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JIMMY
GARTER’
BETRAYAL
OF THE
S0UTH




“To get away with this,
he’s gonna haveto liealot.”
The coalition of special interests behind the Jimmy

Carter campaign is the most serious threat to the:
American system since 1932.

@ Who is Jimmy Carter?

What does he stand for?

Why did the Democrats nominate him?
Who's backing him? .

When will he reveal his true colors?

Can he be defeated in November?

Emmy-Award-winning Jeffrey St. John reveals all' in this
explosive expose. How the Democratic National Committee
and Carter conspired to destroy George Wallace. What the
Union Bosses plan for the South. The Carter Style (“talk
conservative, act liberal”), Carter’s plan for an “Imperial
Presidency.” The rigged polls. And much, much more.

This crucial book ¢omes off the presses two weeks from
today. You've got to read it. Reserve your copy mow. And
order extras for your friends, your political associates, your
local newspaper editor! The future of our country may
depend on it.

QUANTITY PRICES*

1 copy $1.75 10 copies $12.50 100 copies $60.00
3 copies $5.00 25 copies $25.00 500 copies  $275.00
5 copies $7.50 50 copies $35.00 1000 copies  $500.00

*1Hinois residents please add 5% sales tax
'---------------
Green Hill Publishers, Inc.
I Post Office Box 738
Ottawa, Illinois 61350

I Please send me postpaid__. copies of JIMMY
I CARTER’S BETRAYAL OF THE SOUTH by Jeffrey St. John.

| enclose—___________plus 50 cents for postage and
l handling
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» historically important opportunity. It is time for

n our Bicentennial Year - A new Beginning so that as

radedicate - ourselves to the ideals upon which our count

gorate the basic principles that made cvr count
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oparating subsidies.

.

Priority attention should a2lsc be giben to restructuring the nat

antiquated svstem of regulating transportation. The present patch-wor

scheme or rall truck, and airline regulation at the federal level nee

-

costs consumers billions of dollars every year. However valid the ori

purpose of promoting a fledgling industry and protecting the public f1

the_fyrénny oﬁ'monopoly or the chaos or predatory competition, the. pre

ystem has, more often than not, tended to discourage desirable compe’

. - -

{i) Housing -

- -

.The.foilowing agenda 6ﬁ'housing is aimed at putting to work hun

of thousands of unemployed construction workers and fulfilling our n

-

commitment to build 2 million housing units per year: -

(1) direct federal subsidies and low interest loans Lo
encourage the comnstruction of low and middle class 3
housing.

(2) expanswcn of the hlgﬁly successful Section 202 housing
progsrain for the elderly, which utilizes direct federal

. subsidies. A

(3) greatly increa ased emphasis on the reﬁabllltatlon of
existing housing to rebuild our neighborhoods; cerxtain
of our publicly created jObS could be used to assist

- such rehabilitation. It is time for urban conservation

: instead of urban destruction. }

(4) greater attention to the role of local communities <
under the lousing and Community Development Act of 1974.

(5) ‘greater effort to direct mortgace money into the fin-

- ancing of private housing. 2. T o

(6) prohibiting tne practice of red-lining by federaliy_
sponsored savings andg loan institutions and the FHA,
wvnich has had the efiect of depriving certain areas
of the necessary mortgage funds to upgrade themselves.

(7) Encouraging mcre loans for housing and rehabilitaticn
to the pcor. 3

(8) providing for a stecady source of credit at low interest
rates to stabilize the housing indvestry.

(3) hgriculture and Rural Rprerica

The Republican agriculture policy has whip-saved the cons:
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MEMORANDUM FOR JIM QAVANAUGH
FROM BILL; GOROG
SUBJECT: Carﬁer/Birmingham Speech/Bankruptcies

Jimmy Carter spoke in Birmingham, Alabama, this morning
and attacked our Republican record regarding small
business. His staff has failed him again .... but
rather than getting in an argument on that score, I
would suggest that the press check with Dun & Bradstreet
to get the right numbers .... They clearly show a much
better Republican scorebodrd than in the Kennedy-Johnson
years.

More importantly, we should set the record straight

about four more years of pemocratic control in the
Congress and what would ppen if we also had a Democrat
President. The Congress jhas been controlled in forty

of the last forty-four ydars by the Democrats .... the
party Jimmy Carter wants |small business to believe is A
their friend. This Congxyess has given the small business-
man more regulation, morg taxes, more forms, more control
and less freedom .... THe Democrat Congress has pratically
strangled the small busipessman .... and Jimmy Carter is
pleading for more Democr#t control.

Jimmy Carter has proposefl over a hundred billion dollars

- in new spending .... and|{where do you think the tax money

will come from. He has fold people all over the country

that individual taxes axp too high .... this can only mean that
he proposes new taxes for business .... small, medium and

large ....

Let's face reality .... |Jimmy Carter is the candidate of the
party of Big Govermnment)} Big Spending, Big Control and Big
Taxes. When Jimmy Carter proposed a Consumer Protection
Agency ... he proposed ¢ne more massive agency to hang
around the neck of small businessmen.

Let's look at the other] side of the record. President Ford
has produced solutions [to help the small businessman. He
has checked inflation f#hrough use of the veto to control
spending of the Congregs. He asked the Congress for an
additional ten billion|{dollars in tax cuts for individuals
and businesses .....T Democrats refused to consider the
measure. President Fgrd asked the Congress to put a ceiling



on spending to balance the budget and eliminate deficits...
This would take pressure off the money markets and make
cash available for the small businessman at reasonable
rates.... The Democrats refused to act on the measure.

The President also asked the Congress to permit small
businessmen to pass their estates on to their wives without
estate taxes, and he also asked the Congress to permit
easier terms for estate taxes for children... To date, no
action has been taken.

The record is not fuzzy, it is clear .... Jimmy Carters' Party
is a threat to the small businessman .... and the record
of the last forty years is proof. -



T~

While campaigning in Alabama, Presidenfial nominee Jimmy Carter
charged that public bankruptices have doyibled in the past eight years.
The facts do not support this assertion, fand as Secretary of Commerce

I feel it is my duty to set the record strpight.

Figures published by Dun and Bradstrget, respected publishers of
business information show the numbery of public failures resulting in
bankruptcy proceedings to be 9, 636 iy 1968 and 11, 432 in 1975, an

increase of 18, 6% nct 50%.

I have said in the past that Mr. Carfer has waivered on the issues. Being
inconsistent is one thing, but using inflated statistics designed to fool

the public is quite another.

Business failures have not doubled|since 1968 and I call upon Governor
Carter to check the facts before cahsing undue public alarm in this

election vear.




Governor Carter's representative's
statement before the Democratic
Platform Committee on July , 1976:

Ford Administration National Transportation
Policy Statement, as stated by Secretary
Coleman on September 17, 1975:

"Priority attention should also be

"Resgponsible action is needed to reform
g given to restructuring the nation's

and modernize the regulatory system in

which surface, ailr and water trans-
portation cperate. However valid the
original purpose of promoting a fledg-
ling industry and protecting the public
from the tvranny of monopoly or the
cnacs of predatory competition, the
wublic perception of the system now
is that it serves primarily to foster
security in the industry it is de-
signed to regulate. In its operation
the existing regulatory structure is
oo often ocutdated, inequitable,
nefficie L_, unecconomical and often
raticnal.

i }
i.

i

-

(
(

.

6}

I.,J. %J

antigquated system of regulating
transportation. The patchwork scheme
of rail, truck, and airline regula-
tion at the federal level needlessly
costs consumers billions of dollars
every vyear. However valid the original

purpose of promoting a fledgling
industry and protecting the public
from the tyranny of monopoly or the
chaos of predatorj competition, the
present system has, more often than
not, tended to dlscourage desirable
competition.”




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 8, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: RON NESSEN
FROM: DAVE GERGENngsw“’
SUBJECT: ' Carter vs. Ford on Busing

From the beginning of his campaign, Governor Carter
has pointed to "The Atlanta Plan" as a model of how
school busing problems should.be solved.

In the attached analysis, George Van Cleve shows that
the Atlanta plan represented essentially a compromise
agreement reached by black and white leaders in that

city after protracted legal proceedings.

He also argues:

~-=- Contrary to his campaign assertions, Carter
had virtually nothing to do with the development of
the plan.

-- While the plan did not require much busing
(less than 3 percent of the school population), it
also did not achieve much integration (83 of 141 Atlanta
schools remained all black; only 8 were desegregated,
per Newsweek). To call it an alternative to busing is
very misleading. What it really did was give blacks
far more administrative positions in the school system --
an advance that local blacks were willing to accept but
one that did not please the NAACP.

-- There is some resemblance between the Carter and
Ford positions because they both favor community-based
efforts to defuse the issue of busing, but the Ford plan
now under consideration goes further because it also
provides specific guidance to courts in the event that
communities can't reach a resolution.

Attachment {u
\



June 4, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: DAVE GERGEN
FROM: ' GEORGE VAN CLEVE

SUBJECT: ATLANTA SCHOOL DESEGREGATION PLAN

1. THE ATLANTA PLAN

The "Atlanta Plan'' was instituted in 1973 pursuant to a negotiated
settlement of a fifteen year long lawsuit brought by black plaintiffs
against the Atlanta City School Board. The plan consisted of four
major elements:

(1) Voluntary transfer was to be allowed by any pupil from a school
where his race was in the majority to a school where his race
was in the minority; ’

(2) Faculty and staff were to be moved throughout the system in
order to have the faculty/staff racial composition reflect
system composition;

(3) No school was to be less than 30% black; and

(4) Disputes concerning the administration of the plan were to be
handled in the first instance by a biracial Citizens Committee
formed at settlement and, if necessary, resolved by the court.

According to Congressional Quarterly, April, 1974, the plan

required transportation of some 2, 761 students (2000 black, 800

white) out of a total elementary/secondary enrollment of approximately
100, 000, and provided that the top school administrative staff would

be at least 50% black and that a black school superintendent would be
appointed. According to Newsweek, July 30, 1973:

i,

It [the plan] will leave 83 of the city's 141 schools all-black,
while increasing the number of desegregated schools by just elghflﬂ S,

When the Atlanta lawsuit began, the Atlanta school system was ?O%é :‘
white and 30% black. By 1973, according to the District Court, the*x;”
8 &*«%,
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system was 79% black and 21% white. Total system enrollment dropped
by 17, 000 (mostly whites) between 1968 and 1973, to approximately
95, 000. Atlanta is highly residentially segregated, and it was the
opinion of the District Court that given the racial composition of the
school population massive busing would be required in order to
achieve any substantial integration. The District Court specifically
refused to order such busing on the ground that it would cause more
white flight. On appeal, the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals sustained
the decision on the condition that any plan decided upon contain the
first two elements described above. The NAACP lLegal Defense
Fund, co-counsel for plaintiffs in the lawsuit, refused to sign the
settlement agreement entered into on remand, and unsuccessfully
appealed it. The national NAACTP suspended the members of the
Atlanta NAACP who negotiated the settlement.

Conclusion -- The "Atlanta Plan'" is a political compromise worked
out by the Atlanta black leadership with the Atlanta School Board when
it became evident that the court would not order any significant busing
to take place. It is clear that the school system was not integrated in
any meaningful way by the plan. The plan does not represent an
alternative to busing in the sense that it achieves goals busing would
not achieve {see discussion, III infra).

II. Carter Involvement

Carter's current position on busing differs from the position he
took while Governor of Georgia. Currently, Carter opposes forced
busing, but does not support a constitutional amendment to ban it.

He says instead that he supports the Atlanta "voluntary plan." While
Governor of Georgia, in 1972, Carter said that if the state legislature
did not pass a resolution calling on Corg ress to call a constitutional
convention to consider an antibusing amendment he would support a
one-day school boycott (Atlanta Constitution, 2/17/76).

Carter's role in the 1973 settlement remains unclear. He 'has
claimed nationally that he was active in hammering out Atlanta's
school de-segregation plan..." (Atlanta Constitution, 1/15/76). However,
all available evidence suggests he had little or nothing to do with it.
A lengthy New Yorker analysis (March 17, 1973) of the settlement does
not mention his name. Nor does a column about the settlement which
appeared in Christian Century (August 29, 1973) or the letter written
in response to that column (Christian Century, October 3, 1973). Nor
does the Newsweek report on the settlement (July 30, 1973) mention..- e
Carter. According to Bill Shipp of the Atlanta Constitution (1/15 ﬁ%),
Carter:

ic:

,
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. ..allocated $25, 000 from the governor's emergency fund
to help implement the, Atlanta plan. He made a public show of
keeping his daughter, Amy, in the public school system. And
he did indeed act as an observer. He also issued statement
after statement condemning any attempt to stall the negotiations.

The author claimed he had documentation to support these statements,
Carter himself said about his role:

What I did, primarily, was let my staff attend and monitor
the meetings at which the plan evolved. I issued a public expressiopy
of full support for whatever plan would be evolved. I pledged the
state's participation in the costs., At a critical stage in the negotiations,
I went as Governor to give my reassurance. (Time, 2/2/76)

Time claimed it had received corroboration of Carter's statements.

III. Administration Bill and Atlanta Plan: Some Comparisons

The points of contact between the Atlanta plan and the-Administration
bill are Sections 105(f) and 203 of the bill, '‘and parts one and four of
the plan (discussion, infra). However, the fact that certain possible
remedial steps permitted or required of the court by the administration
bill resemble remedial steps taken in Atlanta should not be allowed
to obscure the fact that the bill specifies when a court may legally
order busing in the first place, an issue of critical significance with
regard to which the entire Atlanta plan is totally irrelevant. This
point might be restated as follows:

The Administration bill will Aot allow school desegregation (including

a busing remedy) unless certain narrowly defined types of acts have
been committed. The Atlanta plan is, as it would have to be, silent

on what types of acts can trigger desegregation action by a court. Once
it is found by the court that illegal acts have been committed:

(1) The court may not order busing until a Citizens council has been
formed and has had the opportunity to formulate a desegregation
plan (Section 203). The Atlanta District Court was not legally
required to establish such a committee, although it did. The
fourth part of the Atlanta plan, arbitration and reporting by
the Council, while not required by the bill, could be adopted by
any court sua sponte or by the parties;

(2) The court may require the school district to allow voluntary ..
transfer between schools without regard to other limitations

in section 105 (Section 105 (f)). This is, I think, identical to/*




Page 4

part one of the Atlanta plan;

(3) The court may order busing only to the extent required to remove
effects of the unlawful acts. The ""Atlanta plan'] even if written
'mt_o law by adoption of (1) and (2) above, does not speak to this
issue.

The "Atlanta plajn” does nothing:

(1) to define the problem;

(2) to legally limit court action onthe problem; or

(3) to suggest alternative remedies which might cope with the problem v

other than those already to be found in the bill,

CONCLUSION

In view of the reasons for and results of the adoption of the Atlanta
plan, it is somewhat surprising that {(outside of the South) Carter wants
to take credit for it, And there is not much evidence supporting his
assertion that he deserves the credit. The plan itself does almost
nothing to solve the basic problems raised by the busing issue, and
everything worthwhile it does do is incorporated in better fashion in
the Administration bill.



Republican
National
Committee. August 24, 1976

- JIMMY CARTER AND GOVERNMENT MANAGEMENT
; Jimmy Carter claims to be a "tough, hard-nosed" businessman and that
he ran the state government in Georgia "just 1ike Coca Cola companies are
run or your local bank,"l/ Carter also claims to have saved money through
reorganization of the state government and by implementation of a zero-
based budgeting system, and that he reduced the number of state employees.
' According to Carter, his record as manager of the state government in

Georgia was so good that “nothing has been done since I left office in Georgia
s 2/

to undo%what I did."
Hig contention to have reduced the number of state agencies, departments
and bureaus from 300 to 22 is an overstatement of accomplishment at best.
Only 66 such departments were every funded by the state and most of the
eliminated agencies served very little meaniﬁgful purpose in the first place.
During Carter's ferm of office state employment, not counting teachers,
rose from 34,322 to 42,400 -- an increase of 24 percent. The state budget
increased by more than 58 percent while Carter was manager of the state govern-
ment. Carter states that "my government in Georgia. . .grew considerably
while I was governor, but I guarantee it was infinitely more efficient and
economical and simpler in structure than it was when I took over."g/ There
are however, some serious detractors to Carter's reorganization.
Carter's "favorite" new creation, the Department of Human Resources,
in which he was "most interested and most proud,“&/ has become the prime

target of the controversy. Ernest Davis, former Auditor for the state of

Georgia, séid following an audit of the Department, that the "inadequacy of

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.



|
control system and confusion of records create a situation where theft or
embezzlement is easily possible and would not be readily detected."§/

The current Governor of Georgia, George Busbee, said in a speech in June
1976, that "when I took office, the Department of Human Resources was an
organizational nightmare. The Department was under attack from both legislia-
tors a%d citizens for doing an inadequate job. I asked for a year to
straighten out the Department and the General Assembly agreed."éj Busbee
and the legislature are still trying to straighten out the mess that Carter
left behind.

Busbee also found the financial condition of Georgia rather distressing
when he took over. "It came as a shock last June to discover that the
state's economy would not produce the revenues necessary to fund the fiscal
year 1976 budget that had just been passed a couple of months before. It
was necessary to summon our Tegislators back to Atlanta for the first
budget-cutting special session in modern times."Z/ Carter has so badly
botched the economic and budgeting systems that Busbee again found another
mess to clean up. It's no wonder. Carter hardly understood the budgeting
system, and admitted in 1973 that, "when I was campaigning for the job for
four years, I kept making the speech about a zero-based budget. I didn't
know what it meant, but it was a very attractive speech component, and after
I realized I was elected, I realized I had to do something to carry out my
promise."gf

Carter has made reorganization of the Federal government a major theme
in his Presidential campaign. "I don't want anyone to vote for me for
President this year unless you want me as President to completely reorgahize
the executive branch of this nation's government,“gj but Carter doesn't

know how he's going to do it. "“There's no way I can take off from campaigning



to do a complete and definitive study of what the Federal gov$6?ment is
and what it's going to be three or four years in the future."  Carter

does know, however, that reorganization "only will mean more efficient, and
11/
not less expensive government."

—
S~

Speech, Jekyll Island, Georgia, July 11, 1974.
United Press International, March 31, 1976.
*Philadelphia Inquirer, April 12, 1976.

State of the State Message, Atlanta Constitution,January 15, 1976.

Audit Report, Department of Human Resources, year ended June 30, 1974, p.11.

2 g8 @

Spgech, Georgia Municipal Association Cbnvention, Jekyll Island,

Ge%rgia, June 21, 1976.

7/ Ibid.

8/ Speech, Virginia Municipal League, Norfolk, Va., September 19, 1976.

9/ Speech, Consumer Federation of America, Washington, D.C., January 23, 1976.

10/ Washington Post, March 15, 1976.

11/ Wall Street}Journal, May 13, 1976.
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JIMMY CARTER AND VETOES

| Jimmy Carter recently attacked President Ford's record on vetoes,
stating that it was "a record of political insensitivity of missed bpportunity,
of constant conflict with Congress and of national neglect." He continued
and said, "We've had enough of government by conflict and division and
disharmony and veto."l/ In an earlier attack on President Ford's use of the
veto, Carter maintained that "these vetoes don't help our economy. They
don't save money. They cause human suffering."g/

President Ford has vetoed 55 bills pushed through by the Democrat
controlled Congress since taking office. He was able to sustain 45 of the
55 vetoes at a net savings of $9.2 billion to the American taxpayer.§/
Included in the bills that President Ford vetoed was a bill which would have
exempted members of Congress who reside in the state of Maryland from paying
state and Tocal income taxes, and a bill which would have allowed all
Federal employees to run for Federal office and to participate actively in
partisan elections, which would, in effect, politicize the Federal government.

Carter does not advise his campaign audiences of his record of
“government by veto," nor does he mention the fact that in the twenty years
of Democratic rule from 1932-52, Democrat Presidents Roosevelt and Truman,
whom Carter admires for their greatness, vetoed 885 bills -~ more than the
combined total number of bills vetoed by all Republican Presidents from :
Lincoln to Ford.iz

As Governor of Georgia, Carter vetoed an average of 38 House and

5/
Senate bills and resolutions each year -- 154 in all.” In 1974, his last year

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.



A
in office, Carter vetoed 53 bills and resolutions passed by the General
Assembly. He had a significant number of bills overridden (7) by the
6 ‘
General Assembly, which included, among others, bills which would have

allowed for homestead and ad valorum tax exemptions for the elderly.

|

1/ Speech, Los Angeles Town Hall Forum, Los Angeles, Calif., August 23, 1976.

g/ Speech, Jefferson-Jackson Day Dinner, Charleston, West Virginia, August 14,
1976.

3/ President Ford Committee, Research Division.

4/ "Presidential Vetoes: 13 Billion Dollar Savings," House Republican

Research Committee, August 12, 1976.

' §/ State of Georgia, House of Representatives, Composite Status of

Legislation, 1971-74.
6/ 1bid., 1974.
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JIMMY CARTER AND DAY CARE

Repeatedly we have heard Jimmy Carter call for the enhancement
of the f%mi]y unit as the primary social structure in America. Now
we find him advocating the assumption of traditional family roles
in caring for children by the federal government, At a rally in
Manchester, New Hampshire on August 3, 1976, Carter said, "We need
to have a comprehensive nationwide day care program,"”

Day care is presently funded throughout the federal budget,
primarily under Titles XX and IVb of the Social Security Act and
under the Head Start program. In FY 1976, Head Start will serve
approximately 349,000 children and Title XX of the Social Security
Act would cover approximately 77,000 children on an annualized basis.
There are currently 2.3 million children younger than five in families
below the poverty level. These two programs will total approximately
$1 billion in FY 1976. To maintain current policies would expand
the budget for these programs to $1.4 billion in FY 1981,

A higher spending option estimated by the Congressional Budget
Office would increase the 1981 figure to $1.8 billion by increasing
expenditures for Head Start by $200 million. If HEW staff/child ratio
were met and tax credits were allowed for providers of day care who
employ welfare recipients, additional annual increases of $217 million
and $13 million would be required annually. Thus the 1981 totai would
be over $3.5 billion.

A day care proposal sponsored by Rep. Brademus and Senator Mon-

dale would bégin at $150 million for training and planning in FY'76,

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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increase to $700 million in FY'77 ($200 million for training, $500
million for operation) and $1 billion in FY'78,

To cover all children (2.3 million) currently under 5 years of
age and living in families eligible for welfare (below the poverty
tevel) ﬁould require an additional annual $2.498 billion raising

the current projection for FY 1981 to at least $3.898 billion,
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JIMMY CARTER AND VETOES

Jimmy Carter recently attacked President Ford's record on vetoes,
stating that it was "a record of political insensitivity of missed dpportunity,
of constant conflict with Congress and of national neglect." He continued
and said, "We've had enough of government by conflict and division and
disharmony and veto."l/ In an earlier attack on President Ford's use of the
© veto, Carter maintained that "these vetoes don't help our economy. They
don't save money. They cause human suffering."g/

| President Ford has vetoed 55 bills pushed through by the Democrat
controlled Congress since taking office. He was able to sustain 45 of the
55 vetoes at a net savings of $9.2 billion to the American taxpayer.§/
Included in the bills that President Ford vetoed was a bill which would have
exempted members of Congress who reside in the state of Maryland from paying
state and local income taxes,‘and a bill which would have allowed all
Federal employees to run for Federal office and to participate actively in
partisan elections, which would, in effect, politicize the Federal government.

Carter does not advise his campaign audiences of his record of
"government by veto," nor does he mention the fact that in the twenty years
of Democratic rule from 1932-52, Democrat Presidents Roosevelt and Truman,
whom Carter admires for their greatness, vetoed 885 bills -- more than the
combined total number of bills vetoed by all Republican Presidents from :
Lincoln to Ford.ﬂj

As Governor of Georgia, Carter vetoed an average of 38 House and

5/
Senate bills and resolutions each year -- 154 in all.” In 1974, his last year

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.



in office, Carter vetoed 53 bills and resolutions passed by the General
Assembly. He had a significant number of bills overridden (7) by the

6
General Assembly, which included, among others, bills which would have

allowed for homestead and ad valorum tax exemptions for the elderly.

- 1/ Speech, Los Angeles Town Hall Forum, Los Angeles, Calif., August 23, 1976.

‘ g/ Speech, Jefferson-Jackson Day Dinner, Charleston, West Virginia, August 14,
1976.

3/ President Ford Committee, Research Division.

4/ "Presidential Vetoes: 13 Billion Dollar Savings," House Republican

Research Committee, August 12, 1976.
' §/ State of Georgia, House of Representatives, Composite Status of

Legislation, 1971-74.
6/ Ibid., 1974.
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JIMMY CARTER ON BOTH SIDES - OIL DIVESTITURE

Jimmy Carter has displayed two attitudes toward big business,

_ especially the nine major oil companies, as Ken Reich of the Los Angeles
Times in an August 22, 1976 article substantiates. During the Democrat
Convention, Carter met with fifty of the most powerful businessmen of this
country. He told them that a Carter Administration "would be a friend of
business" and that he favors "a minimum of government interference" in
business. However, his previous statements were more adverserial than
friendly.

'...many of the oil companies, particularly the nine major
0il companies, have used the confusion and the concern
and legitimate shortages in order to greatly increase their
profits."
“"And I think in many instances they have deliberately with-
held both information about fuel supplies and also fuel
supplies themselves in order to aggravate an already bad
situation in order to enhance their own profits.”

Speech, Georgia Municipal

Association
January 21, 1974

"T suspect that a conscious and secret decision has been made
to allow 0il companies to roll up tremendous profits at the
expense of noninfluential citizens in one porticn of the country."

Atlanta Constitution
January 31, 1974

"I support restrictions on the right of a single company to
own all phases of production and distribution of oil. . ."

Des Moines Registrar
January 15, 1976

"I think in some instances coal production has been constrained
deliberately by the 0il companies, to hold up the price of 0il
and to hold up the price of coal. . ."

Fortune
May, 1976

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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After his nomination was apparent, his statements concerning divestiture
have been varied depending on to whom he was talking, or what special interest
group talked to him last.

- On August 9, Carter spoke to Ralph Nader's Public Citizen Forum in
Washington, D.C. On this occasion, he said he favored partial divestiture,
forcing 0il companies to dispose of either wholesale or retail businesses.
He has given support to this notion frequently.

However, after a recent Plains, Georgia, briefing from Governor David
Boren, of oil-rich Oklahoma, and other energy magnates such as Thomas Sigler,
Vice-President of the Continental 0il Company, Carter sang quite a different
tune. He said that instead of divestiture on the wholesale and retail
levels, he now had an "inclination to support" Boren's plan to make oi]
companies file separate tax returns on the profits from each level of operation-
production, distribution, refining, and marketing. This is a dramatic reversal
from his caustic statements issued in 1974.

He comes full swing from this 1974 position in a statement found in the

April 21, 1976 edition of the Indianapolis News:

"One of the most damaging things in this country is therhatred that
has been engendered" against oil companies.

ar

What duplicity! As a vitriolic critic of oil companies just two years prioryiﬁﬁ~“'

Carter is in part respcnsible for the hatred. x
The question is, where does Jimmy Carter stand on the important

issue of oil divestiture? It does not appear that he still believes big oil

companies are deliberately withholding information or confusing

the American consumers to reap great profits, but likewise he did tell Ralph

Nader's group that he favors divestiture of the wholesale and retail operations

of the oil companies. Now he is "inclined" towards Governor Boren's proposal.
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The significance of Carter's recent equivocations on oil
should not be lightly considered. Much of the Cotton South is
also 0il1 South, and forms, in Carter's thinking at least, a base
of natural geographic support. As demonstrated on other issues,
such as Right to Work, Welfare and Abortion, Carter is adroit-at
fitting his comments to the audience; in the case of divestiture
of oil holdings, Carter is attempting to hold the the strength of
the 0i1 South, and at the same time appease and assuage liberal,
Eastern, and lower income audiences.

A classic example would be Louisiana, a major oil producing
state, The Governor, Edwin Edwards, is cool to Carter. Reports
from the Petroleum Club of New Orleans indicate distrust of Carter,.
His former harsh statements have not been forgotten, notwithstanding
his current "softening". Yet Louisiana is still considered for
Carter. Intemperent comments on a major job producing industry
might erode that strength. Thus, the new approach,

Finally, where before Carter pledged that he would not accept
campaign contributions "from political action committees controlled
by major oil companies," his FEC report dindicates that he has
accepted such contributions, and significant contributions, under
the present restrictions.

Carter seems to be troubled by the o0il divestiture problem,
shifting and trimming to fit the audience. It may be that his
major financial backers, Henry Ford, etc. are exerting pressure on

him to soften the attacks.



A message from President Ford ...

Let me thank you for an opportunity to pay tribute to you, thse
residents and leaders of the small communities within this great nation,
The binding together of Americans in small towns and cities has been an
essential part of the heritage of this country, and from communities such
as yours have emerged many of the ideals that guide our daily lives.

It is important for each of us in our third century to insure the
continued vitality of small communities and their local governments. Too

" often in the past, federal actions and legislation have sapped the re-
sourcefuiness of communities, restricted their decision authority, and
embroiled them in needless regulation. As President, | am working {o
reverse this trend. Through such programs. as revenue sharing, grant
consolidation and regulatory reforms, | am seeking to reduce the burdens
of federal programs on localities, while at the same time continuing the
tederal responsibility for probtems of a national scope.

With constructive and fiscally sound federal action, combined wnth a
strong, non-inflationary economy that protects your purchasing power and
that of your local government and with vibrant and effective local
leadership responsive to your needs, | strongly believe we will see
continued progress toward a better way of life for all Americans. 1 pledge
myself and my Administration to this goal and look forward to working

with you to make our vision for America a reality.

/%% Ford

fovves

TEXAS TOWN &
Small Cities

SEPFTZMBER 1978

Issue

..andfrom immy Carter

My hometown of Plains, Georgia, is like most small cities throughout
America. We have time 1o live happily with our neighbors. We know each
other and we care about each other—and we enjoy being a mainstay of
our state and our nation.

The way of life and the principles of sound government management
that are practiced in most of the 20,000 small cities of America can serve
as examples to our national government. | am committed to restoring
open, honest, and efficient government in Washington. | will work for a
thorough reorganization and revision of the federal bureaucracy.

We must reduce the duplication, overlap, red tape, and waste that
has permeated our federal government. We must have a working
government that can be understood by our people, one that ensures that -
tax dollars are well spent. Zero-base budgeting and govarnment
recrganization can help in achieving these goals.

Just as important, however, is each citizen’s access to the process of
national decision making. The more than 75 million citizens in aur small
cities and their representatives must be able to communicate gzenly with
the national government, and to participate in the solutions to our
common pmb!ems

The exper!ences of l;vmg and working in a small city will always be
with me. If elected, Il draw from these experiences to make America a
better place for all cf us to live and prosper

v""“—-.
CITY Sept. 1976 <<‘:5’{/}7 5



AMERICAN JEWISH PRESS ASSOCIATION

ST. LOUIS JEWISH LIGHT - Room 1541 + 611 Olive Street - St. Louis, Missouri 63101 ' (314) 241-4943

ROBERT A, COHN
President September 1, 1976

Honorable Jimmy Carter

Carter for President Headquarters
1789 Peach Tree Road

Atlanta, Georgia 30304

Dear Governor Carter:

As President of the American Jewish Press Association, I would like to acknowledge,
with warm thanks, the gracious telegram which you recently sent to the 34th Annual
Meeting of the American Jewish Press Association in Philadelphia.

The purpose of this letter is to seek the opportunity to arrange a special news
conference between you and the members of our Association, which represents 65 major
English-language American Jewish community newspapers in the United States and Canada
with a combined circulation of more than 700,000, We would very much appreciate the
opportunity of a special news conference with you in order to discuss the issues of the
1976 campaign which are of particular interest to the 6,000,000 Jewish citizens of the
United States who read our newspapers and magazines.

We are, of course, interested in having the same kind of opportunity to have a
news conference with President Gerald R. Ford, and are contacting him to set up such
an opportunity.

The series of '"great debates which are being planned between you and Pr.sident
Ford provide an excellent opportunity for a news conference with each of you to be
scheduled during one of the debate visits, It is our understanding tnat the first such
debate will be held on September 23 in St, Louis, We would appreciate the opportunity
of scheduling such a news conference with you on that date in St., Louis., 1In addition,
we feel it would be appropriate if a representative of the American Jewish Press Assoc-
iation could be a part of any press panel which might interview you and President Ford
following any of your debates. We would appreciate your support of this position as
well,

Copies of this letter are being sent to your gccd friend, Mr, Adclph Rosenberg,
publisher of the Scuthern Israelite -of Atlanta, and a past President of our Association,
who along with Mr., Jimmy Wisch, publisher of the Texas Jewish Post of Dallas~-Ft. Worth,
another past President, have been zsked to coordinate this project for the Association.
Copies are also being sent to the President, his press secretary and to Sen. Robert
Dole and Sen, Walter Mondale,

We appreciate your consideration of this request, and look forward to your reply.

- “Robert A, Cohn _
RAC:rmh President £
cc: Honorable Gerald R. Ford
Honorable Robert Dole
Honorable Walter Mondale
Mr. Ronald Nessen
Mr, Jimmy Wisch
Mr. Adolph Rosenberg




AMERICAN JEWISH PRESS ASSOCIATION

ST. LOUIS JEW&SH LIGHT - Room 1841+ 611 Qlive Street - St. Louis, Missouri 63101 + (314} 241.4943

ROBERT A. COHN
President September 1, 1976

Honorable Gerald R. Ford .
President of the United States

The White House

Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr, President:

As President of the American Jewish Press Association, an organization comprised
of 65 major English-language Jewish community newspapers in the United States and
Canada with a combined circulation of more than 700,000, I respectfully request the
——  opportunity for a special news conference at which the edltors and publishers of our
Association could question you on the issues of the campaign.

The American Jewish Press Association, founded in 1943, has had an opportunity to
interview most of the Presidents during their terms of office since the inception of
our organization., We would vervy much appreciate the opportunity of a special news con-
ference with you in order to discuss the 1976 campaign issues of particular interest to
the 6,000,000 Jewish citizens of the United States who read our newspaper and magazines.

We are, of course, also interested in having the same kind of opportunity to have
a news conference with Gov. Jimmy Carter, the nominee of the Democratic Party, and are
contacting him to set up such an opportunity.

The series of "'great debates' which are being planned between you and Gov, Carter
provide an excellent opportunity for a news conference with each of you to be scheduled
during one of the debates., It is our understanding that the first such debate will be
in St., Louis on September 23, We would appreciate the opportunity of scheduling such
a news conference with you on that date in St. Louis., In addition, we feel it would be
appropriate if a representative of the American Jewish Press Association could be a part
of any press panel which might interview you and Gov. Carter following any of your
debates., We would appreciate your support of this position as well,

Copies of this letter are being sent to Mr., Ronald Nessen, Sen. Robert Dole, and
to your Democratic opponents. In addition, two of our distinguished past Fresidents
of the American Jewish Press Association, Mr. Jimmy Wisch, publisher of the Texas Jewish
Post of Dallas-Ft. Worth, Texas, and Mr. Adolph Rosenberg, publisher of the Southern
Israelite of Atlanta, Georgia have been designated by me to help arrange these news
conferences, and will be in touch with representatives of your staff to follow up.

We appreciate your consideration of this request, and look forward to your reply.

cerely,

’ Robert A, Cohn
RAC:rmh President

cc: Honorable Jimmy Carter
Honorable Robert Dole
Honorable Walter Mondale
Mr. Ronald Nessen
Mr. Jimmy Wisch
Mr. Adolph Rosenberg



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

September 20, 1976

TO: RON NESSEN

FROM: JIM S

This is an analysis of the
additional federal costs of

the Democratic/Carter platform
which will be released tomorrow
on the Hill.

I thought you might like to see
a copy beforehand.

The total adds up to $706.1 billior
over the next four years.

T
AR T ‘
. . N
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~ Jimmy Carter is playing the old shell game with the Aperican people this year. His
Placfomisacynicalmddec@tivearrayofpemtshells.andmevot:ersaresmpposeatc;
gmssﬁﬁdzcmscmtﬁnralpledgamdmichmmlyw@typrm&ses.

The Carter campaign has denied Republican charges that just 5 of Carter's programs
would add $100 billion and all of them over $200 billion to the ammal cost of the federal
government.. ’rheychsnmgedRepubl:Lcm#topmvetheirc}mges.

The Republican Policy Committee analysis (see attached chart) shows that the total
would, in fact, be far higher -- over $217.2 billion a year in additional federal spending
by 1980 and over $706.1 billion for four years -- 2 50 percent increase in federal spending.

Myofmﬁt'spledgesarevagm,mspeciﬁcoﬁmﬁmi:g. Thy? Because if Carter
dared to spell out precisely what he meant, he would have to admit either that his were hollow
pzmﬂ.sesorti:athispmgranvmldcosta]nnstatri_l_limdo}_larsforfog_fvears...anc}d:at's
not peamts! V

Republicans know, the American pecple know and Carter himself knows that this kind of
spending is wildly fwpossible and irresponsible. Persomal and corporate income taxes by
1980 will nun about $312.billion -~ Carter's programs would mesn w’%g’bxé_ﬁi!»

Everyone would have to pay a lot more, not just those with incomes above $14,700 as Carter
recently suggested. If he did not raise taxes to pay for these programs, the alternative
would be unprecedented 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 -
platform would be kept by President Carter. This calculated deceit of the Car