphrey and McGovern in
1972, concluding if they could bat in the Presidential

league, he could. He spent considerable time during his

oo dast kwo years.dn office-.pletiing his .strategy:sand. he -maneuyered:: s

; himself into the chairmanship of the.Democrats, “Campaign 74
Committee." 1In this position, he began learning the ways of
national politics. After leaving office in January, 1975, he

became a full-time candidate for President and the rest is

history.

If one asks yhy he has been able to succeed in this
year's race, the answers are varied. A combination of
factors have worked in his favor:

(1) He has been totally dedicated to winning the

Presidency while other candidates have had
distractions like protecting a Senate seat

and running a Senate Committee.

(2) He has perceived better than other candidates

that less than 10 percent of the total population

selects the nominee of both parties; has identified




(3)

(4)

(5)

He was able to establish early respectability
as a candidate by winning in New Hampshire and
Florida. He accomplished this by pouring a
disproportionate amount of time and resources
into New Hampshire and he benefited in Florida
because Florida was the time and the place for
the National Democratic Party to rid itself of

the Wallace nuisance, and he was the best man

-
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The caliber of the opposition was weak and he was

able to survive the process of elimination.

P .

Humphrey wés crippled and could not risk the
primaries; Kennedy stayed out; Askew passed up

the race and Brown may have moved too late leaving
only Scoop Jackson, Mo Udall and Birch Bayh as

credible candidates.

He has benefited from the anti-Washington mood

and has been unburdened by the baggage of specific
stands on specific issues. Governors and former
Governors have historically féred.beéter than
Senators and House members in American Presidential
sweepstakes up until fhe post World War II era

when foreign policy became more important.




The strategy for defeating Carter must be aimed at
forcing him to make a major mistake and to lose his composure.
It is too bad the Eagleton affair was wasted on McGovern.
Problems have to be created for him where he is forced to
make choices and hopefully make the wrong choice if given

enough opportunities.

The best hope for accompllshlng this is through a well—

‘;;organlzed well orchestrated .attack stxategy u51ng @ varlety,ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂg P

of spokesmen who are capable of maklng news followed by a., ., .

3

creatlve negatlve issues advert131ng campaign in the fall

if he is nominated.

This effort should be aimed at smoking him out on the
issues and causing his ruthless, duplicious character to
surface from behind his smile. He should be closely tracked
on the issues ana challenged on a daily basis by someone

knowledgeable in categories of issues.

An operational structure could be assembled along the

following lines:

(1) Establish a team with spokesmen assigning each of
them to an issue. The make-up should include highly
visable Senators and Cabinet Officers and might be
as follows:

Goldwater/Tower - Defense and National Security
Simon - the Economy

Dole - Agriculture e




Hills - Housing
Kleppe - Energy
Richardson - Social Programs

Criffin - Labor.

(2) Establish a research capability that receives
daily information on each Carter statement that

would. supplement news accounts., .

(3) Ask each spekesman to a851gn his press secretary

"-.er some other progect offlcer to.rhehresk ThlS
individual would also have a responsibility for
%racﬁiné Carter's sfareﬁeﬁte'end for“develepihé”
a complete catalogue of all of his positions on

assigned issues.

(4) Conduct daily meetings of the representatives of each

spokesman where an attack on Carter is planned.

(5) On a rotating basis, depending on events, issue
a statement or conduct a press conference using

a spokesman.

fhe purpose of this program should be to make sure the
American people know Carter well because he would probably
be rejected by the voters if they knew him better. If you
conducted off-the-record interviews with people who have had

considerable experience with him, including former colleagues

et et : -. 5. . Lt ey . - -
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in the governors' conferences, members of thé Georgia
legislatﬁre, members of the Georgia Congressional
Delegation and their staffs, certain words wQuld bubble

to the surface. These words include such epithets

as phony, liar, hypocrite, lacks infegrity, double crosser,
two-faced, speaks from both sides of his mouth, and similar

phrases.

L »

u,9,wg¢§gﬁg;heWpaopieﬁgg¢¢Qgthempo;lswwithoutyauﬁhqréughgknawledgg¢@gww-;

_of a candidate's shortcomings, the people have been failed 6 . . .
by the candidates opponehts, just as a jury as well as a
defendant is failed in a legal case whgn a lgwyer makes an
inadequééé éresénta%ion. 'The Pgeéident.ﬁésiéhe capability
to put the meéhanism in place to educate the public on
Carter. In spite of the fact that he is no longer assured
the Republican nomination, he should go ahead and order the
execution of a negative Carter strategy as part of his duty

as leader of the Republican Party.

To understand the objectives of a negative Carter.project,
you first need to understand Carter and the fact that there

are two sides to him:

(1) There is the Carter, who has Paul Warnke as a
national security advisor and will cut $7 billion

from the defense budget and there is the Carter,

who has Paul Nitze as his advisor and will ad :
. ‘.tono

$30 billion td the defense budget.



(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

_that he has- streamlined t@é”Sta;e_Government in

— LU

The Carter who spoke in Wisconsin in favor of
repealing the right to work laws; the Carter who
said in Georgia before a group of financial
supporters a week later that he does not support

repeal of right to work laws.

The Carter, who has built his campaign on a claim

~

20 percent and increased state spending by 50

percent.

The Carter, who would simplify income tax forms and
eliminate deductions including interest on morgage
payments; the Carter, who denies his plan to eliminate

interest deductions.

The Carter, who ridiculed Lester Maddox in New

Hampshire; the Carter, who praised him in 1970.

The Carter, who pledged to "end once and for all the
threat Wallace represents-to ourbcounfry;" the Carter,
who promised in 1970 to invite Wallace to Georgia to
address the state legislature and is on—the—recofd a

number of times praising him.

!
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o--Georgiay -the- -Carter, who-presidedioveriarstate ' </ o triil

,administration that increased. its employees. by. .. ... .. |



(7)

(8)

(9) "

(10)

(11)

The Carter, who promised to support Wallace in
1972,>if he would not offer a slate of delegates
in Georgia; the Carter who made the nominating
speech for Scoop Jackson in Miami after Wallace

lived up to his end of the bargain.

The Carter, who claimed, after he was castigated

by Wallace supporters for backing Jackson, that he

'-owas scarpyingrout: aswish: ofthe late- 8enator. Russell s v o

..the reality that anyone .who knewgDickaussgllvknows-..,

that he would never have made that request.

Theré is ‘the Cartér, who said "Other than my father,
Senator Russell made the greatest impact on my life.
I never made a political decision without consulting
him first. He kind of adopted me 19 years ago."
There is the real Carter who never had a particularly

close relationship with Dick Russell.

There is the Carter, who looked Bob Strauss in

the eye and said he had no problem with him continuing
as chairman through November; the Carter who,
according to his former speechwriter, talked of

canning Strauss.

The Carter, who asked Julian Bond to intercede with

McGovern in behalf of him becoming McGovern's running-

" mate; the Cq;ter who denied Bond's claim; and the

Carter who later acknowledged it.




(12)

(13)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

- L

The Carter,who pledged his support to Reuben
Askew to be Chairman of the Southern Governor's
Conference; the Carfer who went back on his
pledge.

The Carter, who told environmentalists he supports

strip mining legislation; the Carter who told

coal operators that he doesn't.

..,Rqssellgprom;sed to vote for him.in 1970;. .the Carter,. -

who called Senator Russell to apologize and claim
he never said it; the Carter, who told the reporter

that he said it, but it was off-the-record.

The Carter, who said he opposed Richard Nixon since
he lived in California in 1950; the Carter who
profusely praised John Mitchell for his law and

order campaign at a dinner in Atlanta in 1971.

The Carter, who talks of a need for honesty in

government; the Carter, who met with Secretary Butz

in behalf of the peanut industry in 1973.

The Carter, who talks of love; the Carter who sent

a message recently to the Mayor of Atlanta to

"kiss my ---.

The non-politician Carter, who is running against

all the Washington politicians; the Carter who has

been a full time candidate for public office for



six of the last ten years and in the Governor's
~ office the other four, where he spent considerable

time on politics.

Finally, there is the Carter, who tells the people he
will never lie to them, but there is the string of evidence
to the contrary that could be uncovered easily if adequately
researched. This memorandum is simply the product of unverified

"recollections of a person who has’ closely observed him and known
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crmmsm or . a dlswreement
over policy as a _personal at-
~ tack on his character—and to
- respond in kind..

That kind of attitude can
lead a president into difficul-

ties—even one as e\perlenced
in the ways of Washington as
Lyndon Johnson or R1c11ard
Nixon, :

In sum, if Jimmy Carfer
gets into the White House. he

would be, as he puts it,
strong, independent and- ag-
gressive president.” }
And nobody had better count
oa having a quiet tlme if he is
there ”
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The first instance in history when political events in Europe were subordim-
ated to the American electoral calendar was in the fall of 1940, when Stalin
(who was then a neutral) insisted that the announcement as well as the event
of Molotov's visit to Be: lin be postponed until after the American Presi-
dential election.

Earlier that same summer of 1940 events in Europe had had their effect on
American politics: the isolationist wing of the Republican party (anti-
British, pro-German) crumbled under the impact of Hitler's invasions of Den-—
mark and Norway. Willkie -- internationalist and anti-German -- was nomi-
nated by a GOP convention which was meeting in Philadelphia during the very
days of the French capitulatiom.

Today more than ever the play of domestic and international politics works
both ways. Nixon certainly played world politics in 1972 with considerable
skill and great impact. (Lou Harris in 1973 presented a persuasive analysis
to show that it was world politics, and Nixon's role in them, which accounted
for most of his popular support in 1972). Khrushchev bragged about how he
tipped the 1960 Presidential election to Kennedy by letting it be known that
he would not release captured American fliers at the request of the incumbent
Eisenhower-Nixon administration. 1In the 1968 campaign, the Vietnamese Thieu,
by dragging his feet on the peace talks that had been proposed by President
Johnson, had a (marginal) effect on the (marginal) Presidential election of
that November. As for 1976: Reagan's campaign owes much of its vitality

to his exploitation of foreign and defense policy issues; and the Government
of Greece seems to have decided to wait for January before signing a new DCA
with Washington.

Looking at the calendar between now and inaugural day in January, then, there
are two sets of important questions:

—~ First, for foreign nations, the important questions will be specific
versions of the larger question whether (a) to wait for the new administration,
or (b) to try in active ways to take advantage of the fact of the campaign.
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Active taking advantage could take one of two forms: either doing things
which theUSwill not be able to stop because of the distraction of the
campaign, or trying actively to influence the Presidential candidates to
say certain things in the campaign.
~- Second, should the Ford Administration wait until January before
trying to accomplish a given purpose, or should it move now in order to
gain some campaign advantage for the President's re-election?
Here are the principal areas of concern or opportunity, as I see it.
I. Cuba as an actor on the world stage.
IXI. China.
III. Turkey, Greece and US strategic interests in the Eastern Med.

IV. The Middle East.

V. The Soviet Union and Disarmament (SALT 1I).

&

VI. OPEC: Another oil price increase?
VII. Broader themes.
VIII. Other.

I. Cuba:

If he does it quietly, Castro could probably consolidate his positions
in Africa, in the Caribbean, and in Central and South America. Specifically:
Jamaica, Guyana, Central America, Angola, and Mozambique. He will feel it
is smart to avoid giving either Ford or Reagan any excuse to make an issue
out of Castro over the next several months, in the hope that a Carter Admin-
istration would move to open up relations with Havana on a basis that would
be advantageous to Castro. My own sense is that he will go ahead and con-
solidate his positions, while protecting possible prospects for rapproche-
ment with a Carter regime.

Carter: I would be surprised if Carter were to make an issue of this,
though of course it camnot be entirely ruled out. He is more likely to try
to open a door for Castro: rapprochement if not Good Neighbor.

Reagan: 1 would be surprised if Reagan neglected to make an issue of
Castro between now and early August.

Ford: I would think Ford (and the country) would benefit most from a
line of relatively explicit criticisms of Castro's far-flung activities.

4




II. China:

Here it seems there is an inclination in Washington to wait for January.
Still, that may not be easy, simply because Mao will probably die before
then (he may already have died). Hua, the tough cop who is nominally in
charge of China, may be flexing his muscles in the Taiwan Strait. The
Soviets may have some sort of move toward rapprochement in mind for the
immediate post-Mao period. The ground should be prepared with Peking,
Taipei and Tokyo, and the White House should be ready to move promptly
and effectively into the post-Mao era.

Meanwhile, the '"China Lobby" has not been slumbering: they probably
leaked to the press the fact of the US pullout from Quemoy and Matsu, and
I expect they will attempt to force all the candidates (including the Presi-
dent) to make ever more precise statements about policy with regard to rela-
tions between Washington and Peking, together with ever more elaborate ex~
planations of how the Taiwan question would be handled. The ROC will be
behind efforts to make Ford inflexible, to make strong pro-ROC statements.

Carter: Carter can reasonably be expected to be fairly forthcoming
with regard to the China question, or —-- somewhat less likely —- t© be pre-
cisely imprecise and indicate a preference to wait for January. He has
already said he doesn't know how to handle the Taiwan problem.

Reagan: I would be surprised if Reagan did not seek, during July, to
sound pro-Taipei, maybe even a little anti-Peking.

III. Turkey, Greece, etc.,:

Athens already seems to have decided to wait for January before signing
the DCA with the United States, in hopes of getting a better deal. Members
of Congress, of all political persuasions and denominations, want to wait
until January or -- at the least -~- until after the Republican Convention,
before giving serious consideration to either the Greek or the Turkish DCA.
This is because they don't want to have to approve the Turkish DCA without
a green light from Athens (there are virtually no Turkish votes in America).
Of course, such a delay will have adverse effects on the United States' strate-
gic position in the Eastern Mediterranean. It is actually in the United States®’
interest to put our relations with Greece and Turkey on a solid footing once
again, and to do so as expeditiously as possible.

The Turks don't want to wait for anything, They would like a DCA
immediately.

Carter: My sense is that the Carter organization may try to appear
pro-DCA for both Greece and Turkey, and at the same time severely critical
of Ford and Kissinger for having failed to obtain a Cyprus settlement. Or
possibly a set of 18-month "Interim Agreements" with Greece and Turkey to
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protect our strategic interests now, while giving time for the US election
to be settled and Cyprus to be resolved. Resolution of the Cyprus problem
will be presented as the essential precondition to any new DCA with either
Greece or Turkey. This is the Greek Lobby's position.

Comment: The Greeks in Athens -- instructed no doubt by the Greek
Lobby —- also seem possessed by the notion that both the Greek and Turkish
DCAs can be held as hostages to a Cyprus settlement that would be favorable
to Athens, and that Washington can be pushed to deliver such a settlement.

The Ford Administration should consider going to the Interim Agreement
play early. If not, then press both the Greeks and the Congress to move
expeditiously on the Greek DCA, as well as the Turkish DCA. The adminis-
tration should pound on US strategic interests, and be prepared to place
the Congress in the position of thwarting foreign policy interests of the
nation. The administration should also press the Greeks and the Turks to
relinquish the hope that Washington will be able to solve the Cyprus problem
for them. Washington should make its good offices available to assist the
parties, but should pull back from its present posture of seeming o have
more interest in solving the Cyprus problem in detail than do the partles
themselves,

IV. The Middle East:

The Lebanon disaster and its ramifications have made the possibility
of a major Arab-Israeli conflict practically nil. Certainly the Egyptians
would see no purpose in damaging the Ford Administration by either starting
or participating in a war against Isarel. They could hardly expect to do
better with Carter than they can with Ford and Kissinger.

Conditions are such in the Middle East that it will be difficult for
any of the principal actors in that area to play American Presidential
politics with much effect, although it now seems that the electoral calendar
in combination with other factors has opened the door for a major Soviet
deal on air defense for Amman. Israel is far from dissatisfied with the
present situation in the Middle East and will clearly be inclined to wait
for January unless, of course, she should begin to sense that some kind of
Arab military operation against Israel was looming on the horizon,

For these reasons it will be difficult for Washington to do much except
wait for January, although every opportunity should be sought to strengthen
the Ford Administration's image as an effective power: peacekeeping, medi-
ation, interlocutor, etc.

Carter: My guess is that Carter will be very cautious with regard to
statements about the Middle East, except to the extent necessary to reassure
the Jewish portion of the American electorate on his policy views on US-

'
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Israel relations. Nevertheless, he will not shy away from opportunities to
highlight the failures of step-by-step diplomacy and to blame that diplomacy
for the present chaos.

Reagan: Ditto.
V. The Soviet Union:

I do not know whether the Soviet leadership has made any judgment as
to its preference between Ford and Carter. If they should decide they want
Ford to be President for the next four years, they could possibly move to an
agreement on SALT II. Or the reverse: they could hold back if they decide
they want Carter. Once they decide, if they decide,, there's no doubt they
will govern themselves accordingly. I do not wish to minimize thé diffi-
culties of writing a SALT II treaty that would be easily supportable both
in Moscow and in Washington. Still, given the political motivation and the
political will, it would be possible.

Carter: I would be surprised if Carter has not already been.in touch
with the Russians to reassure them as to the desirability of a Carter Presi-
dency, and Carter policies, so as to prevent a pro-Ford decision inh the Kremlin.
And Senator Jackson (whether in coordination with Carter or not) is warning the
administration against what he would call a bad deal.

Reagan: If Reagan should get wind of any Washington-Moscow movement
on SALT II during July, he would surely make an issue of it immediately.
He may try to make an issue of it anyway, without any evidence of Washing-
ton-Moscow long distance "footsie" during July.

Vi. OPEC:

Could damage Ford if they wanted to by imposing another price hike
between now and election day. The Ford Administration should be telling
them not to do that. Any price rise would certainly be of benefit to Carter.

VII. Broader Themes:

In the broadest terms, the Presidential campaign this year may see the
emergence of an issue between those who say, "We're number one and we can
go it alone," and those who say, "We're divided and exhausted and must accom-
modate quickly to new world sentiments of social justice, human rights,
national dignity and equitable redistribution of wealth." Each candidate’'s
camp will attempt to portray the other as the representative of the worst
in those two formulations:

~- The Carter camp will attempt to outline a Nixon-Ford-Kissinger foreign
policy of Lone Rangerism, multinational corporationism, outmoded capitalism,
balance of power manipulation and alientation from the roots of American liber-
ality as well as from the sympathies and support of the majority of mankind.
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~- At the same time, the Democrats may be vulnerable to charges that
Carter would be too ready to serve as an evangelist (if not a world police-
man) on behalf of egalitarianism, human rights, over-hasty reform of exist-
ing international institutions, and too much accommodation to foreign demands
for more of the industrial world's wealth.

These brief paragraphs cannot begin to do justice to an extremely com-
plex set of broader themes. They are only intended to highlight the probable
emergence of an extremely important and, possibly, decisive set of ideas that
are likely to be put into play in various ways over the next several months.
Clearly, much careful thought and detailed wordsmithing needs to be done
within the Ford camp, and soon, and not necessarily in a spirit of self-justi-~
fication for every jot and tittle of declaratory policy over the past eight
years.

VIII. Other Possible Items:

Panama has decided to wait until January, and Carter has been forced by
Reagan to be relatively circumstpect on the matter 'of the Canal. In handling
Reagan, it will be necessary to be extremely careful and accommodating during
the Republic platform drafting process in order to keep Reagan from making
an issue with any substantial number of delegates. With regard to North
Korea, it is theoretically possible that they could consider fomenting an
incident between now and January, although they clearly are pursuing a policy
designed to help themselves get into the UN and I think they will avoid inci-
dents. With regard to the issue of Soviet emigration, the Jews in America
are not likely to stir this up. Of course Reagan or Jackson could try to stir
it up, but I would guess they would have minor success at it. .
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MIZ LILLIAN, CRONKITE, THE JEFFERSONIAN, AND THOMAS WATSON

On the night that her son accepted the Democratic nomination
for the presidency of the United States, Ms. Lillian Carter
was being interviewed in the CBS-TV anchor booth by Walter
Cronkite.

She spoke of how her son had always been a voracious
reader, as were she and her late husband. She added that
two of the publications she had found most inspiring and

enlightening during her early years were The Jeffersonian

and Watson's Magazine. She asked Cronkite if he knew

about the publisher of Watéon's, by name, Thomas Watson.
Cronkite said that the name rang a bell but he wasn't
able at the moment to make a particular association with it.
Ms. Lillian replied something to the effect that Watson
was a great American, and the subject was changed.
The name rang a bell with me, too. During the early
1960's, while researching a book on the Ku Klux Klan (The

Invisible Empire, published by Natlus, Inc., in New York,

reprinted in paperback as Inside Ku Klux Klan by Pyramid

Books, New York) I learned that Georgia Assemblyman--and

later U.. S. Senator--Thomas E. Watson was publisher of
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ooth The Jeffersonian and Watson's Magazine, both eventually

outlawed as obscene by the U. S. Pcst Office.

Both publications specialized in vilifying blacks,
Jews, and Catholics.

Blacks, Watson maintained, were literally beasts
whose appetites for white women were insatiable. Jews
were "moral cripples" with "an utter contempt for law
and a ravenous appetite for the forbidden fruit--a lustful
eagerness enhanced by the racial novelty of the girls
of the uncircumcized."

Meanwhile, Catholic priests were "the wolves of Rome"
who used the confessional to advance their own sexual

interests. In the July, 1911, Jeffersonian Watkins wrote,

"At the confessional, the priest finds out what girls and
married women he can seduce [by listening to them recite
their sins]. Having discoﬁered the trail, he wouldn't
be human if he did not take advantage of the opportunity."

In other issues, Watson commented: "No man can imagine
a woman who could maintain her self-respect after being
compelled to act as a sewer pipe for a bachelor priest's
accumulation of garbage."

And: "Is there not one among them [the priests] to
point out th@ absurdity of their wearing a garment emblematic

of sexual intercourse?" [A reference to the priestly cassock,
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which Watson presumably linked with womanly dress.]

In the April, 1912, issue of Watson's Magazine, he

offered the following contemplation, printed entirely in~
Italics: "Heavens above! Think of a Negro priest taking
the vow of chastity and then being turned loose among
women.... It is a thing to make one shudder."

I wondered how these and other quotes from Watson's
writings inspired Miz Lillian. I thought it might prove
instructive for Cronkite to pursue the matter on the air.

As a CBS partisan (I occasionally host the network's
cultural affairs program, "Camera Three"), I also wanted
to see my network get what obviously (to me) could be
a very important scoop. So I rushed to my phone and,
from San Francisco, where I live, dialed the CBS network
news desk in New York, hoping I could get a message to
Cronkite before Ms. Lillian.left the anchor booth.

The network news desk switched me to the Convention
Center news desk, which switched me to the assignment
desk. With one eye on my TV screen (where Miz Lillian
was still holding forth on her son's reading habits),

I spilled out--for the third time in less than ten minutes--
~the story of Senator Thomas E. Watson and his campaigns
against blacks, Catholics, and Jews.

The assignment editor said he'd get right on it,
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and I went back to my TV-viewing. Cronkite kept Miz Lillian
in the anchor booth for the next 15 minutes, chatting about
Jimmy Carter's boyhood, the "colored boy" who was his dear
friend, and other nostalgia. My wife and I were confident
good o0ld Cronk was stalling her while subordinates checked
the accuracy of my report.

Then Miz Lillian left the booth, and for the rest of
the night no mention was made of Georgia's Senator Thomas
E. Watson and his inspiring magazines.

I won't try to draw a moral from this story. Maybe
my message never got to Cronkite. Or if it did, maybe
he didn't deem it worth investigating. Or if it was investigated,
maybe he didn't deem the Ku Klux Klan connections of Jimmy
Carter's mother's favorite publisher newsworthy.

But if no one at CBS picked up on who Thomas E. Watson
was and what he stood for, the network is really hurting for
journalists. And if competing networks, who presumably were
monitoring the CBS telecast, didn't pick up on it, the whole
TV industry is hurting for journalists.

I'd still like to know what Miz Lillian found so

inspiring about Watson's Magazine and The Jeffersonian.

I have a hunch it would make a great story.

30~
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By JUDE WANNISKI}

The Democrats have done it. They've
gone and ‘nominated Jimmy Carter for
President without any real idea of what
kind of President he would be. Sure. we
might tind out before November which of
those {eet he has planted all over the ideo-
logical lot are his. But if the voters con-
‘tinue to find Mr. Carter's generalities less
threatening than the specifics of his oppo-
nents, we might have to wait until after the
inauguration to find out whether he breaks
his eggs on the little end or the big end.

It’s not so bad. We're a nation of gam-
blers, and as long as we have a system of
government festooned with checks and bal-
ances, the risks the Democrats take in put-
ting up a mystery man have much less to
do with national survival than with the fu-
ture gourse of the Democratic Party.
Whether he'd move a little bit left or a lit-
tie bit right, there's nothing to indicate that
a President Carter would do terrible things
to the country, and he could always be
pitched out in four years if the electorate
doesn't like the way he breaks his eggs.

The one thing we know for sure about
this mystery man, after all, is that he is an
extraordinary politician, which is a com-
forting thought. Not so much because he
came out of nowhere to crush the cream of
the Democratic Party: Fred Harris’ Sar-
gent Shriver, Morris Udall, Birch Bayh,
etc.. it not Jerry Brown. But to harmonize
the wildly disparate elements of the Demo-
cratic Party—~from the rednecks on one
hand to the pointy-headed bureaucrats and
limousine liberals on the other—is palpable
evidence of political leadership even if it
laats only a week.

tchln' for Weakness

There’s ‘no doubt that if this Georgia
peanut farmer can keep this coalition doc-
fle and composed through early November
he will deserve to win the presidency and
will do so. His party is the majority party,
and as long as {t is united it is practically
impossible for the GOP to win. If they are
to retain the White House. the Republicans
have to find the issues and arguments that
can peel apart the Carter coalition, and as
dull as this week's convehtion might ap-
pear on the television screens, it's being
watched intently for signs of weakness,
even hairline fractures in the coalition.

Will the Southern conservatives stick by
Carter because he is a Southerner? Will the
Northern liberals stay with him because
they perceive a bleeding-hearted statist un-
der his patina of Southern moderation?
Will rural Democrats support him because

~ he’s one of them and will not. by gosh. fa-
vor the food consumer over the food pro-
ducer? Will urban Democrats back him be-
cause they think he might be willing and
able to pry money out of rural America to
relieve the decliging citles of the North?

Organized labor will be with him at the
top, because it yearns for a Democratic
President, and for all his fuzziness. Mr.
Carter has more or.less signaled that if La-
bor can get its pet legislation passed in
Congress, he'll sign it. But will Mr. Meéany
and his friends be able to deliver the rank
and file? And what about all those folks
who became Carter fans because, unlike
Messrs. Bayh, Udall and Jackson, the pea-
nut farmer kept his distance from Labor
until he had the nomination sewn up?

Black Democrats will vote for Mr.
Carter over the Republican noininee. as

A Peanut in 12 Poke

will all other segments of the electorate
that have a greater stake in income redis-
tribution than in income growth. But will
they vote in droves or in dribbles, éxcited
by Mr. Carter or suspicious of him and his
intentions, as at least many black leaders
seem to be?

So tar, Mr. Carter appears to have
welded together this old Roosevelt coalition
by his sheer lack of credibility. Conserva-

tives in the party don't seem to believe -

Jimmy Carter “will
never tell you a lie,” but a
good part of his support is
coming from people who
don’t exactly believe what
he says.

transportation,

him when he comes on like a liberal. And
the party’s liberals have been persuading
themselves that he's just playing politics
when he comes on like a conservative.

The vast numbers of Democratic con-
servatives, who chose Richard Nixon over
George McGovern in 1972, watch Mr.
Carter sign up for McGovernlike tax and
spending proposals a la Humphrey-Hawk-
ins, national health insurance, Pentagon
cutbacks, etc.. but assume his heart isn't
in it and that he'll find a way to avoid
them after inauguration.

They have every reason to feel this
way. Mr. Carter is always fervid, but he is
perfervid when he announces without
prodding that he stands foursquare for a
balanced budget, and says he believes *‘in
the free enterprise system with a mini--
mum of government regulation.’”” He ha.
rangues against ‘the bloated bureaucracy,"
doesn't he? And he aims to create jobs in
the private sector. opposing the idea of the
government being the employer of last re-
sort. And look., Republicans, he has repeat-
edly said he wants to end the double taxing
of corporate income. a grand idea that
gags the liberal establishment and is ap-
plauded by Ronald Reagan.

The liberals, though. have so far found :

a way of ignoring all this, or winking at it.
Remember FDR? He was for a balanced
budget in his 1932 campaign and turned
around after his election. Jimmy's doing
the Roosevelt bit, eh? With the budget $60
billion in the red. Mr. Carter promises in-
creased spending tor education, health, the
cities, revenue sharing, weltare, housing.
Social Security. private
sector jobs for the needy subsidized by the
federal taxpayer, and solar energy. When
anyone asks Mr. Carter how all this red
ink adds up to a balanced budget and less
government, as Lawrence Spivak did on
Meet The Press last Sunday. Mr. Carter
blandly assures us that he has ‘an
‘‘econometric model’’ figuring it all out.

To the degree the liberals are still nerv-
ous about Mr. Carter’s heart of hearts, and
the awful possibility that he may turn out’
to be a little-egg President, there's always
the consolation that Mr. Carter {8 undenia-
bly an ambitious man of the first order,
who ‘‘clearly wants not only to be a good
President, but to be remembered as a
great one, if elected,”” as Charles Mohr of
The New York Times observed the other
day. ‘‘That will probably require an activ-
ist, aggressive and innovative legislative
program. Even it the rhetoric remains

caretul and mlddle-ot-theroad the direc-l
tion may be leftward.” Of course, there‘
are other views of what constitutes a great|
President than Mr. Mohr's. There are also|
those. who will remember Mr. Carter as
great only if he does not have an active.|
aggressive, innovative, leftward legislative:
program. Certainly not another Great Soci-‘
ety, which established Lyndon Johnson as
a great President? Didn’t it? !
The Religion Problem !
For a while, the biggest problem the |
Eastern liberals had with Mr. Carter was
his religion. They were beside themselves |
worrying about his fundamentalist belief in
a Baptist God. But once they began to real- |

" ize they'd have to take it or leave it Lheyf

worked out rationales to accept it.!

“Anyway,” writes Eliot Fremont-Smith in
The Village Voice, “'if he's really been vorn
again, he won't have to be palsy-walsy
with Billy Graham, which is a relief.” And'
once William V. Shanhon of the Times,
pointed out that anyone who quotes Rein-
hold Niebuhr and Dylan Thomas can’t be
all bad, .the liberals quieted down on’
“‘religiosity,”” taking Mr. Carter’'s evangel-
ism with a grain of salt. If he had managed

to quote, say, Norman Mailer in his accep-

tance speech last night, the intelligentsia
might have granted him a plenary indulg-
ence.

In the same way, the party's unilateral.
disarmers read between the lines of his|
foreign policy pronouncements and give!
Mr. Carter a hopeful seal of approval. The;
Georgian says he never would have used
the Nixonian bargaining-chip strategy to
get an arms agreement with the Russians..
The liberals, who hated the strategy but
loved the agreement, like what Mr. Carter
says. But the Scoop Jackson wing reads

~the same Carter speeches and interviews,

takes heart from his schooling under Admi-
ral Rickover and his expressed desire to
build up the Navy to counter the Russkies,
plus ‘the fact that Mr. Carter was not
*'right from the start” on Vietnam, and
they too give him a tentative seal of ap-
proval. The hardliners simply don’t believe
Mr. Carter is as soft as he lets on.

As masterfully crafted as it is, the prob-
lem with this kind of coalition is that
everyone can’'t be right, and the more
credible-Mr. Carter becomes, the more he
must weaken some element of his unified
support. His support is truly very broad
and very shallow, which is a lot better than
being very narrow and deep, and he’ll try
for as long as he can to paper over the in-
ternal contradictions of his coalition with
his exquisitely vague rhetoric. But it's a

_long time between now and November.

Ot course his Republican opponent will
be trying to pick him apart. The best way

Democratic conservatives really be-
aF really believing he's a conservalive.

r, Carter may be so extraordinary & poli-
tician that he'll figure a way to finesse this
kind of strategy. But if he can't, the Demo-
crats might find themselves having the
traditional intramural ideological brawl
they avoided this week in New York City
somewhere down the homestretch of the
presidential campaign.

Mr. Wanniski is an associate cditor of
the Journal. .
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Ohio was a key state

How Carter won conﬂdence of Jewish voters

. By John Dillin
Staff correspondent of The Christian Science Monitor

Atlanta

Jimmy Carter’s top advisers were concerned. With Henry
Jackson out of the presidential race, they had hoped to get a
big portion of the Jewish vote. But the latest primary results
were shocking.

In Maryland, Mr. Carter lost the Jewish vote to Gov. Ed-
mund G. Brown Jr. by at least 4to 1.

Michigan was just as bad. Rep. Morris K. Udall drubbed Mr.
Carter among Jewish voters by as much as 5 to 1.

The all-important Ohio and New Jersey primaries were
~coming up. And the Jewish vote could make a difference in a
tight race. In-Ohio, Jewish voters comprised, for example, 7
percent of the Democratic electorate.

The Carter braintrust went to work. It pinpointed two rea-
sons that Jewish voters were steering clear of this Southern
Baptist who speaks so warmly of his religion.

First, Mr. Carter was still an unknown. He had been a
Southern governor, and most Jews were in the North. There
was no long-term Washington record for them to use as refer-
ence.

Secondly, Mr. Carter’s description of himself as a ‘“born
again” Christian caused concern and puzzlement. Could it
mean he would be anti-Jewish?

Three of Mr. Carter’s eight top advisers are Jewish. With
their help — and the help of others in the Atlanta Jewish com-
munity — the Carter team swung into action. -

Letter drafted

A letter, carefully drafted to show Mr. Carter’s concern for

ewish causes, was taken to an -Israeli bond meeting, where

the signature of 30 prominent Atlanta Jews were gathered in
_about two hours.

-Some 15,000 copies of the letter were sent to- Jewnsh voters
in New Jersey, another 10,000 to Jewish voters in Ohio.

A packet of articles deahng with Mr. Carter’s positions on
the Middle East were sent along with the letters to every rabbi

y in the two primary states.

Leading Atlanta Jews, including rabbis and presidents 6f
congregations, were recruited to call Jewisli leaders in Ohlo
and New Jersey.

"Mr. Carter himself went before a Jewish group in New Jer-

4+ sey to reiterate-his unwaivering support for Israel.

N1 ARIEIEIN 4

In each case, Jews were assured that Carter support for Is-
rael and other important Jewish causes has been a matter of
record. "

On April,1, he told an audience: “‘A lasting peace must be
based on the absolute assurance of Israel’s survival and secu-
rity. I would never yield on that point.”

He calls Israel's survival a ‘‘significant moral principle for
the people of the United States. We share democracy in a time
when few nations are free. We both enjoy a free press and
freedom of expression.” .

Mr. Carter points out that the United States was the first na-
‘tion to recognize Isreal diplomatically — 12 minutes after the
state was founded. Harry Truman was president then — and
Mr. Truman was riot only a Baptist, but he was also Mr. Car-
ter's favorite president. ’

A Biblica prophecy

Carter aides explain, too, that their candidate feels deeply
‘that the founding of Israel represents a fulfillment of Biblical

_ would seek to deny them shipments of U.S.

prophecy His support goes beyond political expediency or phi-
losophy — it is an expression of his religious beliefs, they say.

The letter that went to Jewish leaders noted:

“Governor Carter believes that the United States . . . should
never attempt to force Israel to give up the Golan Heights to
Syria; should never require Israel to return. East Jerusalem
and the Jewish and Christian holy places; should not recognize
the PLO and other terrorist groups which refuse to recognize
Israel’s right to exist. .. ."”

If the Arab nations impose another oil embargo, Mr. Carter
“food. weapons.
spare parts for weapons, oil drilling rigs, or' oil pipes.”

The drive for the Jewish vote was a success. In the Ohiopri-
mary, for instance, Mr. Carter nearly caught Mr. Udall among
Jewish voters, and he far outpaced Sen. Frank Church.

His Ohio triumph triggered endorsements that appear to
have assured Mr. Carter the Democratxc presidential nomi-
nation.

‘Argentine violence 'spreadihg

Underground civil war escalates,

By James Nelson Goodsell
Latin America correspondent of The Christian Science Monitor

A vicious underground civil war, wracking Argentina for the

" past seven years, has escalated and intensified since the mili- .

tary took power nearly three months ago.

Twice as many people have been killed in the struggle dur-
ing this recent period as were Kkilled in the first three months
of the year. In all; there have been 500 victims since Jan. 1.

In recent days, the violence has spread,. enveloping Boli-
vians, Chileans, and Uruguayans, as well as Argentinians. And
right-wing térrorists: are openly threatening Latin Americans
living in‘Argentine exil
- Last weekend, for example 25 exiles were forced from their
hotels in Buenos Aires by gunmen who broke into their rooms
and held them - overmght All were beaten and some tortured

nafte

1inhnaletarare

|

intensifies during last 3 months

during the incident — and were released after they had prom-
ised to leave Argentina.

United Nations officials in Argentina expressed concern this.
week a rightist campaign to intimidate an estimated 11.000
Latin American refiigees in Argentina may be developing.
They cite last weekend’s incident, as well as the abduction and -
murder of ywo former Uruguayan legislators and former Boli-

- vian President Juan José Torres Gonzélez.

Meanwhile, there are a number of allegations of police and
military repression being circulated. Amnesty International. a
private international group looking at hiuman: nghts issues, has
made some of the charges.

At the same time, in neighbering Uruguay,.similar charges
have been leveled against that country’s police and military.

David Anable, Monitor UN correspondent, reports from New
York the United States Congress has taken ‘a hesitant. initial
step to counter political repression in Latin America as a
House appropriations committee voted to cut off all mlhlax\
accictance tn Irmonhav
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 8, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: MAX FRIEDERSDORF M . 6 ‘

Congressman Bernie Sisk (D-Calif.) resigned yesterday from
Jimmy Carter's Agricultural Committee in California,
according to Hyde Murray.

Congressman Sisk issued a very strong blast at Carter and
accused him of taking at least three different positions on
Proposition 14, a state referendum issue in California this
year pertaining to the rights of farm workers.

Proposition 14 is being pushed by Cesar Chaves, Senators
Cranston and Tunney, and other liberals in California. It is
being opposed by California farmers.

Before Sisk agreed to go on Carter's Agricultural Committee
he was given a commitment by Carter to remain neutral on
Proposition 14.

However, when Carter visited California he joined forces with
Cranston and Tunney and endorsed Proposition 14, thus touching
off the Sisk resignation and blast.

Hyde Murray said there were also press reports that Congress-

man Tom Foley (D-Wash.), Chairman of the House Agriculture
Committee, and Congressman Bob Bergland (D-Minn.) have criticized
Carter's flip flop.

Hyde believes that this episode has implications outside of
California with respect to both Carter's credibility and also
his relationship with the nationwide farm vote.

Hyde Murray thinks that this instance could be sighted in the
debates as another example of Carter's wishy-washy positions

on the issues and also presents the opportunity for the President
to tell the farm voters that they can depend on what the President
tells them and not expect him to constantly change positions
depending on his audiences.




-2-

Hyde Murray is sending me specific details and clippings con-
cerning Sisk's resignation.
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THE WHITE HOUSE /) y{

WASHINGTON

October 5, 1976 W \J’)

MEMORANDUM FOR: JACK MARSH

FROM: MILT MITLER w

Jack, attached are the Carter quotes reference the
National Guard and Reserve. He made statements on the
subject both on the 27th of July and on the 28th. There
is some difference in the two statements.

I'll be available to Mike Duval, should he need me for
further elaboration or information.

Attachment




PLAINS, GA - JULY 27, 1976

On the question of the Armed Forces Reserves, including
State National Guard Units, Carter said, "Their readiness
for combat is doubtful, their weaponry is poor and they
are quite often shot through with politics.

"T don't believe you'll ever have a President who is
politically strong enough to run over a governor or to run over
governors and institute changes unilaterally from Washington".

"One of the things that is obvious to me is that the Reserve
Forces, say in a state, quite often are shot through with
politics - promotion procedures, quality of training; it is
heavily protected by Governors and Adjutants General and
other leaders in the National Guard from encroachment of
influence from Washington".

"But, " he emphasized, that, "he and his advisors agreed that
a coordinated effort between Washington and the States must
be made to improve the quality and the coordination of the
military reserves".

When asked if that meant drastic changes, he replied, "I would
guess that is true".

JULY 28, 1976

The Former Georgia Governor was more definite in another sub-
ject, saying, "The military Reserve Forces were inadequately
trained and quite often are shot through with politics. He
stated it would be a major objective of his Presidency to work
with the governors to devise a plan to reform the Guard and
the Reserves. This cooperative approach would circumvent
their political opposition. Among the deficiencies of the
Reserve Forces," he said, "were insufficient combat readiness
because of training and equipment deficiencies and the lack
of clearly defined responsibilities. He called for a much
tighter inter-relationship, much greater sharing of responsi-
bility with the active armed forces".






