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CARTER: THE SHAPE OF A NEW ADMINISTRATION

_ With Georgia mafia aides freely saying that they'll be expediters and
appointmentmakers, not policymakers, in a Carter administration, so that
decis'ion-making will flow back out to the departments, there's growing interest
-— and as yet only sketchy information -- on who might be riding herd on that
departmental policymaking. Here is what's being said in various media, espe-
cially in states where prominent Carter supporters may have job leverage.

Foreign Affairs: Lots of talk about Zbigniew Brzezinski or George
Ball becoming Secretary of State, less attention to the multinational economics
of it. . .Brzezinski's Trilateral Commission (through which he nurtured his
Carter connection) is partly a vehicle for multinational corporation chiefs led
by David Rockefeller of the Chase Manhattan, but also including top officers of
Coca-Cola, Bendix, Deere, Texas Instruments, Exxon, Caterpillar, Hewlett-Packard
and Sears Roebuck, as well as a half dozen leading banks and investment houses.
Ball is a partner of Lehman Brothers (and Ball is also a Trilateral Commission
board member). Both Brzezinski and another Trilateral associate close to Car-
ter's organization -- Columbia Prof. Richard Gardner -- have written on the need
for a foreign policy that transcends strictly national interests and takes a
broader view. Bear in mind that the broader view of the Trilateral Commission is
generally friendly to multinational corporations. This fits very well with
Carter's multinational tax credit assurance to a July 22 metting of top business-
men. Also, Yale Prof. Richard Cooper, mentioned as Undersecretary of State Econo-i
mic Affairs, is a director of banking and insurance companies, and of the
Rockefeller Brothers Fund.

Interior: Carter has primary campaign-period obligations to Texas and
Oklahoma party leaders, and although Louisiana Governor Edwin Edwards doubts
Carter on oil and gas policy, Texas—Oklahoma politicos are more optimistic. The
Houston Chronicle reports (7/11) that Oklahoma Gov. David Boren, who will head
Carter's energy policy task force, is 'viewed as a prospect for Secretary of the
Interior." Oklahoma papers say the same thing. Per task force policy, the mag-
nitude of the long-term effort envisioned by Boren "is reflected in his proposal
that capital investment in energy research and development needs be increased $1
trillion over the next quarter century."

Agriculture: After earlier rumors that Carter farm policy adviser P.R.
Smith, cottongrowing Vice President of the Georgia Farm Bureau, might be the
next Agriculture Secretary, strong pressure has grown up for a Midwest secreta
One longshot possibility is Robert J. "Pud" Williams, Illinois state director
Agriculture and chairman of Carter's farm effort in the 12-state Midwest regio
Meanwhile, the Lincoln (Nebraska) Star of July 11 reports that Nebraska Gov. J.
Exon, expected to be a Senate candidate in 1978, is also being touted for Sec-
retary of Agriculture. Exon says fellow governors are pushing him for it, and
"if Jimmy Carter is elected President and wants to talk to me about it, I would
have thorough personal discussions with him," He adds, "I've been the man carry-
ing the ball on agricultural policy at the governors' conferences.'" Overall, Exon
says the next secretary should be a politician from the Midwest rather than
someone who represents agribusiness or agricultural institutions. Exon also
mentioned former North Dakota governor William Guy (D). Meanwhile, there is no
doubt that Carter is doing very well with the farm vote. Southern farmers are
giving him landslide backing, and even among normally Republican Illinois farm-
ers, Ford leads Carter by only 35.6% to 32.67% per a Prairie Farmer magazine poll
(Chicago Tribune, July 19).

Housing and Urban Development: Quite a few possibilities. Harvard
law professor Charles Haar, a planning expert who heads Carter's task force, was




an assistant HUD secretary in the Sixties and could come back. Carter himself
is big on planning, having chaired several southwest Georgia planning commis-
sions. Another HUD Secretarial possibility 1s Pittsburgh Mayor Pete Flaherty
who, like Oklahoman Boren, was one of Carter's earliest supporters. Flaherty is
thought likely to seek a Washington job in preparation for his 1978 gubernatoria]
bid, and the Pittsburgh Press (7/11) says many "have suggested the Mayor could
qualify as a cabinet officer or urban-affairs coordinator" but the Press adds
that Flaherty is also an expert on bureaucratic house cleaning and agency-reduc-
tion and might serve "in some special capacity as a payroll-reduction expert."
Another possibility. . .Louisville Mayor Harvey Sloane. The Louisville Courier-
Journal (7/11) notes that Sloane, whose term will expire next year, ''was among
the very few prominent national Democrats who endorsed Carter before the first
primary. . .Sloane has also been instrumental in helping Carter with his health.
and urban affairs campaign planks." But the paper notes that few Kentucky party
people think Carter would offer Sloane a cabinet job, and that he might not
accept a sub-cabinet slot (presumably Undersecretary of HUD or HEW).

Transportation: Another possibility for Pittsburgher Flaherty. Bert
Lance, the Atlanta National Bank President who's a key Carter Fundraiser and
served as Carter's Georgia Transportation Commissioner (1971-73), worked closely
with Flaherty in the Pennsylvania primary. Lance himself is not expected to
seek the job, and neither is transportation task force head Alan Boyd, a former
Transportation Secretary.

Health, Education and Welfare: University of North Carolina President,
William Friday, whose name has been mentioned, puts down the report in response
to home state media. Another possibility. . .United Auto Workers chief Leonard
Woodcock. This from the Detroit Free Press (7/11): '"Woodcock also said that if
Carter is elected, he wants a position in the new administration. The UAW
President mentioned that he has heard speculation that he is being considered
for two cabinet posts -~ Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare or Secretary
of State -- but said he has not sought either specifically. Both Carter and
Mondale are very close to the National Education Association, and can be expected
to support their goals as well as push for a separate Education Department.
Mondale's brother Mort, a past president of the Minnesota NEA, i$ currently an
NEA staff member in Minnesota. As for health, one Carter advisor is already play-
ing a double role. Mary King, Carter health task force coordinator, is president]
of Mary King Associates, a health management firm seeking federal contracts.

Labor: The new "Labor Coalition" of liberal unions has displaced
George Meany's AFL-CIO regulars as the labor force having the ear of the pre-
sumed throne, even though Meany forces were able to block selection of Machinists
Union official Bill Holayter as Carter campaign labor liaison (see detailed
articles in 7/13 Detroit Free Press and 7/15 Los Angeles Times). This new group,
prinicipally consisting of the UAW, the 0il, Chemical and Atomic Workers, the
American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees, the National
Education Association, the Communication Workers, the Machinists and the United
Mine Workers, is expected to have a major say in selecting both the Labor Sec-
retary and the HEW Secretary. Also, look for the top political operatives of
the coalition -- William Dodds of the- UAW, Michael Miller of the Communications
Workers, Bernie Aronson of the Mine Workers, William Welsh of the Municipal
Employees, Holayter of the Machinists and Terry Herndon of the Teachers -- to
play a key role in November elections coordination as they did in the spring
primaries (eventually mostly on behalf of Carter).

Commerce: Nothing much yet. Alan Boyd's name is mentioned, but the
job is seen more likely to go to an Establishment-type businessman.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

& - v
You asked for a memo, and
here's an essay. 1It's a wonder
I didn't wind up with my
autobiography. But I hope these

ramblings are enlightening to
the Westside Yankees.




CARTER AND THE SOLID SOUTH

The question as to whether Jimmy Carter will sweep the
South is tied up in whether emotional symbols are more power-
ful than changing economic and social realities.

To the extent that Southerners still feel an apartness
from the rest of the Nation, based on feelings of both pride
and inferiority, to that extent, Jimmy Carter from Georgia
has a definite emotional pull.

The strange mixture of inferior and superior feelings
that most Southerners, my generation included, inherited
still influences our perceptions of America. As recently
as the late 60's, Southerners often felt like foreigners in
other parts of the Nation. Not only were we usually treated
as bigots, we also felt keenly the lackluster reputation of
our educational systems, the lack of cultural advantages and
the hostility of other Americans to our folkways and our accents.
(Sally Quinn last week described Miss Lillian's accent as
"exquisite." The Eastern press has not always been so flatter-
ing.) This type of emotional reaction that certainly influenced
Lyndon Johnson all of his life has been mitigated by rapid
changes in Southern society and National attitudes about the
South.

Southerners usually have a love-hate relationship with
their region. It is probably not unlike the feelings of any
group of Americans with a strong cultural identification. Even
in trying to analyze the South, my own feelings became a mixture
of homesickness and defensiveness. The social structures I
love the most are those I wanted to escape, and perhaps that
sums up the power of Carter's use of Southern myths.

Carter is playing upon two essentially conflicting myths---
the "good ole boy" rural South and the "black and white together"
new South. (Journalists have discovered a "new" South with the
regularity of the changing seasons since World War II.)

Plains, Georgia is not the South

Plains, Georgia is not the South any more than Grand Rapids,
Michigan is the North. The small Southern town is exactly
what many Southerners happily escaped. Because of the narrowness
of religions, these towns are very confining with rigid social
rules and limited educational opportunities. (Rosalynn Carter
did not want to leave the Navy and go back.)



The affectations of the "good ole boy" are enjoyed most
by those Southerners now living in air-conditioned suburban
comfort. Being "down home"” in the rootless suburbs of
Atlanta, Memphis or Dallas gives a sense of identity, and
perhaps beer-drinking brother Billy Carter makes citified
and genuine rednecks feel good. Why Americans who ran away
from small towns to the cities love the "idea®” of a small
town may be of more sociological than political significance,
but it is obviously part of Carter's interpretation of how to
play the American mood. It may well be an interpretation
with limited appeal in those traditional Democratic industrial
strongholds where voters probably have seen such towns only
on television.

(I did note a very high percentage of the citified rednecks
(Jaycees in double-knit suit types) among Reagan's leaders in

West Tennessee.)

"The 'New' South of Black and White Together"

As both creator and victim of myths, perhaps the South has
more of them about race relations.

The race problem often has been the central political and
emotional fact of Southern life. Southerners, primarily whites,
have long tried to romanticize the character of black-white
relationships. With the demise of the civil rights movement
some blacks have joined this effort.

Just as the South was not as grim a place for blacks as it
was pictured in the 50's and 60's, so today it is not as good
and cheerful as depicted. Southern schools are statistically
more desegregated than schools in other parts of the country.
The ugly symbols of segregation---separate bathrooms, water
fountains and "white only" signs---are gone, but social segre-
gation in neighborhoods, churches and most private events is
still a reality.

Most of the important changes in the South resulted from
improved economic conditions and a surface degree of racial
tolerance. I believe the two factors are intertwined. When
most white leaders finally realized the stigma of segregation
and racial injustice retarded economic progress, then the out-
side pressures from the media and the Federal government helped
produce change.




The media often traffics in outdated myths. While the
picture of "Daddy" King and Jimmy Carter singing "We Shall
Overcome" has great emotional appeal to most blacks and
liberals, especially those from the South, it is a warped
picture.

The King church in Atlanta is just as segregated as Carter's
church in Plains. While black ministers from the Baptist Church
(a different brand of Baptists from their white counterparts
in the Southern Baptist Church) and other all-black denomina-
tions were active in the civil rights movement, very few Funda-
mentalists marched along. The "We Shall Overcome" Christianity
of the liberal ministry never significantly touched existing
religious organizations. Churches in the South are rarely
integrated.

Blacks and whites together may sound good to ease the
memories of a legally segregated society, but Southerners know
better. Muted racial animosities remain, but a carefully
nurtured indifference---a feeling of live and let live---pre-
vails as long as the economy is good and Federal intervention
is at a minimum.

The irony of Carter's wedding of two such disparate myths
is that much of the racial hatred that is still voiced is
between blacks and rural and upwardly mobile rednecks. (It is
very instructive to look at the Southern states with the highest
percentage of blacks to see where this conflict is the strongest.)

Southern liberals, of which I count myself one on the race
issue, have "mea culpaed" themselves to death for so long that
few, if any, want to think the strains of civil rights music
in Madison Square Garden is based on limited and distorted
realities of the South in 1976---or the Nation, for that matter.

The "Tara" Mentality

The South of plantations and a "gracious" way of life, which
existed only for a few, is a myth with an appeal totally out of
proportion to its relationship to modern life. Today the
appeal probably comes from its racism overtone and from the
threat that change still represents to many Southerners. This
myth is an absolute contradiction to the two Carter uses, and
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for those Southernerxrs who find Plains tacky and the Kings dis-
gusting, this myth is their favorite.

In analyzing whether Carter will sweep the South automati-
cally, the warring character of these myths should be taken
into account. 1It's going to be quite a juggling act to pull
together the rednecks, the liberals and the would-be aristo-
crats under one umbrella of "The South Will Rise Again."

The Real New South--Money and Air-Conditioning

Prosperity has done more to bring the South into the Union
than Sherman did. The links between the rise of Republicanism
in the South and the economy are very strong ones. To be sure,
Republicans offered a more conservative philosophy at a time
when the National Democrats were moving left on such critical
issues in the South as local control, the peace movement and
social involvement. It was, however, also important that more
and more Southerners had enough money to start thinking
Republican.

There are two significant problems that have already damaged
Republican inroads in the South. State-wide GOP organizations,
where they have any strength, are generally linked to persona-
lities, and in very few areas have Republicans managed to build
the kind of county organizations that survive and prosper regard-
less of the candidate.

The other detrimental impact came from the Agnew resignation
and Watergate. Many of the Republicans who built the party in
the lean years of the 1950's and early 60's were personally
wounded by the Agnew revelations, and then hit a second blow by
Watergate.

Agnew's genuine popularity in the South produced much bitter-
ness after his resignation. The results of the combination have
left some experienced party leaders without much stomach for
another Presidential effort. Watergate may help Carter more in
some areas of the South than his appeal to regionalism.

I believe it would be a mistake to write off the South
entirely, because Southerners may vote their pocketbooks and
conservatism more than their regional pride.
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In looking at ways to beat Carter in the South, it should
be remembered that Walter Mondale represents and was one of
those "Yankees" who preached against the bigoted and backward
South. What some Southerners viewed as "heroes," others thought
of as "outside agitators." And not all of those who disliked
those who preached at the South were racists, some of us just

thought the rest of the country should get its own house in
order.

Two other areas of Carter's Southern background also have
potential political implications: his religion and the media's
reaction to the South.




CARTER AND THE SOUTHERN BAPTIST CHURCH

As one of the fastest-growing, if not the fastest-growing,
Protestant denomination in the country, the Southern Baptist
surge could be very critical in areas other than the old South.
Only in-depth polling can determine the emotional pull of
Carter's religion on members of his own faith, but the strength
of the religious tie could be crucial in Texas, the Sunbelt
States and Southern California.

Witnessing or publicly testifying to one's faith is a very
important tenet of the Southern Baptists. Given this, Carter's
open testimony must have great appeal to his fellow Southern
Baptists and perhaps to other Baptists and Fundamentalists
as well.

It could be very important to know how involved Southern
Baptists may be in a Carter campaign. Many large Baptists
churches, as part of their evangelical efforts, have sophisti-
cated broadcast facilities. Often Baptist churches are very
politically involved in anti-liquor and anti-pornography cam-
paigns. (Liquor is to Baptists what abortion is to Catholics.)

In the 1960 Presidential campaign, Baptist and other Funda-
mentalist ministers preached against John Kennedy's election.
Special tracts, warning against the Catholic menace in govern-
ment, were distributed at church services. Anti-Catholicism is
generally more theological than personal, since many areas of
the South have few, if any, Catholics, but it remains today
part of Fundamentalists teachings.

The Fundamentalists denominations are part of the Protestant
Restoration movement. The Restoration contrasts with the Reforma-
tion, which produced the Lutherans, Methodists and Presbyterians
among others. The Fundamentalist churches built their theology
on claims of having restored New Testament Christianity, instead
of reforming the Catholic tradition. This distinction accounts
for the anti-ecumenical spirit of the Fundamentalists.

Even mainstream Protestant denominations are more conserva-—

tive in the South. For example, the two main branches of the
Presbyterian Churches have not totally reunited after the




Civil War split. The Pentacostal movement, which has affected
most forms of Christianity, has given strong impetus to con-
servatives in Southern churches, who want old-fashioned theology,
not social work.

Southern churches also function as social centers, and this
function has a strong relationship to class structures. Southern
Baptists are generally, but not always, strongly middle class
and the roots are rural. Although the Southern Baptists like
the Churches of Christ are organized on a congregational basis,
the Southern Baptist Convention provides a central vehicle for
coordination of evangelical efforts.

It may well be that the negative impact of Carter's born-
again Christianity on Jews, ethnic Catholics and those Americans
without religious ties will offset whatever pluses his religion
has for those of his own faith or middle-aged Americans, dismayed
with modern morality. Nevertheless, it is an emotional element
in this campaign that deserves exploration, all the more so
because it appeals to precisely the strongest groups of those
who vote, the middle-aged.




CARTER AND THE MEDIA

Carther's use of the Southern mystique may be as impor-
tant in terms of the media as it is to Southerners. The South
with its many legends, some inherited and others manufactured,
makes good copy, and the abundance of colorful characters,
real or pretend, makes interesting film.

The civil rights movement influenced a generation of journa-
lists, who still fondly remember the emotional highs of those
days. In the years between Little Rock in 1956 and King's
assassination in 1968, a surprising number of television and
print reporters, now on the National scene, got their first
big breaks. (Chancellor, Doug Kiker, Charles Quinn are among
many NBC reporters who covered civil rights. Tom Brokaw and
Don Oliver both got their starts at WSB in Atlanta. Tom
Jarriel moved to the White House as a result of his coverage
of the South. Jim Squires, the Chicago Tribune Bureau Chief;
Bill Kovich, The New York Times Bureau; Fred Graham, CBS; and
David Halberstam are all products of John Seigenthaler's
Nashville Tennessean. Moyers and Cronkite are also Texans.)

| ST

It may sound strange, but the camaraderie of those days was
not unlike that of wartime. There was some danger and much
excitement. Many reporters are crusaders at heart, and the
civil rights movement was a crusade with media-created heroes
and villians. Never mind that many stories never came close
to understanding the emotions of blacks and whites in the South,
the reporters enjoyed those years. I covered the waning days
of the movement and King's death, and despite the agonies I felt
as a local reporter who lived in Memphis, the "fox-hole" menta-
lity made it all seem strangely exhilerating.

I believe these experiences are going to leave many of
these reporters with an extra vulnerability to Carter's version
of the New South. They are going to want to believe and promote
Carter's hoke. It may, of course, backfire if the rest of the
country gets bored to death with hearing about the South, but
the return of the networks and the National reporters certainly
will be enjoyed as revenge by those Southerners, who endured
the first invasion with gritted teeth.
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! CONCLUSION

Here are some questions from this personal look at the South:

*How Southern do Southerners feel? Is regional pride and
regional defensiveness stronger than new economic realities
and conservative politics?

*How much will Watergate and Agnew resignation hurt in those
areas of the South where Republicans gained politically
in past decade?

*How much influence will religion have on voters? Will Southern
Baptists be motivated to vote their religion instead of their

pocketbooks? How afraid are Catholics of Carter's religion?

*How much validity do the Carter myths about the South have for
the rest of the Nation?

*How much will the media help sell Carter's Southern mystique?
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Jimmy Carter

'U.S. Econo

Jimmy Carter recently paused in
his pursuit of the Democratic nomi-
nation for President to discuss some
questions of particular concern to
business. A. James Reichley, a mem-
ber of FORTUNE's board of editors,
and associate editor Ann Hengsten-
berg conducted the interview with
the former Georgia governor.

Governor, what would you do to deal
with inflation in the economy?

I would proceed aggressively, with the
first emphasis on jobs. My economic ad-
visers and I agree that until you get the
unemployment rate down below 5 per-
cent, there’s no real danger of escalating
inflationary pressures. I would also fa-
vor additional money supply, carefully
controlled, but I think a little more than
we’ve had in the past two years.

Would you resort to wage and price §

controls under any circumstances?

I would like to have standby wage and
price control authority that could be
used for a limited period of time, but I
doubt that I would ever use it. I know
that Arthur Burns has advocated that
this authority be permitted for a period
of forty-five days. This would permit the
President, or his surrogates, to try to
reach an accommodation with manage-
ment and labor to hold down peremptory
increases in wages or prices. But I would
not favor mandatory or permanent wage
and price controls. My philosophic com-
mitment is to a freer economy.

How far do you .think you can get in- |

flation down?

I don’t see any reason why the perma-
nent level of inflation can’t be as low as
2 or 3 percent. If we get down below 4
percent unemployment, you would have
very high inflationary pressures as you

Fortune Magazine, May - (excerpted)

(con't)
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my and Business

tried to reach lower and lower levels of
unemployment. I think that most anal-
yses have shown that if you reached a
level of, say, 3 percent unemployment
through government or private-sector
efforts, the inflation rate would prob-
ably rise above 10 percent.

How would ybu go about the creation
of more jobs?

In the first place, contrasted with
some of my opponents, I would consider
the private sector the primary supplier
of jobs. I hope that everything the gov-
ernment does will be oriented to mag-
nify the influence of taxpayers’ money
by providing more jobs in the private
sector. For instance, we should allocate
research and development funds to the
industries that are inevitably going to
arise in the future. One example would

be solar energy, where a small invest- /
ment in research and development mon -y
ey can result in a very rapid increase in;}‘,
\\:i‘) -

no increase in the services to our people.
L

Do you think we need more planning
in the overall economy?

I don’t like the prospect of government
planning that would be binding on pri-
vate industry; but my own experience in
government is that planning ought to
initiate at the executive level, with the
President and his office, or with the gov-

ernor of a state. Secondly, the goals and
policies established ought to be publicly
divulged. And they ought to be con-
stantly amended as goals are reached or
priorities are changed so that the pri-
vate sector—business, industry, agricul-
ture, and so forth—can cooperate with
the government in the evolution of their
own long-range plans. I don’t favor gov-
ernment domination of private industry
with government plans.

_ . What should be the approzimate bal-

ance between government and private

shares of the G.N.P.?

Ele ction: ' News
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/ Emgmc of Jimmy|Carter/is pushn;\\ <
the Jewish vote to President Ford

" been criticized by some Jewish leaders,

WASHINGTON — President Ford’s
prospects for scoring well this November
among American - Jewish voters im-
proved last week, even ‘as Ford was
threatening to veto increased aid for
Israel. The reason was the heightened
likelihood that JlmmyeCarter will be hxs
Democratic opponent. =

Ford’s record on the Middle East has

but Carter’s is unknown and the former
Georgia governor's open Christian fervor
is said to make some Jews nervous.

White House aides and top leaders of £
the organized Jewish community said |
that, against Carter, Ford could: now
aspire to match the 38 percent Jewish/
support achieved by former Presxdenty
Richard M. Nixon in 1972;-a record for at
Republican in recent history. t

Ford was given little or no chance of
achieving such levels against Sen. Henry
M. Jackson {D-Wash.), whose candidacy
all but collapsed last week in Penn-
sylvania, or against ,Sen. Hubert H.
Humphrey (D. Minn.), who said he would
not run in any primaries.

Jacksen and Humphrey are regarded.
as two of the strongest friends Israel has
in U.S. politics. At one time Ford was
too, but things have changed among
some observers.

As the pro-Israeli newsletter Near
East Report noted last week, Ford en-
tered the White House “with an im-
pressive record of support for Israel
during his 24 years in the Congress.

/'\
{
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“Since taking office, however, he has
sought to combine this tradi. ‘nal support
for Israel with an effort to increase U.S.
influence in the Arab world, especially
Egypt and Saudi Arabia.”

Both White House aides and influential

States might. negotiate with the

- decision to institute arms sales to Egypt;
criticism at the United Nations of Israeli

Wl

\

Jews acknowledged that the two—phase

‘U.S. policy has led to a series of “shocks”,

from the administration — the 1975
“reassessment” after-Sec. of State Henry,
A. Kissinger failed to achieve a Sinai
settlement; implications that the United

Palestine Liberation Organization; the

settlement policy in occupied Arab lands
and the threat to veto efforts to add $550
million in aid to: Israel this year.

Ford has endeavored t6 explain his
positions to American Jewish leaders
directly, and has achieved some success.

In March he met with 12 presidents of
major Jewish organizations, ' assuring
them that his position on Israel’s survival
was exactly as it has been for 25 years,
and asking the leaders to have confidence
that his commitment was fundamental.

. One. of the leaders said, “Overall,
President Ford's record on Jewish issues
had been good. We realize he has added
responsibilities as President that he
didn’t have as House minority leader.
Much of my view is colored by the kind of
person he is, by his sympathy, sincerity
and warmth.” . . -

At the White House, Ford's liaison |
officer with the American Jewish
community is David Lissay, a Domestic |
Ceouncil aide IormerIy active in Jewish |
organizations in Philadelphia. Lissay !
took over from Dr. Robert Goldwin, |
although Goldwin continues to attend |
important meetings on Jewish affairs. At
Ford's campaign committee, the person |
in charge of Jewish voters is Detroit |
financier Max Fisher. -

Fisher reportedly has been advising |
Ford for months that he could run!

[Continued on page-47] “‘
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In the swirl of. differing
7opinionsron Jimmy Carter,
there is agreement ‘on one
thing: what the former
Georgia, ‘governor has
achieved in the presidential
politics ‘of 1976 he has
largely achieved himself.

It is, in fact, the man’s
independence of traditional

I
l

alliances-with political lead- |

ers, and the absence of any
card-carrying “Svengalis
around him-—no . Fred Dut-
ton (Robert F.: Kennedy’s
1968 presidential campaign
manager),’ no Mark | Shields
(a Washington political con-
sultant), no David Garth (a
media consultant) — that
makes so many orthodox
politiciahs wary of him. .
How do you “do business”
with a man who is so aloof
from, even contemptuous of,
the political = . “establish-
ment?” ? :
Yet no man gets as far as
Carter hag this year without
help. But since Carter has
eschewed a Washington
base and has instead kept
his campaign headguarters
in Atlanta,. little’.is ‘known

about the individuals who -

‘play important roles, and
provide political and other
advice, to the phenomenon
of 1976. :

They . are ~a relatively
small and- close-knit group,
predominantly but not exclu-

See STAFF; A6, Col. 1
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By MALCOLM BAI.FOUI
Jimmy Carter believes in UFOs
— because he has seen one mmseIf'
And if he becomes. he’ll s
release to the public’ “all UFO- data in  about the former G
the possession of the government. able experience. el _
Speaking  exclusively to The EN- “4‘After his _Th
QUIRER, the Democraﬂc £ront-rlmner father was’ stepping out into. the park-
declared: ing lot of the club with a-group of
11 become President, I'll make | businessmen ~when. thev: spotted the

talk séveral times 'about spotting the
“f was partxcularly impressed be- '

catise Jimmy is a scientist, a-

. cialist in nucfear

encineering - He

.| Mfs: .Charlotte Stembridge, a school]
| teacher, said: ‘‘The object was three
; my | balls of light, clustered in a circle,
flashing. and changing ‘from red to

green. It drifted slowly across the
skv — then disappeared quickly.” _




lCarter Suggests a Rzghts Plan

0F‘C ompensatory Opportumty |

CINCINNATI May 4-=Jimmy
Carter said today that, in a con-
tinuing struggle to erase dis-
crimination from American so-
ciety, “compensatory opportuni-
ty,” . and not just. equality,
should be offered in some cases
to blacks and to other:victims
of past intolerance.

The former Georgia Governor,
who appears to be running well

Democratic Presidential’ nomi-
nation, did not amplify-his re-
mark in great detail, However,

sl s Bamsmnid. ol St A& s

ahead of his opposition for the|

gt - 2 Q75~~gmywmm R

ﬂ s
say t? Jimmy Carter did
more” than they did:' -

I believe,” he added, “in in-
suring that all _Americans
should have not only equal op-
portunity, but should alse:have

compensatory * opportunity * if,{ -

through my influence or yours,
they have been deprived of the
opportunity of fully usmg their
talents.”

he said, “You can provide equa-
lity of opportumty by law but,

quite often, that xs not ade-

miate

At a news conference later, |-
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maucation ally sy 1y o1v
DEM PLATFORM COULD INCLUDE DEPT., OF E If froatrunnar Jimmy.
Cariat iives up to his pravious stands on education, come midsummer, naw party

rules Cqud put him on & party platform that includes a provfsion for ths creation of
a szparate Department of Education,

Under this year's new rules, the candidate who comas to the convention with the most
delegates will gat tﬂe most say in the Plauorm Commlttee 8 de hOPrf’tiOﬂS, and

Department of Ed on--incrbasingly likely to appszar in the platform tha
Demmzar the country in November,

‘Carter has said he favors ', . . a separate Dapﬁrtment of Education (which) would
"“consolidate the grant programs, job training, early childhood education, literacy
training and many other functions currently scatterﬁd throughout the government, _

The result would be a stronger volca for’zducation at the Fedaral 1eve1 * (2D,
Apr, o) :

Platform Machinery Makes it Possible This is the first year, according to
Deputy Platform Director Paul Jensen, that presidential candidate preference voies
will be proportionally reflected on each of three standing Democratic committaes
(Platform, Rules and Creadentials). The permanent members of each standing com-
mittee will be elected by the state's national delegates as they are elected through-
out the course of the state primaries, which end June 8, and all delegates must bz
selectad by June 21, Each standing committee will be composed of 153 members
having 150 votes, allocated to the statzs ''in accordance with the same distribution
formula used to allocate delegates to the National Convention," Consequently the
candidate who has the delegates will also have the committee control, and for the
first time, concurs Jensen, the leading party candidate will en;oy a proportional con-
tribution to the content of the party platform.

Before this week's primaries, Carter's 4468 delegates put him ahead of active can- -
didates Udall and Jackson two to one. Victories in three out of the four states voting

Tuesday should give Carter a lock of 100 more, pushmg him close to 40 percent of
the golden 1505 needed for nomination.

Theoretlcally, Carter could eventually lose the nominatmn m a brokered convention
and still be the chief contrxbux*or to the Party's platform, Yes. that is a possxbxlity.
Jensen winced.

Platform Committee to Hear Carter Testimony Stuart Eizenstat, Issues Di-
rector at Carter's main headquarters in Atlanta, said that Carter is schedulad to
testify at hearings before the Full Platform Committee to be held May 17-19 in Wash-_
ington. Eizenstat refused to speculate about Carter's testimony, butithe candidate's
stands on increased Pederaﬂ responsibility for school fundmb. vocational training

and handicapped education 'may receive consideration' in the preparation of his -

testimony. "//" ‘

NEA, AFT Believe It Too Both the National Education Association and the Ameri-
can Federation of Teachers (AFL-CIO) favor a separate education department and say
will testify at the May 17-19 hearings too, Thea first meeting of the' Platform
Drafting Subcommittee is scheduled for June 14-18 in Washington. The National Con-

vention starts July 12 in New York's Madison Square Garden,

ol
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POLITICAL FOCUS/ROBERT WALTERS

Virtually unnoticed in the turmoil of the contest for this
year’s Democratic presidential nomination has been the ani-
mosity evidenced by former Georgia Gov. Jimmy Carter. the
leader in that race, toward the news media.

Carter and his staff have become increasingly testy with
reporters, especially those engaged in investigative reporting
about the candidate and his campaign—journalists with a
penchant for noting the contradictory positions he has taken
on numerous issues and others who press for answers to tough
questions.

Boston Globe: In recent months, Carter’s hostility has reached
the point where reporters not only have been grumbling

New York Times: Carter and his press staff have been par-
ticularly hostile toward investigative reporters, including
Nicholas Horrock, a member of The New York Times Wash-
ington bureau who has been probing Carter’s past. and free-
lance magazine writers Phil Stanford and Steven Brill.
Horrock reportedly received an icy response from the Car-
ter organization when seeking pre-publication comment on a
story disclosing Carter’s acceptance of free airplane trips from
Lockheed Aircraft Corp. and PepsiCo Inc. while governor.
Horrock refused to discuss his experience, but other sources
said Jody Powell, Carter’s press secretary. suggested that the
proper course for the newsman to take was to ascertain
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Dick,

Attached is a brief paper prepared by Powell
Moore (formerly on the White House Congres-
sional Relations staff) which analyzes Jimmy
Carter. Powell, a Georgian, has known Carter
for ten years. This is not based on any
research, but rather simply reflects Powell's
impressions.

This paper tracks with some of the research
being done by the RNC, which is that Carter
has two major weaknesses:

First, his personality and character
are similar to Richard Nixon in terms
of deviousness and inability to deal
with people face to face.

Second, Carter flip flops on the issues
(talks out of both sides of his mouth),
similar to McGovern.
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Jimmy Carter has the Democratic Party 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.
If they fail to nominate him, after he has been so spectacularly
successful in the primaries, the ripple throughout the south
will cost them severely at the polls in November. It will
be difficult to convince southerners that his regional origin
did 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 Republican
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




Presidents in American history. The office and the country

can ill-afford another blow to the Presidency.

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

qualifications.

A brief review of Carter's political career may be
instructive. 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 contested race for the State Senate in 1962 and
served there until January, 1967. As a comparatively
sophisticated senator from rural south Georgia, he captured
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




disdain for Callaway at the time. It may sound farfetched
that a mature person would be motivated by such considerations,
but the combination of Callaway's West Point background,

strong Republican advocacy, and silk stocking status 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 Democratic 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, Carter 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 and 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/
liberal vote in Georgia, which had given Hubert Humphrey
about 28 percent of the 1968 total. This left for Carter,
Georgia's largest voting bloc, which was the 41 percent that
voted for Wallace in 1968. After running as a moderate in
1966, Carter was able to accomodate himself in order to

reach these voters.

AWhile Sanders 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 played to the emotions of people who distrust the 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 take 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




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
last two years in office plotting his strategy and he maneuvered
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 why 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 th%<f73;3

.
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Presidency while other candidates have had(;
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distractions like protecting a Senate seat °

N

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
that narrow segment of voters and has effectively

gone after them maximizing his resources.




(3)

(4)

(5)

He was able to establish early respectability
as a candidate by winning in New Hampshire and
Florida. He accomplished this by pouriﬁg 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

to accomplish it.

The caliber of the opposition was weak and he was
able to survive the process of elimination.
Humphrey was 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 fared better than
Senators and House members in American Presidential
sweepstakes up until the 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 composﬁre.
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 accomplishing this is through a well-
organized, well-orchestrated attack strategy using a variety
of spokesmen who are capable of making news followed by a
creative negative issues advertising 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 and 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

‘ .
g them to an issue. The make-up should include highly
,‘ORoéf\ visable Senators and Cabinet Officers and might be
)
=
;} as follows:

/ Goldwater/Tower - Defense and National Security

Simon - the Economy

Dole - Agriculture




Hills - Housing
Kleppe = Energy
Richardson - Social Programs

Griffin - Labor.

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

would supplement news accounts.

(3) Ask each spokesman to assign his press secretary
or some other project officer to the task. This
individual would also have a responsibility for
tracking Carter's statements and for developing
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.

The 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




in the governors' conferences, members of the Georgia
legislature, members of the Georgia Congressional
Delegation and their staffs, certain words would bubble

to the surface. These words include such epithets

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

phrases.

If the people go to the polls without a thorough knowledge
of a candidate's shortcomings, the people have been failed
by the candidates opponents, just as a jury as well as a
defendant is failed in a legal case when a lawyer makes an
inadequate presentation. The President has the capability
to_-put the mechanism 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 add

$30 billion to the defense budget.




(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)
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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
that he has streamlined the State Government in
Georgia; the Carter, who presided over a state
administration that increased its employees by

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 our country;" 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.




(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

=1 P

The Carter, who promised to support Wallace in
1972, if he would not offer a slate of delegates
in Geoxrgia; 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
was carrying out a wish of the late Senator Russell;
the reality that anyone who knew Dick Russell knows

that he would never have made that request.

There is the Carter, 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 continuin
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 Carter who denied Bond's claim; and the

Carter who later acknowledged it.




(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)
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The Carter,who pledged his support to Reuben
Askew to be Chairman of the Southern Governor's
Conference; the Carter 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.

The Carter,who told a reporter falsely that Senator
Russell promised 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




e

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

him for ten years.
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Carter’s Position on’lssues |

D&lgned for Wide Appeal

: By DAVID E. ROSENBAUM
5 Spectal ta The Kew York Times
GTON, June 10—An matters and that he acted m

it

uon of Jimmy Carter’s|a political chameleon, changing
the range of cam:|his colors (o suit his evirons.

miu shows that, in

rycue.honmuu

M'm- and alienate the|
fewest. ;

‘lh iopponents and critics_in
hig:suecessful run through the
Democratic Presidential prima-
ries contended that the former
Governor of Georgia was “fuz-
2y™ ‘on the issues, that he
switched his stands on many

Mr. Carter now appears gs-
sured of the Democratic Presi-
.|dential nomination in New York

large extent on his own trust-
worthiness and credibility.

e[next tonth, and he continued to
pick up delegates and endorse-
ments today from, among oth-
ers, Gov. Milton J.” Shapp of
Pennsylvania and Senators Rob-
ert C. Byrd of West Virginia
and James E. Eastland and
John C. S(enms of Mmimppn
A g he is the
the chuga of fuzziness on is-
sues are likely to be revived
by his Republican opponent in
the general election campaign.
A review of Mr. Carter’s po-
sition papers, .stump, speeches
and answers 0 questioners
shows that his stands are
(usuallly detailed and sophisti-
|cated. While he has changed.
|the tone of his appeal

slightly|
in certain cases—on aid to the

cities, for wmplo—-uu

just one issue on . the
ing Democratic i

to

ideas Richard M. Nixon, as Vice:
President, had contributed to
the Eisenhower Administration:|
“If you give me a week I
might think of one.”

Others on the Carter staff]
acknowledge that their candi-|
date studies opinion

5

fully and tries to him<
self in such |myt)utuf¢w
voters as possible become dis-

affected by his stands on the
issues.

Mr.  Carter himself told «
crowd at Shaw High School
in East Cleveland, Ohio, one
evening last week: “The main
thing that's tied me to the
voters of this nation is that I

. Rhetorical Skills

& num-
iques to|

wcutnrnp
h‘mh?a‘ mepublt
make: e to
| B s

]
g

wm X op-

posed Federal aid to help

g’.ﬁ.‘m of financial straits.
st

ek, however, he prom-/
ised Mayor Beame he would|
“study the creation of a Fed-
eral municipalities securities in-
e, T aacng ‘B
es n 1T
bonds and in reducing interest
levels now . faced munici-
palities and to provide volun-
tary ulf-cnntml- m mumupnl
financial

to your life.”

Surveys by The New York
Times and CBS News this year
indicate has

shown titne and lntn
ﬂurm%“a;w
as mod-
Alberals see him
eportecs who have
the ‘former Gov-
“he first of the year
and ed him every

Another method used by Mr.

encoura,
question to believe that he is
on_their side.

says, for example, in an
appeal to businessmen, that he
not ask Congress, for
ation repealing the Fed-
| law that permits state
to-work statutes and that
‘would do nothing to en-

ge that kind of legislati
But, he continues, reaching for

labor 3 if Congress

. “_a “measure, h
o Lyl
A fourth technique
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Political punditry %
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is a tricky 3

Predictions are fun but

tricky in the pundit busi-

ness — they are an occupa-
tional hazard that ought to
be resisted but never are. It
is a temptation to come
right out now and say that
Jimmy Carter will win by a
landslide next Nov. 2 (for
better or worse). But shall I
actually commit myself to
that? Remember élection
eve four years ago!

The crowd looked at
Spiro Agnew at his cam-
paign headquarters and
chanted jubilantly, “Twelve
more years, twelve more
years!'' meaning that he
would follow his beloved
leader Richard Nixon with
two terms of his own after
1976. And Time i

Most of us, at first any-

vuy, had little idea who
or why. In

be-uty contut voters
picked the captain of the
Ship of State not on his
knowledge of navigation but
on his hearty manner. It
has left us for the final
stage with a choice between
Jimmy Carter, the Great
Who-is-he?, and the Ford-
Reagan Right-wing Twins.
When the ultimate comes
next November it is esti-
mated that 50 per cent of
voters will vote — 75 million
will be missing.

TRB is the traditional
signature ona weekly col-

a special vredated edition

umn inThe New

Renubli i

ob ¢¢

that the media will tradi- (]
and

tionally start snap)

again — 1
enough, no doubt — after
‘telling how A
golly, it all is.

It will be easy to fault a ~
Carter administration, we

guess; how long can a fresh
face be fresh, or a newcom-
er be ‘“‘anti-Washington”’

who is part of Washington ?

Our guess, too, is that the
big Carter federal reorgan-
ization program will bog
down if attempted. It
strikes us as a gimmick;
it's been tried before with
little success.

On the other hand, if
Jimmy Carter actually has
reform plans — a minimum

P writ-

i for the working and
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Jimmy Cartar is playing the old shell gzze with the Americzn people this year. His

Platform is a cynical and deceptive array of pearut shells, and the voters are suppcsad to
gusss which ones contain real pledges and which ones merely cover emty prazises,

The Carter czrpaign has denied Republican charges that just 5 of Carter's programs
would add $100 billicn and all of them over $200 billion to the armmal cost of the federal
goverrment. They challenged Republicans to prove their charges.

The Republican Policy Cammitr=e anélysis (see attached chart) shows that the total
would, in fact, be far higher -—ovez'$2.72bﬂl;majearma~dltwnal federal spending

by 1980 and over $706.1 billicn for four years — 2 :w bercent increase in federal svendins.

Meny of Carter’s pledges are vague, unspecific or confusing. Vhy? Because if Carter
darsd to spell out precisely what he meant, he would have to admit either that his wera hollow

pramises or that his program would cost alzost a trillion dollars for far years. and that's
S ——

Republicans know, the Americen people know and Carter himself knows that this kind of
"spending is wildly impossible and irresponsible. Perscnal and corporate incore taxes by
1980 will rim about $312 billion -- Carter's progracs would mean raising taxes bv-uéz
Evervone would have to pay a lot mere, not just those with inccmes above $14,700 as Carter
recently suggested. If he did not raise taxes to pay for these programs, the alternmative
would be urmrecedantad and staggering inflation, the least equitable tax of all.

That is why we don't think the pledges and promises made by Candidate Carter and his
vlatform would be kept by President Carter. This calculated deceit of the Carter Platfom
arcuses false hopes fraom indivicuals and grouns duped into believing thev would benefit from
rew or expandad programs. Ve saw in the 1960's how destructive and demoralizing it is to s,
raise pecple's expectaticns and then not daliver. Carter's Platform prordses to repeat this
sad cycle.

If Carter disagrees with our analysis, we ask hin to explain to the voters exactly wnal
te does mwezn. Sn2ll games are for carnivals, not for che 1978 presidemcial elecon. Tre

fmerican people deserve a straight amswer on this icportant cueston.
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President Ford and Senator Dole stand on the Republican Platform -- does Carter support
his? The Republican Policy Committee hopes this analysis will prompt an honest and candid
respmsefrmCarta'wmtmreevasim{deeéitcrmptymetoﬂ.c.
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7.

Additional Federal Costs of Democratic/Carter Platform

Proposal 1980 one-year
estimate
oW MID  HIGH
(billions)
HIMPHREY -HAWKINS : $12.1 $21.8 $31.5
COUNTERCYLCICAL AID: 0.5 .. 10 1.5
PUELIC EMPLOYMENT: 1.0 2.5 3.6
PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS: - 1.5 1.5 1.5
STIMILUS TO
m.vm SECTOR: 1.65 1.65 1.65
NATTONAL HEALTH INSURANCE: 88.7 101.6 114.6
WELFARE REFORM: v B3 18.9 25.6
FEDERAL TAKEOVER OF STATE
LOCAL WELFARE COSTS: 4.1 $.2 6.4
TITIE I, ELEMENTARY &
SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT .
full funding: 8 115 21
GHILD DEVELOPMENT :
PROCRAMS: 73 14.2 25,10
EDUCATIONAL FINANCE
EQUALIZATTON: 11.0 22.0 27.88
TAX BENEFIT FOR THE EDUCATION
OF ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY
PUPILS: .6 .9 1.2
EXPANDED VOCATIONAL
EDUCATTON: J .8 .9
COST OF EDUCATION PAYMENTS
TO HIGHER EDUCATION IN-
STTTUTIONS: .75 1.0 1.25
VOTER REGISTRATION: 05 .225 .500
INCREASING SOCTAL SERVICES
TO KEEP PACE WITH
INFLATION: 1.4 1.5 1.7
LIBERALIZATION OF ALLOWAELE
EARNINGS LIMITATION UNDER
SOCIAL SECURITY: 1.8 4.6 5.8
VA EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE .
- 2 years ¢] (o} 0
INDEX REVENE SHARING
TO INFLATION: 4 17 2.0
CHANGE REVEMIE SHARTNG
FORMILA -
. 6.7 .9 1.25
SUBSIDIES OF LOANS FOR LOW
& MODERATE INCQME HOUSING
CONSTRUCTION: 1.5 5.5 3.0
EXPAND HOUSING SUBSIDIES . . 3
FOR THE ELDERLY: 2 ’

1977-80 four-year

estimate
ow MID
(billions)
$29.9 : $56.5
2.0 4.0
11.0 13.7
6.2 6.2
6.6 6.6
314.1 3425
44.4 70.8
14.68 18.71
1.0 4.7
13.4 26.6
38.35 76.7
2.4 3.6
1.7 2.0
3.0 4.0
o2 .9
4.1 4.5
7.2 18.4
.9 9
3.4 4.2
2.7 3.6
6.0 10.9
4 .8

HIGH

$83.2
6.0
18.9
6.2

6.6
370.9
*97.3

22.9%

8.4

47.0

85.28

4.8

2.4

5.0
2.0

4,9

9

5.0

4.5

1.2




Proposal 1980 one-year 1977-80 four-year

estimate estimate
MD HIG o0 MDD HIGH
(billions) (billions)
23, SIEADY FLOW OF HOUSING
CREDIT: 06 .13 .19 3 5 .8
24 UPCRADING SECONDARY ROADS
& ERIDGES: 3 ‘s s 15 23 &
25. FULL FNDING OF RURAL '
TEVELOPMENT ACT: 4 6 8 1.5 21 29
26. INCREASED FETERAL FUNDING
FOR ENERGY RESEARCH AND ,
 DEVELCRMENT: s 137 18 G ¢ e T
27. FARM PRICE SUPPORT : ol ’
PROGRAMS: A A9 B2 6.4 17.8 206
29.- .. - "G ? ? 7 ?

TOTAL: $161.5+ $217.2+ $270.5+ $534.2+ $706.1+ $850.1+
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1. HUMPHREY-HAWKINS BILL

The Congressional Budget Office prepared an econamic analysis of the Humphrey-Hawkins bill,
H.R. 50, "The Full Employment and Balanced Growth Act of 1976." (May 21, 1976,) Using a variety
of economic and policy assumptions, this analysis indicated that although the initial net cost
(all for reduced wmemployment compensation payments and increased tax revermues) would m=m
between $12.1 and 331.5 billion, the net cost of the program after 12 months of cperation would
taperofftobetwem$7and$199billimarnafter24nmthstobetwemSShand$159b11L.m.
Estimating the four year cost can be done two ways. Using the initial cost figre ($12.1 to
$31.5 billion) to represent achievement of 3 percent unemployment by 1980, assume a linear p=o-
gression toward that goal at a 25% rate ammually, i.e. one-fourth the full program in the fisst
year ($3 to $7.8 billion), cne-half the second year and three-fourths the third year. The total
faxryearneccostmxl&dusmed-ndofat:mmngmﬂdrmgebemeen$30and$78.5billim.
An alternative would be to campute the initial cost, the 12-month figure, the 24-month figure and .
asm&lat&nfur&zyearmldapprmmteﬁxe%—mn:hﬁgmaswell This yields a range
of net cost between $29.9 and $83.2 billion. As CBO fuxrther indicates, "inflation that ocaurs
between 1976 and 1980 could increase these costs." ﬁueadmtesarebasedmmﬁ dollars.

mermgeofeadmmfareachpedoddgpmdsmdisphmtaﬂimhnimormhsim
of teenagers over age 18 in the program. Public employment programs often displace some workers
who had previcusly been employed, perhaps in lower-paying private-sector jobs, or by simply
rehiring with federal fimds persons who had been previcusly paid with state or local funds. CBO
low-end cost estimates were based on an assumption of zero displacement, while high-end estimates
assumed a. 40 percent displacement rate. Higberﬁsplmvnﬂ.dmanewmhigbercosts

2. CCUNTERCYCLICAL ATD TO CITIES

Many ambitious countercyclical aid proposals were circulated in Congress in the wake of the
New York City fiscal crisis. The concept -- giving no-strings-attached federal grants to states
and cities - famnd its way into a job creation bill, S. 3201 (now P.L. 94~369) as Title II.
Congress overrode the veto of this legislation and, pending appropriations, distribution of
mtercyclicalﬁndsissdadﬂedtobegnintbefallafﬁ%

asananmal$2bill1mpmgmn the enacted version was pegged at

Originally
$1.25 for the first five quarters. However, .the first (July, 1976) quarter payment will total
smtm:ovar$300nﬁ.llim

AlthmghdteDamc:aticPlatfmmdm dmcamtercyclicalaidcmceptwiﬂnxtsped.fymg
that "$2 billion of coamtercyclical assistance...is essential and affordable.”

Estimating added countercyclical aid costs depends on future rates of wnemployment. Assum-
ing the present program at $1 billion armually, Carter's $2 billion proposal means an added $1
bﬂlimperyaar Higher or lower unemployment rates affecting the current program would raise

or lower this one-year estimate. 'mefax-yearammmldsinﬂlzrﬂybea&ec:edbymeex-

tent and duration of 6% or higher wnemployment rates. iy

/( O

o
~

3. PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT

e M

\Iirye\

The Democratic Platform states that ''consistent and coherent enmmd.cpoliqreqzﬁba federal
anti-recession grant programs...accompanied by public employment.. In each case, thepmgram
shmldbephasedmamdcallyvhmmaplayumtnsaadphasedumasitdecmms In

Presal tion to the Democratic Platform Committee he was more specific:
pmvide&OOOOOsmmeryoumJobsanddmblaﬂ\eCEIAm
f:unBOOOQ)toGOOOOOJobs.

In February, 1976, the House of Representatives, under Democratic leadership, passed the
"Emergency Employment Projectskmdnentsofm% "H.R. 11453. This legislation would have in-
creased Title IT and VI CETA public employment jobs from 320,000 to 600,000. The Congressional
Budget Office estimated that additional costs, over existing programs, would mun about $4.373
billion for Fiscal 1977, assuming an average armual cost of $7289 per job created. The Education .
mdlaborCmnﬂ.tteedlsagreedthhthisesnnnteandpredictedt}nt:theaveragem-yeareostof
apubhcszvice_]obmdatbebillwouldbewoo or an overall cost of $5.1 billion.

This legislation was side-tracked in the Senate, however, and H.R, 12987, a stop-gap measure
contimiing the CETA public employment programs due to num out during the Fiscal 1976-77 transi-
tion quarter, was enacted instead. The net cost of the Senate version of H.R. 12987 was estimat-
edbytheCmgressiaml&zdgetOfﬁcetobe$1543b11hmmFiscall977. The final conference
version of the legislation will be an estimated $2.5 billion.

President Ford, by contrast, had requested a $1.5 billion measure that provided cm phasing
out Title VI of this program in Fiscal 1977.
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Since the Carter and Democratic Platform proposals range from the program favored by the
House Democratic leadership to the final version of H.R. 12987, an estimate range is derived by
assuning that President Ford would provide $1.5 billion in Fiscal 1977 for Title VI during its
phase-out period and nothing thereafter while assuming that a Carter administration would go for
the $5.1 billion program, the$25b1111mprogranorafigurembetween probablv depending on
greva:.hng wnemployment rates. This computation yields a Fiscal 1977 net estimate of between $1

illion for the added cost of H.R. 12987 over the President's request to $3.6 billion for the
addedmeloosc of H.R. 1145%:cln over the President's request. Assuming that inflation increases would
out any savings lower program levels due to reduced L t, a four- range
falls between $11 billion and $18.9 billion. w . S

All&eabaveatmtasaﬂm‘ordlemtmdalsmmbereahzedfmmmloym:m-

‘pensation reductions and increased tax revermes. Regarding summer jobs, it should be noted that

since 830,000 summer jobs were funded this year, 80000mredmCarte:'recummded a small sav-
ings would be obtained.

4. PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS

The Democratic Platform calls for "public works projects' as a part of a "consistent and
coherent econamic policy." Carter, in his testimony before the Democratic Platform Committee

c.:eadmcfmingﬁﬂ.andprodmuve lic needs jobs as a supplement
mdnprlw:esec:nr,inchdingjoba orumtneedsina:eassuchas
housing rehabilitation and repairing ouwr railrcad railbeds."

e Amjor public works-jobs inid.aﬁ.mbydxecmgrusimalnamcraﬁ.cleadcshp, H.R. 5247,
the '"Public Works Employment Act” was enacted in Jamuary 1976. When it was vetoed by President
Ford, Congress responded with a second similar but scaled down bill, S, 3201, which became law
despite a second veto. WeteitnotforhavmgaRepdﬂimPrsidatmdnuﬁteHmm the
first measure would now stand as public l=w, and with a Democratic President, the total cost

_nﬂ.gtn:havabee:mtﬁgbc&nmﬂ& 5247.

H.R. 5247mﬁeda$62billimaﬂnnadmﬁﬁchmﬂdhmraultedinammll9ﬂ
spazdingincrsseofabmzsz.’:billim cverslbillimin]:'isalmnandarnthgrsljbﬂlim
in Fiscal 1979 and beyond. P

5. DIRECT STIMILUS TO THE PRIVATE SECTCR

The Democratic Congress enacted the "Emergency Employment Apptcpriatlms Act, 1976," H.R.
4481, mmﬂl-msedeffarcmsdmlatetmecmmydrmghmcreaseddeﬁcitspmdmg
'I'ypicalof"d:i.rect:stimh:s"pmposals this measure weighed in at scme $3.3 billion over the
amount requested by President Ford, and would have required expenditures of about half this
amount in Fiscal 1976 and the remainder in Fiscal 1977 and subsequent years, despite the fact

- that unemployment percentages were already trending downward. Seve:rali:min b:.ll

for increased spending levels for existing programs; their effect would be to lock in higher
costs for these programs in future years. Assuming that a.Democratic ess udnpeded by a

Republican President would enact a program of at least this megmitude, a $1.65 billion ammual
figure stands as a reasonable estimate.

6. NATIONAL HFALTH INSURANCE

m&mmmmmmem'smmm&mnmmm&m
Canﬁtcaeanfcracmprdmsiwmumalhedthmmsystmvdﬁl"mmdzﬂmda
tory" coverage, financed by a combination of employer-employee shared payroll taxes and general
tax revenues.

nemstserlwsleguhdwpruposalmmddedﬁsfmofhealthinmisﬁk.ﬂ
the Kemmedy-Cormen bill. Federal spending for the first year of this program has been estimated
at $70 billion by the Rand Corporation (May, 1976). However this cost will be offset by a .
savir@of%bilhmtfmmgheﬁnﬁnadmofpresmttne:q:endiﬁmeitans The net cost during
the first year of the program's operation is therefore estimated at about $66 billin. This
appmdmtstheestimtesmadebythemsm&ﬂgetofﬂce.

Projecting the cost of nau.onal health insurance, the Congressional Budget Office in its
March 15, 1976, Budget Options for Fiscal Year 1977 report discussed the impact of various op-
tions. For a tax-Financed comprehensive national nealth plan, it calculated the following range .
of estimates (which vary depending on assumptions regarding the effectiveness of cost controls):

FY billions
1977  --——-- $114.0 - $116.5
1978  =~=—= $125.4 - $135.4
1979  ~=——— $138.3 - $9156.7
1980  ------ $151.4 - $177.3
1981  —=---- $164.7 - $200.1




o

,_3_

CBO estimated continuation of programs vhich health insurance would replace during the same
period to cost: . ;

FY billions
1977 ~======- $45.0
1978 -=------ $50.8
1979 ==e=====  $36.5
1980 =--===-=- $62.7
1981 =e—eeee- $69.3

By contrast, President Ford's budget proposed aurtailing growth in federal health expendi-
tures by program consolidation and limiting reimbursable physician and hospital costs, vitile add-
ing protection against catastrophic health costs and placing a ceiling on beneficiary cost-snaring
for medicare services. The Ford proposal would have saved $3.3 billion in Fiscal 1977, reducing
the total to $41.7 billion. Figures are not available for anticipated savings tirough Fiscal
1981 but they would yield a program somewhat less costly than the present cme.

By subtracting the projected cost of present programs from the anticipated costs of a tax-
camprehensive national health insurance program, it is pessible to get an idea of the
added costs of Carter's platform proposal:

FY billicns

1977 ==—== $869.9 - $71.5 5
1978 === $74.6 - $84.6

1979 ~-—-- $81.8 - $100.2 .

1980 ~——--—- $88.7 - $114.6

1981 ———-—- $95.4 - $130.8

" Total added cost over the 1977-1980 four-year period would be between $314.1 and $370.9

7. WELFARE REFORM

According to the Democratic Platform, "Fundamental welfare reform is necessary. ...We should
move toward replacement of our existing...system with a simplified system of ‘income mzintenance,
substantially financed by the federal goverrment." Both the Platform and Carter's testimony to
the Platform committee emphasize the need for a work requirement.

The proposal developed by former Congresswoman Griffiths (D-Mich.) stands as the most serious-
ly considered welfare reform proposal of the type Carter describes. The Congressiomal Research
Service of the Library of Congress estimates that the Griffiths bill will cost, in addition to
the $11.2 billion axrently being spent on welfare programs (1976 figure), an additional $1.5 .
billion in outlays and $8.4 billion in lost tax revermes, for a total cost of $9.9 billion over
present welfare costs,

The Congressional Budget Office in their March 15, 1976 report on Budget Options, estimated

"If the (Griffiths) system were initiated in 1978 and cash allowences were raised

to keep pace with inflation, the first year cash allowance outlays would be $2.3
billion less than levels needed to maintain current policy in the programs which

the cash allowance would replace -- AFDC and food stamps.

However, the tax credit would reduce 1978 reverues and generate cutlays estimated

at $25.4 billion, Estimated costs do not assume an extension of the present earned
income tax credit. The net effect...would be to raise federal outlays for incame
assistance for the lower-income population by $23.1 billion in 1977 and $26.4 billion
by 1981."

In contrast, President Ford has proposed several cost-saving measyres for welfare programs
V{tﬁdimﬂdmdweprogmmsmbehw&temmtmnqlwelby%ﬂbiuimmﬁslzlg:a
977. the cost of the Griffiths over ent icy, however,

o £ P e Ao ¥ gy by g icor B g By e 8 g B oy, g IO
mate as the high figure, and the average of the two as the middle figure:

that,

FY . Low Medium High

' ) (billions)
1977 $9.9 $16.5 $23.1
1978 10.7 17.3 23,9
1979 11.5 18.1 24.7
1980 12.3 18.9 25.6
Total $44.4 $70.8 $97.3
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8. REDUCING STATE AND LOCAL SHARE OF WELFARE COSTS

Carter, testifying before the Platform Committee, stated that, "The welfare burden should
be removed from cities, with all welfare costs being paid by the federal and state govermments.'

The Democratic Platform elaborated, ...'Local goverrments should no longer be required to
bear the burden of welfare costs...there should be a phased reduction in the states' share of
welfare costs.

Using HEW's most recent (1975) figures, a 75 percent federal govermment assumption of state
and local contributions for AFDC, SSI and Social Services would amount to $4.38 billiom, in
addition to the $10.7 billion in federal funds already being spent. A 75 percent takeover of
Just AFDC contributions would run some $2.8 billion over the present federal share of $4.5

Four-year estimates were not available. However, it is clear t:hatA inflation, 1nc:eased
wlfz:&enrous andwha.teverhigtuwelfge costs are%.tmlvedit%awelfaremfcmpmgranmuld
estimates up s s more than federal takeover were ¥
Pushtoo mﬂmts. percent _contemplated

QB calculates that under current policy, AFIC costs would increase during the next five
years at about seven percent armually while SSI would go up ammually at a rate between eight
and eleven percent. Igaaﬁ:gt?einmd;:wﬂdbeatn*ﬁgmbletdamsﬂywl;%mm-
form figuring an anmual growth rate eight percent working from the figures,
the following estimates are derived: !

FY lowt  mediim high?

(billions)
1977 $ 3.26 $4.18 $5.10

1978 3.52 &5 . . L9

, 1979 3.80 4.87 5.9
‘ 1980 4.10 5.25 6.40
Total $14.68 $18.71 $22.94

: %,aﬂymwm

.9, TITIE I, ELEVENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT -
.3 The Democratic Platform states that,

"We should strengthen federal support of existing programs that stress improvement
of reading and math skills. Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act
must reach those it is intended to benefit to effectively increase these primary
skills. 'Bresk-throughs' in campensatory education require a concentration of
resources..."
Democrats : in Congress have repeatedly sought full funding of Title I, ESEA, i.e. appropria-
_ting fully as much as the Act authorizes. Since the FY 1977 authorization is $4.39 billion and
" the appropriations will be $2.28, full funding would require an additional $2.1 billion in
Fiscal 1977 (high estimate). The Congressiocnal Budget Office's July 15, 1976 report on Budget
" Options indicates that “increasing the share of federal resources devoted to services for in-
a tely served populations could add $250 million to Title I" (low estimate). Choosing a
course of increased fimding mid-way between full finding, the goal of the education lobby, and
the CBO's budget option yields a figure of $1.175 billion. Assuming that inflationary pressure
will push up present expenditure rates as well as Carter increases between 1977 and 1980, the
- four-year estimate is simply a multiplication of the 1977 one-year estimate.

10."nzvzrmmmmm1'imammw

The Demoeratic Platform calls for,
"federally financed, family centered developmental and educational child care
programs -- operated by the public schools or other local organizations, in-
cluding both private and camumity -~ and that they be available to all who
need and desire them."

Carter's presentation to the Platform similarly called for "adequate child care for all

B
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parents who
mothers who

oo

R. 2966, 'I‘heChildandFam.lyServ:LcaAct" This would create a new federal program.

This legislation contains a deceptively low initial authorization level sufficient only to

allow for an initial plaming phase and a gradual start-up of this massive new program -

$1.85 billion for a three-year period.

desire to use-it," and for "high quality, accessible child care facilities so that
wish tomrkcandoso."
mleadi:gpmposalmdevelopﬂtehndcfpmgrmdescribedbymebmﬁcPh&om
is the one developed by Senator Mondale, the Vice-Presidential nominee, and Rep. Brademas, S.626/
H.R.

"..St.

However, theprogramst:ructuredmderthlsAc: x._“u.l.ly

implemented, would be vastly more costly after the initial start-up period. Most of those who

have sponsored the bill and have testified before House and Senate Subcommittees on it hzve em-
phasized its child care or child deve

aspects, and it is fair to say that they hope
want

Program would make available reasonably high quality child care services to those who

- need them.
The Executive Director of the Child Welfare league testified, forexa:ple

the
or

EPPID-

priat:tmsnndedtom’av:.dedeemtduildmforthesegnaxtsofdwedu.ldpoptﬂadmmstat
rish is...$14.243 billion per year. Costs for purely custodial care,...would be about half

that amoumt."
His estimates were based on the following assumpticns:: ‘
"latchkey' children care: _ Amount
*+ 10,000 inder age six...... $26,000,000 ($2,600 p;zz child
2, per year,
842,000 school age..... $1.094 billion ($1300 per child
‘ per year) ..... A veee«91.120 billiem
mlm;gﬁldrmlockedafwby caretaker widle '
65,000 preschool........... $169 million
119,000 schonl 828, «.csav o 150 WAL, .o oo cnneninnanse wessessese i Diliion
4,925,000 preschool children requiring care whose '
parents are in work force........... . % caiveesnsses a8 hillion
TOTAL $14.243 billion

(Joint Hearings of the Committee on Labor and Public Welfare, U.S. Senate and the
Subcommittee on Select Education and Labor, U.S. House of Representatives, on
S. 626 and H,R. 2966, on February 21, 1975, page 210.)

The Congressional Research Service of the Library of Congress attempted to cost out a

fully-implemented Brademas-Mondale child development/child care program and arrived at a $25.1

billion figure, making the following assumptions:

Children Under 1 Year

Age 1

Age 2

Age 3

Age &

Age 5

3,081,000; assure a 5 percent participation rate and
a cost per child of $3,000.
Cost = $462,150,000.

2,999,000; ass\meaIOpercmtpar:Ldpatimraneand
acostperchildof$3
Cost = $899,700,000.

3,014,000; assume a 20 percent
a cost child of $2, 700
Cost = $1,657,700,000. .

3,225,000; assuneaSOpercercparddpadmrateand'
acostperchildof$2500.

-, Cost = $4,031,250,000.

3,577,000; assume a 50 percent participation rate and
a cost per child of $2, 500 »

Cost = $4,471,250,000.

3,493,000; assume a 50 percent participation rate and a
cost per child of $1,700.

Cost = $2,969,050,000.

contirued on next page
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Ages 6

through
12 -- 25,824,000; assume a 50 cent participation rate
: and a cost per child of 56
Cost = $11,620,800,000.
Ages 13
and

14 -- 8,434,000; assume a 30 percent participation rate and
a cost per child of $800. .
Cost = $2 024,160,000.

High though this estimate may seem, the Library points out that the bill does not limit
’ eJigibilityfarsewicaandtha:dmcostspe:childweremid—meesdmtabasedmm
caxrently deemed necessary by experts for "adequate” or ''good" child care.

AssuﬂngdntCartermﬂdfunyinplenamtbepmgmndescdbedmdmphcﬁom estimates
are made based on the Library of Congress figure for the high-range, the Child Welfare

League
figure for the mid-renge, and half the Child Welfare League figure for the low-range. It is also
assumed that the program wﬂlbeginataveryundatlevelandttmdamleeachyearmrudi
full program levels by 1980,

: Fr low medium high ’
(billions)
1977 $.9 $1.75 $3.13
1978 1.8 3.55 6.27
1979 3.6 7.10 12.55
1980 i % & 14,20 25.10
Total $13.4 $26.60 $47.05

11. EDUCATIONAL FINANCE EQUALIZATICN

The Democrats indicate that they want to,

"guarmteedu:jmﬂsdicdmsofdiﬁzmgﬁmﬁialcapacitycmspmdequal
amounts on education....With increased federal fuimds, it is possible to enhance
educational opportunity by eliminating spending disparities within state borders.”

In Congress, severalbﬂ]shavebemp:wosedbynmcradcleadmmachimeﬂds"'equali-.
zation'" of educational finances via infusions of federal funds.

H.R, 16wasinc:odmedbyRep Perkins, Democratic Chairman of the House Education and Labor
Cammittee. Under this proposal, Title I Basic Grants to States would be between $4.1 and $4.5
billion based on a 41.1 million school enrollment figure for the 1978-79 school year base figure.
Title IT Equalization Grants would run between $21.1 and $23.3 billion. The range in both cases
depends on whether or not private school enrollment were compensated. The grand total for this
bill, therefore, would be between $26.2 and $27.8 billion by 1980.

H.R. 16 - Educational Finance Equalization
(billions) .

Title I - basic grants Title IT equalization Total
: v Grants ;

1977 public only " 84,33 $8.83 $13.16 -

public & private 4.77 9.74 4 $14.51

1978 public only $4.30 $13.16 $17.46

public & private  4.74 14.49 $19.23

1979 public cnly $.23 $17.27 : $21.50

public & private 4.66 19.00 $23.66

1980 public only $4.16 $21.19 $25.35.

X public & private 4.57 23.31 $27.88

TOTAL public only $17.02 $60.45 $77.47

public & private  18.74 66.54 $85.28

mmalpmsses the limits of what an unrestrained Democratic Congress prodded by a
Democratic President might seek for an educational finance program and therefore comstitutes a
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high-range estimate.

For a mid-range estimate, H.R. 10145, another Perkins bill, was used. This measure provides
for a federal grant to all States for each fiscal year equal to one-third of the aggregate current
expenditures in all States for the second fiscal year preceding such fiscal year which were de-
rived from State or local sources. The costs of this program will be approximately $16.6 billion
for Fiscal 1977, $18.1 billion for 1978, $20 billion for FY 1979 and $22 billion for FY 1980.

For a low-range estimate, assume that a program is enacted amounting to only cne-sixth the
aggregate cwrrent expenditures, i.e. one-half the amounts specified in H.R. 10145.

12, TAX AID FOR THE EDUCATION OF ALL PUPTLS

MDmaachla&mam"amnﬁmuyamepmbhmﬂndomeaid
fcrdnednadmofaﬂpmﬂsmnm-seg:egaﬁedsdnohhorﬂer&hmepm&l&eedmin
choosing the best education for their children."

Dcwsofbﬂ]shvebemintmdmedin@mgressontbiswbject Assmﬂngeligiblepdvate
S&mlmllnmtofbemﬁvemdmxmﬂimandana\magetm{bmeﬁto:$150mzryear--
a threshiold amount necessary to have any meaningful impact on parents' ability to afford private
education - the revenue cost would be $900,000,000. A $200 tax benefit would meszn a revermue
cost of $1.2 billion armmally (high estimate) while a $100 tax benefit would reduce revermes by
$.6 billion (low estimate). Forfax-yearestimtes it is assumed that errollments will hold
Steady, although were suchataxbmeﬁttobemactedicuﬁg:mweuhavadneﬁectofsdmﬂat-
ing increased private school emrollments.:

13. 'EXPANDED VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

The Democratic Platform favors expanding federal supnort in varicus areas of educatdional.

" need, including vocational education. Italsocmtsitselfnosxmtofadultechmdm

andt:rai:ﬁx:gﬁﬁ.dnd.llpmvidesld.lls

Jimmy Carter, tadfyingbefmmgnmc:aﬁ.cl’latfm(hmittee elaborated by stating
dntthesepmgzmsmndaddrus&eZSmllmsuﬂmcslmtbeedmaumalsystmmth-
out adequate vocational training and the 750,000 umtrained youth entering the unemployment pool
L{mally. He recommended that camumity colleges and other existing programs be strengthened

* One reasonable estimate of what expanded federal support in these areas might entail would
'betclookatche}buseandSmate-pas vers:.msofna:voca!:imaledmaﬁ.cnlegisladm

The Senate version, S. 2657, authorized for Title II vocational education and Title V career
educad.mprogansofﬂ%lbillmfarﬁsal]sn $1310billimforEY1979 and $1.525
billion for FY 1980.

The House version, H.R. 12835a1ttnrlzedforvocadmled:mdon$780bxllimforFY1977
$973billimfotFYl978 $1.134 billion for FY 1979, and $1.314 billion for FY 1980.

Current spending levels for Occupational, Vocational and Adult education are rumming sare-
ﬁntcver$600mllicnm:ally.

Using the House bill as the low estimate, the Senate bill as the high estimate and the
average of the two as the mid-range estimate yields the following:

FY low medium high
(billions) B
1977 $.1 g 2 $ .3 =
1978 4 .45 .5
1979 - - .35 " ey K
1980 ol .8 .9
Total $1.7 $2.05 $2.4

The Democratic Platform calls for the federal govermment to "directly provide cost of educa-
tion payment to all higher education institutions...to help cover per-student costs which far ex-
ceed those covered by tuition and fees.™

Such a program is presently authorized at $1 billion armually under the Higher Education Act,’
Title IV - A - 5, Sec. 419 (including general assistance to graduate schools). Funds for this
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program have never been appropriated, soanynmeyforitmxldbeinaddid.mt:opmmtspmd
ing levels.

Using this already-enacted $1 billion program as a mid-range estimate, a low estimate might
kdmmwmaﬂam75%ﬁmdkgﬁnhahighammm@tmaZﬂmemme
program.

15. ' VOTER REGISTRATION BY MAIL

calledmf the Democratic Platform and Jimmy Carter, in testimony before the Platform Committee,
or:
sage of legislation providing for registration by mail in federal
to erase existing barriers to voter participation.”

Democratic Members of the House of Representatives, responding to pressure from candidate
Carter, ws&dth:u@amtereddmvzrsimof:he'VoterRegIstradmAct,"H.R. 11552, The
Senat:e favoring a more ambitious propesal, has not acted. Carter, in the mearwhile, subsequently
admted\mvusalreg.scradm"asdllmmtlyopnm

Altlumghfederalelecdaumheldeverytmyears &:ecostadmmfarduregisc:aﬁ.m
lation are computed on an armualized basis. Using $50 million for a low estimate, $500
mﬂlimfcrahighesdmteandthgmd-pomtometnﬂlianasamld-razgeestimnteamlassmﬁng
that increasing experience and efficiency in operating the program will cancel out inflation in-

's:zreasad:dngthﬁncfaxymyhldsfcur-yeatudmwofSZbﬂlim $.9 billion,

16. ' 'INCREASTNG THE SOCTAL SERVICES PROGRAM TO KEEP PACE WITH INFTATION
The Democratic Platform states:

"In 1972, the ceiling for federal social service grants was frozen at $2.5 billiom,
and subsequent inflation of 28 percent has reduced the effective federal aid to
existing programs. While there must certainly be a ceiling on such grants, it
sluuldberaisedmcmpmsacefarinﬂaﬁ.mmmmmagestamandlmlim
to expand social services to low- and moderate-income familjes.™

Campensating for the 28 percent inflation since 1972 will cost $700b11]imamnn]ly, giving
a new social services base of $3.2 billion. Estimating FY 1977-80 costs depends ocn what inflation
rate is assumed. Using a 5 percent rate for a low estimate, a six percent rate for the middle
estimate, and a 7 percent rate for a high estimate yields the following additional costs over the

'prae:tceiling ($2.74 billien in FY 1977, $2.5 billion thereafter):

FY low medium high

(billions)
1977 - $ .6 $ .6
1978 1.0 1.1 1.2
1979 1.2 3.3 1.4
1980 1.5 15 1.7 "
Total $4.1 $4.5 $4.9 )

Extending eligibility for social.services to low- and moderate-income families would ‘imvolve
an astronomically expensive restructuring of this welfare-oriented program, the cost of which is
impossible to calculate without further details.

17. 'LIBERALIZATION OF THE ALICWABLE EARNING LIMITATTON UNDER- SOCTAL SECURTTY

There is currently a limit of $2760 on the amount one may earn and still draw full social
security benefits. The Democratic Platform advocates ''a liberalization of the allowable earnmings

3 limitation under Social Security for older Americans who wish to continmue working and living as

productive d.nza-ls g

Raismgthepraem:11mtto$5000mﬂdcost$18bilhminad&ticml$omal$ecurity
benefit payouts. A $10,000 limit would add $4.6 billion; a $15,000 limit would add $5.8 billiom
and any limit higher than $20,000 would cost from $6 to $7 billion.
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Using $5000 as a low estimate, $10,000 as a mid-range estimate and $15,000 as a high
estimate and holding these figures constant (even though income security benefits for the aged
increased by 28.5 percent between 1975 and 1977 and can be expected to contimue climbing sharply
during the next four years) yields four-year estimates of $7.2 billion, $18.4 billion and $23.2
billion respectively.

'

18. " EXTEND VA EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE TWO YEARS

' In previcus wars, veterans received eight years of educational benefits. Thus far, Vietnam

- yeterans have received 10 years of benefits, and Carter proposes to extend educational assistance

two years for those veterans already emrolled and drawing benefits in VA-approved educational
and training programs. y

According to the Veterans Administration, pmvisimofatm—yearmimtoveterans-m
were enrolled in education programs under the G.I. bill during the Spring semester of 1976 and
whose educational benefits expired o May 31, 1976 would cost $610 million in FY 1977 and $356.5
million in FY 1978. * -

19.  INCREASE REVENUE SHARING TO COMPENSATE FOR INFTATION

An increase in the amrmal fuinding of the general revemie sharing program to compensate for
the erosion of inflation is called for by the Democratic Platform. ,

Using a five percent rate for a low estimate, a six percent rate for a middle estimate and
a seven percent rate for a high estimate gives the following increases in the present $6.65
billion reverme sharing program: i

P FY low medium high
. : : (billicns)

1977 $.3 4 $.5

1978 v .8 1.0

1979 1.0 1.3 12

1980 1.4 1.7 2.0

Total $3.4 $4. 0

N
- @

20. CHANGE REVENUE SHARING FORMILA

Without greater specificity, it is impossible to cost ocut the impact of a broadly-based
cammity needs formuila which conceivably could include poverty, condition of housing stock,
tage of dependent population or other variables. However, H.R. 10319, a measure introduced
Rep. Fascell and proposed as an amendment during the 1976 revermue sharing debate, provided a
needs-based formula using only poverty level data. A computer simulation of the impact of this
gomﬂaZSZbﬁmmwedttmtthe_additimalcostcaﬂdbeS&Ouilhm' anmually, or a four-year total of

Adjusting the formula to measure tax effort could be done in a variety of ways. Assuming
that the principal concern is to expand the definition of tax effort to include other non-tax
sources of reverme such as water, sewage and sanitation charges, however, yields an armual $270
million figure for a four-year total of $1.08 billicn.
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Using these estimates as a mid-range figure, 757 of that amount as the low estimate and
1257 as the high estimate yields the following:

FY low medium
: (billions)
1977 S 675 $ .9 91125
1978 .675 .9 1135
1979 .675 .9 1.125
1980 . 7 o .9 1.125
$4.5

Total $2.7 - $3.6

The Democratic Platform takes the Republicans to task for losing the "vision of the House
Act of 1968 the result of three decades of enlightened Democratic housing policy...reasserts these
goals and pledges to achieve them.” This Act, typical of the extravagant promises and false =x-
pectaticns of the 1960's, promised 2.6 million units a.year. Achieving this would irmvolve subsi-
dizing probably 1 millicn units substantially or even building them directly. Assuming $25,000

5 permd.t,daecostmﬂdbeSZSbﬂlimammllyfordirectmtmcdm Reifistituting the ori-

sknlSecdeSaﬂBSpmgrammmalpmmtm:merrAOyemwuldnmlwobu-
gations of $72 billion.

Such goals are obviously impossibly high, and the Democratic Platform and Carter's testimony

_to the Platform Committee pledge support for direct federal subsidies and low interest loans to
- encourage the construction of low~ and moderate-incaome housing.

Fiscal Year 1977 cutlays for housing subsidies to stimulate low- and moderate-income housing
under Section 8, interest subsidies, Section 235 and 236 Zmount to $3 billion.

Assuning the Democrats mean to double this figure, an assumption well in keeping with legis-

lative proposals by Democratic Congressimmal leaders, mﬂ.dmeanam&rer$3bi1]imammllyfor
a four-year total of $12 billion.

The Congressional Budget Office March 15, 1976 report on t Options indicates that ex-
i of subsidized housing for lower-incame l‘nov.xs\g%lzﬁ; % emphasis on Section
8 and assisting roughly 5.2 million households would require additional outlavs of $1.7 billion

~in Fiscal 1977, $1.2 billion in Fiscal 1978, $2.5 billion in Fiscal 1979 and $5.5 billion in Fis-

cal 1980, for a four-year total additional outlays of $10.9 billicon.

Using a 507 increase in existing ocutlays as a low estimate, theCBOoptimasamddleati-
mate and a doubling of existing outlays as a high option yields the following:

K|
g
:
§ B

$1.5

1978 1.5
1.5

1.5

0

Total $6.

22. HOUSING SUBSIDIES FOR THE ELDERLY

Both Carter and the Democratic Platform call for expansion of the highly successful programs
ofd:irectfederalsubudlestopmvidehmsmgfartheelderly Fiscal year 1977 outlays for this
program are approximately $200 million. 'Expansion' is assumed to mean a 50 percent increase, a
doubling or a 150 percent increase for purposes of arriving at low, medium and high estimates.

'mismxldreqtﬁ.resl $.2 or $.3 billion respectively for one-year and $.4, $.8 or $1.2 billion
for four-years.

Carter's testimony before the Democratic Platform Committee called for '"providing a steady
source of ‘credit at lowmterest:ratestostabz.l:zethem:.ngmdustry" This proposal was in-

cluded in the Democratic Platform.

The major program that Democrats in Congress have pushed in the past and are likely to press
inthefut\xemthemrtaagecretﬁtarealsmm An additional $5 billion has been authorized
in the Emergency Housing Act of 1976. $2 billion of this $5 billion has been appropriated for
use by HUD during Fiscal 1977. Assuming all $5 billion would be appropriated and utilized duxing
a Carter Administration, andassmﬂngﬁ:rﬂ'umwtlayleveleqmltompxcentoftotalobh-
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gational authority results in an estimate of $.125 billion per year or $5billi.mover'fan:years.
Spending only half this amount could be assumed for a low estimate, while additiomal legislation
to spend 507 more would yield a high estimate.

24, UPGRADING SECCNDARY ROADS AND BRIDGES

The Transportation plank of the Democratic Platform offers commitment to dealing with trans-
. portation needs of mural America by upgrading secondary roads and bridges and by completion of
" the original plan of 1956 for the interstate highway system where it benefits nural Americans.

The most recent (1972) National Highway Needs Study estimates that same $36.8 billion of
backlog and new needs would accrue by 1980, and$384bllltmby1990 in terms of 1969 dollars,
ar$51.7aﬂ$$39bﬂ]imintmofmem:dolla:s Undertaking this upgrading in a four-

year program is not feasible because state and local matching funds would not be available, feder-
alreguladmspmcludeapedidmspmgrmﬁngofcapitalinpmvmts the construction industry
could not respond to this magnitude of demsnd so quickly nor could state and local higiway agen-
cies, Therefore, apportioning the upgrading goal out through 1990, assuming that no increase at
allcouldoca:rinmﬂ a realistic attempt to upgrade secondary rcads and bridges would imvolve
at a low range $1biﬂimmn]lybemFY1978-80£ataFY1980e@mdimmeaseof$8
mnmmdaanﬂadwnimn-mwmkmofsl.mbﬂhm. At a mid-range of

The Democratic Platf ' to strengthen the economy and thereby create jobs in
mmdmggwm%mmmdmmwm

Under existing policy, Fekalaq:en&iﬁmfor&mktaxeacpeccedtobe$29bﬂ]imin
FY 1977, $34bﬂ]iminn'1978 $.48 billion in FY 1979 and $.67 billicn in FY 1980.

P mw&m:mmlhmmm&emlwdmmm
- estimated that probable maximm levels of program participatiom and demand would increase costs
*  Detween $.64 billion and $.82 billion during those years. Using this as a high estimate, 75%
_of this figure for a mid-range estimate and half the maximm for a low-range estimate yields the
follwingaddidmalupeni:.ures

FY low medium high
(billions)

1977 $ .32 $ .48 $ .64

1978 33 23 .70

1979 .38 8. .76

1980 .41 .61 .82

Total  $1.46 $2.18 $2.92

26.- - INCREASED FEDERAL FUNDING FOR ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT .

The Democratic Platform recammends "that the federal government prooptly expand whatever
ﬁmdsa:reremdredcodevelopawsystanufemgy .support an active federal role in research
and development of clean burning and cmmdallycarpeﬂdvecoalbummgsystma:ﬂted‘mw
gles, ...(and undertake) major federal initiatives, including major goverrmental participatiom in
early high-risk development projects...to harmess renewable resources like solar, wind, geother-
mal, the oceans, ardodaa:ne#tectrmlogiessudxasﬁxsim fuel cell and the conservation of
solidwast:eandsm&uim:omgy"

The Congressional Budget Office, in:.t‘sJulyLS 1976 Background paper No. 100:1312%e
Research: Alternative Strategies indicates that a full funding strategy would add to si-

dent’s base program campletion strategy all of the demonstration projects identified in ERDA's
national plan in all program areas. This would be a high cption estimate for the ambiticus energy
research and development program described in the Democratic Platfomm.

A mid-fange option would be a strategy downplaying the fission programs but emphasizing all
other long-temm technologies. A low-range option would be a strategy emphasizing near- and mid-
term techmologies and deferring all major long-term technology demonstration projects not already
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In terms of budget outlays, the costs of these options over the program completion costs
v

of $2.7 billion in FY 1977, $3.2 billion in FY 1978, $3.6 billion in FY 1979 and $3.8 billicn in
FY 1980 would be: ,

FY low medium high

(billions)

1977 - - -

1978 - i S i 5.3

1979 D 2 .6

1980 .6 1.3 1.6

Total $ .85 $1.6 - $2.3

.. " FARM PRICE SUFPORT AND PARTTY PR:I;RAM-
The Democratic Platform states that,

""Without parity income assurance to farmers, ﬁ.xllprodmt:i.mcamotbe
achieved in an uncertain econamy, We must assure parity retumms to farmers
Basedmcostsofpmmcdmphnamsmablepmﬁ:" c

Cxtzmedthesmmhlﬂsmdmymthcwna&mm@.

This language would seem to support the view that a Carter Administration would reinstitute
the farm price support policies and acre limitations of the 1950's and 1960's. These old farm
policies were largely abolished by the 1973 Agricultural and Consumer Protection Act. A retumm
to these discarded policies would cost the U.S. mthmslbbﬂ]imayesrbylmamtdimm
mﬁmﬁ@mmmammnsumm U.S. Department of

Allowing for inflation, storage costs and crop size, esﬁmmfarsdﬁdmlmafa
price support program ave:

E:2 SR

2 (billions)
1977 $3.8 $ 4.0 $4.2
1978 4.0 4.3 4.8
1979 4.2 4.6 5.4
1980 4.4 4.9 6.2
Total $16.4 $17.8 $20.6

28. DQMESTIC DEVELCPMENT BANK
29. YOUTH PARTICIPATION IN PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT PROGRAMS
30. mmmmmmmmmnmmmmm

31.-%WMMAMMWMMMWOFMJOB

32. DIRECT GOVERIMENT LOANS FOR SUALL BUSINESS, ESPECTAILY MINORTTY OWNED

33. "INDEXATION OF MINIMIM WAGE (would affect some goverrment employees). .

34. 'RAISE PAY STANDARDS FUR OVERTIME (would affect scme goverrnment exployees)

35. EXTEND UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TO COVER ALL WAGE AND SALARY WORKERS

36. FULL ENFORCEMENT OF OSHA, COMPREHENSIVE MINE SAFETY ACT AND BIACK LUNG COMPENSATTON
37. INDEPENDENT CONSUMER AGENCY

38. ' 'INCENTIVES TO REWARD EFFICIENCY & INNOVATION, ASSURE I‘INDISCRD‘DNA;['I(N AND AFFIRMATIVE
ACTION IN CIVIL SERVICE

39. * 'PARTTAL PUELIC FINANCING FOR CONGRESSIONAL CANDIDATES ON MATCHING BASTS
40. (FFICE OF CITIZEN ADVOCACY TN EXECUTIVE ERANCH
41. FULL FUNDING FOR NETGHBORHOOD LEGAL SERVICES FOR THE POOR
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66.
67.

68.

70.

72.

I3

74.
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SICKIE , PARALYSIS FROM SPINAL CORD IN o 1

ADDTCTION AND OTER TNELICTTONS (o10)
INCREASING THE NUMBER OF DOCTCORS AND PARAMEDICAL PERSONNEL IN THE PRIMARY HEALTH FIELD

VIGOROUS FEDERAL PROGRAMS AND POLICIES OF COMPENSATORY OPPCRTUNITY AND FULL FUNDING COF
CIVIL RIGHIS PROGRAMS

EXPAND FEDERAL SUPPORT FOR BILINGUAL EDUCATION
FEDERAL ATD TO IMPLEMENT DESEGREGATION THROUGH MATCHING FUNDS, INCENTIVE GRANTS AND OTHER
MECHANISYS

INCREASED FEDERAL TNVESTMENT IN GRADUATE EDUCATION
FULL FUNDING OF LIBRARY PROGRAMS

' ADBQUATE FUNDING AND TMPROVED MANAGEMENT AND HEALTH CARE IN VA HEALTH CARE PROCRAM
" REDUCING HEALTH COSTS PAID BY SENIOR CITIZENS UNDER THE PRESENT SYSTEM

.

EXTEND MEDICARE TO AMERICANS ABROAD WHO ARE ELIGTBLE FOR SCCTIAL SECURTTY
SPECTAL ANTT-RECESSION EMPLOYMENT PROGRAMS FOR ARTISTS

-

FMMANDM[MWOFMNVMEMCEMWMMIOF 1974

EXTEND FEDERAL DEATH BENEFTTS TO POLICE KILIED IN THE LINE OF DUTY

'mmmwnmmmmmnmmmmmmsmmmmmm

'DEVELOP PROGRAMS TO MAKE THE FAMILY FARM ECONOMICALLY HEALTHY AGATN

mmmmmmmmmcmmmmmmmcmmmmmm

NEW FEDERAL TNCENTIVES FOR AIDING INDIVIDUAL HOME OWMERS IN UNDERTAKING ENERGY CONSERVATION

STRIP MINING REGULATION

REVITALIZE BASIC CREDIT PROGRAMS FOR FARMERS -
PROVIDE ADEQUATE CREDIT TATLORED TO THE NEEDS OF YOUNG FARMERS i
REINSTATE SOIL. CONSERVATION PROGRAMS

meAﬂbgmmmmfAmvmsmmm, EMPLOYMENT, HEALTH CARE, SOCIAL
SERVICES, AND EDUCATION

SUBSTANTTAL INCREASES IN FUNDING FOR ENVIRCMMENTAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE IN PROMOTING GREATER DEVELOPING COUNTRY CAPTTAL MARKETS
SIGNIFTCANT CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE MULTI-NATTONAL WORLD FOOD RESERVE SYSTEM
INCREASE BILATERAL AND MILTTLATERAL ASSISTANCE TO AFRICA ]
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Point 1.) There is the Carter, who has Paul Warnke as a national security ad-
visor and will cut $7 billion from the defense budget and there is the Carter,
who has Paul Nitze as his advisor and will add $30 billion to the defense
budget.

Columnists Rowland Evans and Robert Novak relate that erstwhile
speechwriter Robert Shrum was troubled by Carter's rejection of
a "massively reduced defense ." Washington Post, May 13, 1976.

In his memorandum recounting his days as a Carter speechwriter

Shrum quotes an aide as saying that "the three men Carter most
trusts on foreign aid and defense policy "are Columbia University
professor Zbianiew Brzezinski, Admiral Hyman Rickover, and Paul

Nitze, former assistant Defense Secretary. New Times, June 11, 1976.

Shrum relates that Carter rejected a Brzezinski naper bacause of
advice by Nitze. Evans and Novak point out, however, that "both
Brzezinski and litze want Carter to preserve his options in pre-
paration for virtually inevitable hisher military spending - advice
accepted by Carter, according to Shrum's disclosures. Washington
Post, May 13, 1976

Evans and Novak note with interest that Shrum discloses that Carter
is reconsidering his opposition on the B-1 Bomber, making Carter

the only Democrat candidate with the exception of Sen. Henry Jack-
son to consider the issue favorably. Washington Post, May 13, 1976.

Carter has stated repeatedly his position favoring a cut in the mili-
tary budget. Shrum points out that Carter has not indentified the
base figure for the cut, meaning that he could fulfill this promise
while permitting spending to rise. In addition to vagueness, Shrum .
relates a reluctance on the part of Carter to speak on the issue,
quoting him as saying "I don't want to tie my hands as president...
Anyway, there's no political advantage in the issue." New Times,
June 11, 1976 b

Point 2.) The Carter who spoke in Wisconsin in favor of repealinﬁ'the right to
work Taws; the Carter who said in Georgia before a group of financial supporters
a week later that he does not support repeal of the right to work laws.

In an article in the April 14, 1976 Atlanta Constitution written by
Jim Merriner, Carter is said to have stated in Waukesha, Wisconsin,
" I think the 14-B should be repealed..." In that same article,
"however, Merriner reports that Carter said during a meeting of his
Atlanta Executive Finance Committee in Atlanta that he had not advo-
cated repeal of the 14-B. This was two weeks after his statement

in Wisconsin.

-

Point 3.) The Carter who has built his campaign on a claim that he has streamlined
the State Government in Georgia; the Carter, who presided over a state administration
that increased it employees by 20% and increased state spending by 50%.

it is a given fact that Carter has repeatedly attacked the federal
bureaucracy as "wasteful," and entirely too large. But, as is
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alledged and according to Dick Pettys in a February 16, 1976,
article in the Atlanta Constitution, in Carter's own "stream-
l1ined" Georgia government, state employment "rose under Carter from
34,322 to 42,400, an increase of 24 percent."

Also, "the state budget increased from $1.057 billion in fiscal
1977 to $1.675 billion, an increase of 58.5 percent."

Point 4.) The Carter who would simplify income tax forms and eliminate deductions
including interest on mortgage payments; the Carter, who denies his plan to elimi-
nate interest deductions. :

On Monday, February 23, 1976, when asked by a member of the audience
in Boston's League of Women Voters forum whethar his tax reforms
would include elimination of this tax break for homeowners, Carter
said it "would be among those that I would Tike to do away with."

The article found in the February 26, 1976 Boston Globe begins by
stating that opposition amona leading Democrats was very vocal con-
cerning Carter's plans "to eliminate the income tax deduction for
home mortgage interest payments."

Yet, in the May 3, 1976, edition of Business Week, when asked if he
was "against the homeowner's mortgage interest deduction," Carter
answered, "No. I have said that this is one of the tax incentives

I would consider changing, But I believe we do need some incentives
for private home ownership."

Point 5.) The Carter, who ridiculed Lester Maddox in New Hampshire; the Carter,
who praised him in 1970.

In an article in the October 27, 1970, Atlanta Constitution, there
is the following statement:

" In Columbus (Ga.), while Maddox beamed from the first row, Carter
described the Governor (Maddox) as representing 'The essence of the
Democratic Party... he has compassion for the ordinary man. I am
proud to be on the ticket with him.'"

However, after Maddox vigorously campaigned against Carter in New
Hampshire this year, this statement is found:

" " Carter admits he was shaken by the ferocity of the attacks on him,
but he says he tried to deal with them in the usual way. ' I had
four years of this with Maddox as lieutenant governor so I told
Jody (Powell, his press secretary) to just treat it like it was Lester.

Also, in the February 21, 1976, New York Times Carter said that the
New Hampshire voters had "too much judgement to pay any attention
to what Lester Maddox says."

Maddox called Carter a liar and a fraud. Carter responded with -
" Lester Maddox has a press conference every week or so and calls
me a liar, or a thief, or an atheist or a Communist or a Soc1a1ygf
or a dictator, and I never had any inclination to respond." /<




Point 6.)

represents
to Georgia
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The Carter who pledged to "end once and for all the threat Wallace
to our country;" the Carter, who promised in 1970 to invite Wallace
to address the state legislature and is on-the-record a number of

times praising him.

Point 7.)

The entire question of the Carter-Wallace relationship is
enigmatic, especially after the venomous attacks each had for the
other in the North Carolina primary and then the ensuing Wallace
endorsament of Carter.

When Sanders was Governor of Geordia, he would not allow Wallace -
into the state assembly to speak because he felt Wallace to be a
racist and segregationist. Sanders is a staunch Southern liberal.

In the February 25, 1972 Atlanta Constitution, there is a report of
Wallace's speech to the Georgia Assembly upon Carter's invitation
and subsequent introduction of Wallace to the Assembly.

Cn June 18, 1972, Carter was reported to have been in Red Level,
Alabama at a "Wallace Appreciation Day" wearing a "Wallace in '72"
button.

In the August 4, 1972 Birmingham News, Carter endorsed Wallace as the
figurehead needed to build a Southern movement to seperate state
elections and national tickets.

Also, in a letter reprinted in the controversial article by Stenhen
Brill in the March Harper's, Carter says to a disgruntled Wallace
supporter concerning Carter's nominating speech for Henry Jackson
at the Democratic Convention of 1972, " I have never had anything
but the highest praise for Governor Wallace." The letter is dated -
August 4, 1972.

There is other evidence that Carter actually backed Wallace for
both the President and Vice-President spot on the 1972 ticket, %

On the other hand, in the Southern showdown between Carter and
Wallace in North Carolina, Carter said, "Governor Wallace has for

a time unfortunately been a spokesman for the South. The South has
changed and I think for the better." Washington Star, March 19, 1976.

And then again, " I'm not running against Wallace; I'm running against
what he stands for." Los Angeles Times, March 22, 1976.

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.

That Carter gave the nominating sneech for Jackson is political
history, but the contention that Carter promised a conditional
endorsement of Wallace, can only be substantiated by Wallace's
charges in this year's North Carolina primary which should be

.taken with this political fact in mind.
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In the March 18, 1976 Christian Science Monitor, Wallace presents
his attack on Carter's credibility. It should be noted that Wallace
in fact did not enter the Georgia caucus in 1972.

Point 8.) The Carter who claimed, after he was castigated by Wallace supporters
for backing Jackson, that he was carrying out a wish of the late Senator Russell;
the reality that anyone who knew Dick Russell knows that he would never have made
such a reguest.

The documentation for Carter's insistence that it was with
respect to a dying Russell that Carter nominate Jackson is
found in the August 14, 1972 letter re-printed in Harper's
March, 1976 . The allegation that Dick Russell would never
have made such a request can not be documented by us.

Point 9.) There is the Carter, who said "Other than my father, Senator Russell
made the greatest impact on my life. I never made a political decision without
consulting him. He kind of adopted me 19 years ago." There is the real Carter
who never had a particularly close relationship with Dick Russell.

It is known that Carter was the only man ever publicly endorsed by
Senator Russell.

In addition, Russell was instrumental in Carter's career in
several ways. First, Russell helped secure Carter's discharge
form the Navy unon the death of his father. Second, Russell met
with and advised Carter frequently on running a campaign. Third,
Russell during his last illness would summon Carter to visit him
when Carter was in Washington to keep him abreast of the "goings-
on" in Georgia. Fourth, Russell gave Carter Tlists of long-time
supporters in Georgia for Carter to contact. Bill Shipp, "Carter
Career Owes Everything to Russell," Atlanta Constitution, January
23, 1971.

According to a newspaper account of the incident, Carter delivered

a eulogy to Russell in which he said," Other than my father, Sen.
Russell made the greatest impact on my 1ife. I never made a politi-
cal decision without consulting him. He kind of adopted me 19

years ago."

There has not been any data found as to the validity of the statement
"There is the real Carter who never had a particularly close
“relationship with Dick Russell."

Point 10.) 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.

Carter advisor Charles Kirbo reportedly told Strauss that there was

no problem in him continuing as party chairman. This was echoed

by Carter in Washington April 3, when asked by Strauss himself.
Rowland Evans and Robert Novak, "Carter and Strauss," Washington Post,
May 11, 1976. '
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Carter also allowed word to seep out following his victory
in the Pennsylvania primary that Strauss would be retained
through the November election. (Evans and Novak)

Evans and Novak quote Robert Shrum as saying that Carter talked

of removing Strauss in Pittshurgh on April 25. Carter reportedly
said: "If we can't remove Strauss I'11 be a pretty pathetic nominee."
A Carter aide reportediy telephoned Strauss and explained that

Carter had meant that "a nominee who could not (name a new chair-
man) would be 'pretty pathetic!'"

Point 11.) The Carter, who asked Julian Bond to intercede with McGovern in behalf
of him becoming McGovern's running mate; the Carter who deniéd Bond's claim; and
the Carter who later acknowledged it.

It is known that Julian Bond interceded with McGovern in an
effort to have Carter named as the replacement to Sen. Thomas
Eagleton on the ticket. David MNordan, Atlanta Journal, August
35 1912,

Bond claimed in March that his Tlobbying with McGovern had been
done at Carter's request, a claim which was denied by Carter
Press secretary Jody Powell. Jim Merriner, Atlanta Constitution,
March 29, 1976.

Merriner quotes McGovern press secretary Alan Baron as saying:
" Julian said he was doing this at Carter's request!" Baron was
quoting Sen. McGovern ,

In a different account of this incident, Baron is quoted as

saying that Bond was one of 'several Southerners' who went to
McGovern headquarters in Miami Beach "and said they had been asked to
come by Governor Carter." New York Times, March 31, 1976

Carter has subsequentially acknowledged that he approached Rep.
Andrew Young and Coretta King about Tobbying for him as™a 1972
vice-presidential candidate. Washington Post, April 4, 1976.

There has been no information found as to any acknowiedgement by
Carter that Bond's claim is accurate.

Point 12.) The Carter, who pledged his support to Reuben Askew to be Chairman
of the Southern Governor's Conference; the Carter who went back on his pledge.

It is known that in 1973 Askew "was “led to believe that Carter
supported his candidacy for chairman of the Southern Governor's
Conference..." Bill Peterson, Washington Post, February 25, 1976.

Maryland Governor Marvin Mandel was chairman of the conference
nominating committee that year and " was led to believe that
Carter supported Florida Gov. Reuben Askew for the conference
chairman post." Michael Kiernan, Washington Star, May 14, 1976
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At the conference, Carter supported Texas Gov. Dolph Briscoe for the
post. This position was surprising because Carter was the only
governor whose position on the Askew-Briscoe confrontation was

not predictable on the basis of previous image and ideology. David
Nordan, Atlanta Journal, September 23, 1973.

A contemporary observer explained Carter's support of Briscoe in
light of his close relationship with Robert Strauss and his desire to
establish a more conservative image for himself. David Nordan,
Atlanta Journal, Septmeber 23, 1973

When asked about his vote, Carter stated that his position had "nothing
to do with Tiberal vs. conservative or old vsi new or anything of

that nature!" Writer David Nordan continues that "Carter said he

was backing Briscce because the Texan was the first to get into the
contest and asked Carter's support some time ago." The Atlanta Journal,
September 25, 1973

Carter remains unpopular with manv governors, especially those involved
in the Askew situation. Said one source, " I don't think Askew has ever
forgiven Carter. 1T know !Marvin still remembers." Michael Kiernan,
Washington Star, May 14, 1976

It is felt that Carter is unpopular with among those governors with
whom he worked closely primarily because of "deep-rooted resentment
about Carter's actions at governors' conferences is the conviction

“that he frequently misled governors about his intentions at several
points."

Point 14.) The Carter, who told a reporter falsely that Senator Russell promised
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.

SEE ATTACHED COPIES

of

Point 15.) The Carter, who said he opﬁosed Richard Nixon since he Tived in California
in 1950; the Carter who profusely praised John Mitchell for his law and order
campaign at a dinner in Atlanta in 1971.

" Carter was quoted in an April 1974 issue of People magazine as beina

"a Nixon hater from way back," a quote which Carter labelled as inaccurate
in a telephone interview carried by United Press International. Atlanta
Journal, April 15, 1974
Carter's office released a statement for the press in which Carter
stated that he had nothing personal against then President Nixon,
saying that "my off-hand personal comments about Mr. Nixon came
during a general conversation, which I incorrectly assumed was not
for publication. They were intended to indicate a continuing political
opposition to Mr. Nixon ever since 1950, when I was a resident of Cali-
fornia and witnessed his first campaign for the United States Senate,
and a belief that no previous President has ever been personally dis-
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honest, ewen during the Grant and Harding Administrations."
Mike Wazlavek, Atlanta Constitution, April 15, 1974

Re: the contention that Carter praised John Mitchell at a dinner in Atlanta in 1971.

Nothing has been found to substantiate this.

£

Point 16.) 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.

On April 5, 1973 the Department of Agriculture announced changes in the
peanut price support system. Carter was highly critical of these,
contending that this move could cost as much as $50 per ton. Atlanta
Journal, April 6, 1973

At'a press conference on HNovember 1, 1973, Carter announced that during

an upcoming trip to Washington, he would be meeting with Agriculture
Secretary Butz, saying that cutbacks in peanut subsidies and exports then
being recommended by Butz woilild have a "catastrophic effect upon Georgia's
farm economy and thus on the economic prosperity of the entire state."
Atlanta Journal, November 2, 1973.

It must be remembered that Georgia is the nation's largest peanut
producing state (producing about 40% of the nations' peanuts) and
that peanuts are the leading cash crop in Georgia. Atlanta Journal,
April 6, 1973

Point 17.) The Carter, who talks of love; the Carter who sent a message recently to
the Mayor of Atlanta to "kiss my ---." N
Carter's entire campaign rhetoric has been infused with_"the politics

of laughter, 'joy', campassion," etc. June 14, 1976, however, in the
Shrum article in the New Times, Carter reportedly told Jackson to

"kiss my ass ."

Also, when he heard of Kennedy's comments about his "intentional
imprecision’ ,"Carter said that Kennedy ,too,could kiss his ass.

Point 18.) 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.

Carter has always insisted on his independence from Washington, etc...

Yet when faced with the political realities after the primaries, Carter said
in the L.A. Times May 22, 1976, that he might have to engage in "horse-
trading™ for delegates in the convention.
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WASHINGTON D‘

July 15, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: DAVE GERGEN
FROM: BOB MEADéé???ﬁ
SUBJECT: JIMMY CARTER

Allow me to share with you some thouchts and perceptions I

had last evening watching the Democratic rnominating speeches
for Governor Carter. (No charge for this.) This contribution,
along with David Broder's excellent article, "Carter Enigma

is Real," may in some small way help President Ford in his
approach for a November victory. (I'm sure there are experts
in this already, but my interpretation might add a little.)

I realized during the nominating speeches that an air of the
Gospel was flowing from my television set. Speeches were more
like testimonials or confessionals. Phrases used i.e. "when
you come to know him the way I do" (used by Jesus' disciples)
and "...he can lay that burden down..." (in obvious reference
to the plight of racism) are typical of how the campaign has
been going. They were falling short of equating him with God.

It is very effective on television, and several scenes reminded
me of Madison Square Garden when Hitler appeared in the late
30's. There was mass control and mass psychology (exactly what
the Germans did); people were caught up in the mystique of it
all. (Present day maharajas do this also.)

The bottom line, I suppose, is that you must be very careful in
the way you will deal with Carter, in speeches and attitudes.
You cannot defy him, or say anything bad about him. (Thus you
challenge the world of Christianity.)

On television the nominee caresses, soothes, croons, if you will,
to put the people at ease. That soft, even-toned voice relaxes
people, and they are receptive. He uses an old trick of lowering
his voice to make you want to lean forward to hear him. (If you
ever have lunch with Eric Sevaried, sit next to him as he uses
this technique.) Carter also pauses long enough for his lis-
teners to shout for more of that "wisdom."

Carter uses this religious atmosphere to his advantage. Karl
Marx called religion the opiate of the masses. When you're down
and out (Carter on how the country's going), when you need a fix,
to get a shot to get your mind off your troubles, you look for
something soothing. (Has he not been telling us he understands

)2
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WASHINGTON

our problems?)

The Governor comes across,also, as if he is in charge, no one
else. There is an air of confidence about him on television
which goes along with that soothing voice. "I am nothing but
a peanut farmer..." (Jesus was a carpenter.)

When you start saying that Carter is not specific, particularly
on issues, remember that Jesus was not specific. He said,
"...only follow me, I will show thee the way..." He never said
how he would do it or what he would do. Jesus only said, "...
you must believe." Never did he explain how or why.

Like Jesus, Carter to a lot of people is a symbol of what you
believe you are...Your faith lifts you up...you have faith in
yourself. You do the work, Carter doesn't. He is trying to
give an incentive to lead a good life to prevent that judgment
day. (No one ever commits suicide who sees hope, and Carter is
offering out that hope.)

There are lessons to be learned from his style and manner. Per-
haps now politicians will refrain from shouting campaign oratory
and let others whip up a frenzied audience instead. But attacks
on him will be dangerous. You must now think of a way to "out-

Herod Herod."
//QT?O”o
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August 22, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: FOSTER CHANOCK
MIKE DUVAL
JERRY JONES
FROM: ' DAVE GERGEN
SUBJECT: Carter Campaign Plans

Both CBS and NBC reported tonight that Carter has now
pinpointed his "battleground states” -- i.e., those states
where he will be concentrating because he thinks that's
where the battle will be won or lost. The nets agreed
that the list included:

California
Illinois
Indiana
Massachusetts
Michigan

New Jersey
New York

Ohio

.CBS said it also included Texas and Florida; NBC didn't
mention them.

CBS said that he had also selected his main "target groups":
blacks, hispanics, Jews, and Catholics.

As you know, he already assumes he has the South locked
up and he said after Kansas City that he thought Ford was
"forfeiting" the South.
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Mike,

This might be useful to you

L in connection with the Debates.
Apparently Carter may be

trying to strengthen his

position on the Defense budget
issue. I have sent a copy

to Allan Woods for his comments.

Jim Connor
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September 7, 1976

FROM:

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT ////////
MAX L. FRIEDERSDORF /664.

SUBJECT: Jimmy Carter

Last week about 50 top executives from leading defense
contractors were summoned to Atlanta for a meeting with
Eizenstate, Carter's top issues staffer (a list of those
attending is attached).

George Troutman and Harry Levine, of General Electric,
visited my office following the Atlanta meeting to give
me a. report.

The meeting in Atlanta was very cool, with little if any
rapport established.

Levine gave me the attached report which contains some
exceedingly interesting material pertaining to Carter and
his continuing fuzziness on the issues.

Levine said that the corporation executives challenged
Eizenstat on many of his questions, and it was not clear
whether Carter organized the meeting to (1) get campaign
ideas; (2) establish a better relationship with the industry;
(3) lay the groundwork to say he had met with industry
representatives to seek cost saving suggestions.




The following questions were presented by Eizenstat, who has Carter's

issues effort:

1.

10.

.

It appears from statistics available that only about 20% of defense
procurement is being done on open bidding? Can procedures be changed
to permit more open bidding for procurement? Will this result in any
savings?

Present procurement procedures tend to promote "best and final" and
"technical leveling" practices that lead to inequities and cost overruns.
What can be done to reform these procedures?

How can cost overruns be avoided or lessened?

Is there any way in which defense procurement can be coordinated with
foreign policy objectives?

Why is it not feasible to save money by extending the period in which
military personnel are rotated? Our (Gov. Carter's) findings are that
extending tour of duty by 2 months would result in an annual saving of
$400 million. A six-month extension would save over a billion dollars.

What kind of re—-organization of DOD can best serve the National interest?
For instance, there are more officers in the Pentagon than there are at sea.

What can be done to cope with the grade creep in the civilian and military
ranks? ’ ' ' p

It has been said that standardization can save NATO up to $17 billion.
What are the domestic problems with standardization? What are the
international problems? How can we achieve the optimum degree of
standardization? What are the issues associated with domestic vs.
foreign procurement?

Are Reserve Forces useful? Are they cost effective?

What is the impact of arms sales abroad? Is the present level of sales
healthy? Do arms sales accomplish our foreign policy objectives?

What are the problems industry faces in dealing with the Government?

What can be done to cut the red tape? What can be done to improve
Government/Industry relations ?
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In connection with the B-1, Eizenstat stated the Governor was in favor
of R&D but felt that the size of the program warranted a re-examination before
the aircraft was put in production.

As to the foreign sales of military equipment, Eizenstat stated that the
Governor's views do not necessarily coincide with that expressed in the Demo~-
cratic platform. He said that the Governor feels there should be a cap on the
amount of foreign sales of military equipment, but there was no clarification on
how the Governor differed with his platform on this point.

Eizenstat said that the Governor was quite concerned that a means be
developed to relate the introduction of new weapons systems to the Country's
foreign policy objectives.

Eizenstat stated that Governor Carter would listen to any thoughts that
Adm. Rickover had but was not bound and would not slavishly follow Adm,. Rickover.
(It is my understanding from independent sources that Adm, Rickover did not remem’ :
Gov. Carter from his Navy days and has only recently talked to the Governor, and
they are, in fact, not close.) However, Eizenstat did state that Governor Carter
was concerned about the size of the U.S. Navy viz a viz the Russian and that the
Governor did favor a mix of naval vessels -- small and large, nuclear and non-
nuclear powered ships.

Eizenstat stated that the Governor has never claimed that consolidating
Government agencies in Washington, as he did in Georgia, would reduce the number
of Federal employees. In fact, Civil Service rules would limit what they can do;
however, the consolidation would increase the efficiency of the Federal Government.
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ATTENDANCE LIST AT ATLANTA

Mr. John W. Anderson

Vice Pres. & Group Executive

Aerospace & Defense Group - Honeywell, Inc.
Providence, R, I,

Mr. Robert Anderson

President & Chief Executive Officer
Rockwell International Corp.

600 Grant St.

Pittsburgh, Pa.

Mr. Harry Levine

Program General Manager,

General Electric Co. Corporate Office
Wash, D, C,

Herbert H. Gray, Executive V. Pres.
Southeast Region - Atlanta
Westinghouse Electric Corp.

Harry B. Smith

Executive Vice Pres,

Defense & Electronics Systems Center
Baltimore, Md. - Westinghouse

James H. Schofiel-d, i
Director, Washington Ofc. -
Magnavox Govt. & Industrial Electronics Co.

Ralph Clark, V. Pres. (Corp.)
TRW, Inc. , Wash, D, C,

Dr. M, C, Adams,
Group V. Pres., AVCO Corp.
Wilmington, Mass.

Mr. E. J. LeFevre, Vice Pres.
General Dynamics Corp.
Washington, D, C,

Mr. Robert B. Ormsby
President, Lockheed Georgia Co.
Marietta, Ga.
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1Z2.

13,

14,

15,

16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

Mr, William McGinty

Director, Govt. /Industry Marketing
Federal Systems Division

IBM Corp.

Wiash, D, C,

Mr. Kenneth Mark
Director, Strategic Planning
The Boeing Co.

Wash, D, C,

Mr. Barry J. Shillito, President
Teledyne Ryan Aeronautical
San Diego, Calif.

Mr. Dennis Nichols

Corporate Director, Govt. Relations
Fairchild Industries, Inc.
Germantown, Md.

Mr. Arthur Stanziano
Vice Pres. - Washington
The Hazeltine Corporation
Wash, D, C,

Mr. Jesse R. Lien

Sr. Vice Pres. & General Mgr.
Electronic Systems Group

GTE Sylvania

Waltham, Mass.,

Mr. Clark MacGregor
Vice President :
United Technologies Corp.
Wash, D, C,

Mzr. Forbes Mann, Sr. Vice Pres.
The LTV Corp.
Wash, D, C.

Mr. J. L. Winkel, V. Pres., Marketing
Hughes Aircraft Corp.
Arlington, Va.

Mr. William W. Woodruff

Manager, Program Development (Legis. Liaison)

Hughes Aircraft
Wash, D,C,
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2.

24.

25,

26,

rA

28.

29.
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Mzr. Robert C. Smith

Vice Pres., Domestic Customer Relations
E-Systems, Inc.

Arlington, Va.

Mr. George Sloan

Director of Corporate Planning
McDonnell Douglas Corp.

St. Louis, Mo.

Mrzr. Philip C.. Kautt

Corporate Director of Govt. Develop.
EG&G, Inc.

Arlington, Va.

Mr. L, S, Wyler
TRE Corporation
Suite 720

9460 Wilshire Blvd.
Beverly Hills, Calif,

Mr. V. .J. Adduci, President
Electronics Industries Assn.
2001 Eye St, N, W,

Wash, D. .

Mr. W. A. Simcox, Director of Planning
Electronics i‘ndusfcries Assn.
2001 Evye -5k, N. -W;

Wash, D. C.

Hubert Harris, Vice Pres. ,"C'g R'.F-o

Citizens & Southern Natl. Bank r";f? %

Atlanta, Ga. \® E
\’\\"ﬁ/

Mr. Sam T. Martin, Jr. g

S. T. Martin Associates
Great Falls, Va.

Mzr. Jack Christiansen

Special Asst. to President & Chairman of the Board
Grumman Aerospace Corp.

Bethpage, L.I., N, Y,

Mr. John Chapman
Director, Government Relations
Bendix Corp.

Wash, B, G,






