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EXECUTIVB 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 1, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

L. WILLIAM SEIDMAN 
BURTON G. MALKIEL 

Governor xReagan's lfat{bh 31 Address 

Governor Reagan's speech of March 31 is almost pure demagog-
ery. His facts are often wrong and his characterization of 
present policies is grossly misleading. The major implica-
tion of the speech is that we are excessively stimulating 
the economy for political purposes, just as . was ostensibly 
done in 1972, and the result will be more inflation and an 
economic collapse. The analogy is completely unfair for the 
following reasons: 

(1) Just the opposite is true. Our policies are moderate, 
balanced and geared to producing a solid and sustainable re-
covery and a reduction of inflation. 

(a) The President's vetoes during 1975 and 1976 
have saved the taxpayers $13 billion. 

(b) Monetary expansion is now far more restrained 
than in 1972. Over the last six months -- that 
is, from September 1975 to March 1976 -- the 
broadly defined money supply (M2) has grown at 
an 8.6 percent annual rate. In the comparable 
September 1971 - March 1972 period, it grew at 
a 14.6 percent rate. It should also be pointed 
out that a 14.6 percent rate is well above the 
10-1/2 percent upper limit of the Federal Reserve's 
present target range for the growth rate of the 
broadly defined money supply. 

(2) It is true that we are running a larger deficit now 
than in 1972. However, the following points should be made: 

(a) The unemployment rate is considerably higher now 
and therefore so are the payments under automatic 
stabilizing programs such as unemployment compen-
sation. Does Governor Reagan suggest we should 
reduce or eliminate these programs? 
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(b) Capacity utilization was 70.8 percent in the 
4th quarter of 1975 versus 78.6 percent during 
1972. ~here is far more room for expansionary 
policies to increase real output without simply 
generating inflation. 

(c) The inflation of 1973 and 1974 was hot wholly the 
result of government deficits. It was also in-
fluenced by monetary policy and by unusual shocks 
such as the quintupling of international oil 
prices and a world wide food shortage. 

The Reagan speech does not acknoweldge the considerable progress 
filade by the Administration in reducing inflation. Wholesale 
prices increased 12.5 percent from March 1974 to March 1975. 
In the twelve months through March 1976 the wholesale price 
index increased only 5-1/2 percent. Inflation in the CPI was 
also at double digit rates during the 12 months ending March 
1975. Over the last 12 months the CPI has increased at an 
annual rate of just over 6 percent. 

The President's program of matching expenditure cuts with tax 
relief is ridiculed by Reagan. "If there was $28 billion in 
the new budget that could be cut, what was it doing there in 
the first place?" The whole point is that the President did 
not put the $23 billion in his budget. The $28 -billion was 
measured from a projected current service budget, i.e. a budget 
assuming the continuance of programs Congress already legisla-
ted. 

Indeed the President's program is based upon the very premises 
which Governor Reagan would cite for ~-iirnself. The President 
~as stated repeatedly that an enduring solution to the unemploy-
ment program must go hand in hand with a reduction in inflation. 
To argue otherwise is dishonest. The President has proposed a 
radical reordering of budget priorities so as to improve tbe 
operation of many federal programs and to slow the rapid rise 
in federal outlays for the transfer and grant programs. These 
proposals, if adopted, would enable the budget to swing back 
into surplus as the recovery carries the economy back toward 
full employment. 

These proposals will also enable a reversal in the long decline 
in real military outlays, and some modest further reductions 
in taxes. The President's proposals will leave the incomes 
of tl1e American people for individuals themselves to spend, 
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rather than transferring it to t11e Federal Government. These 
proposals, if adopted, will enable the transition in the 
Federal budget which was not made in 1972-73. The President 
has exercised. his veto power 46 times in the past year to 
insure that the transition is made. 

To advocate an immediate balanced budget would be both irre-
sponsible and dishonest. Part of the deficit is due to the 
recession and the reduced level of Federal revenues. Part 
of the deficit is due to the explosion of Federal outlays for 
transfers and grants. It took a decade and more to create 
these problems. They cannot be solved overnight without im-
posing intolerable costs upon the American people. They can-
not be solved without a solid sustainable recovery, an endur-
ing reduction in inflation and the reordering of budget prior-
ities which the President has proposed. 

An immediate balance in the federal deficit would require 
either a large tax increase or a large expenditure reduction. 
Such measures would shock the recovery and probably bring it 
to a halt. The only way to achieve our goals is to follow a 
prudent and disciplined budget policy, or reorder our budget 
priorities, to curb the rapid rise in Federal outlays. Other-
wise, instead of overshooting the mark as we did in 1972-1973, 
we will undershoot it -- and t11e American people will again 
pay the 6ual price of recession and inflation. 

There were also a number of factual errors in Governor Rea-
gan's speec:1. Among them are: 

(1) Governor Reagan stated the unemployment rate was over 
10 percent at some point during the recession. In 
fact, it peaked at 8.9 percent in Hay 1975. 

(2) GoverncrReagan stated the FY 1976 budget deficit will 
be over $80 billion. In fact, our best estimate is 
$76 billion. 

(3) Governor Reagan stated that the maximum social secur-
ity benefit "today buys 80 fewer loaves of bread than 
it did when the raaximum payment was only $85 a month." 
This would imply the average benefit in terms of dol-
lars of constant purchasing power has declined sub-
stantially. In fact, the average benefit in terms of 
constant purchasing power has almost triplied since 

( 4) 

1940 when the maximum benefit was $85. 

Governor Reagan indicated that since the energy bill 
was enacted "almost instantly, drilling rigs all over 
our land started shutting down." In fact, there were 



..,. 

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

-4-

1660 drilling rigs operating in 1975, the highest 
number in a decade. Through mid-·March 1976 there were 
as many rigs operating as were operating in the com-
parable period during 1975. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

TO: 

(/&__ 
Robert D. Linder 



MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

.. 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 1, 1976 
' ' 

In response to your request for the quickest possible 
research check on the speech by former Governor Reagan, 
we checked the drafts of the candidate's speech for factual 
accuracy. See attached. 

In checking any changes in the pre-released text as com-
pared to the speech as it was actually delivered on TV, 
there were 28 minor changes, according to Bruce Wagner of 
Campaign '76 (833-8950). Of the 28 changes, however, there 
was only one factual change on page 11. That changed the 
figure from 45% to 43%. 

This preliminary report has been compiled by three of our 
five research staff members headed by Agnes Waldron. The 
other two researchers have been handling the President's 
speech texts for Wisconsin. We have been assisted by the 
NSC, FEA, 0MB, and PFC staff members cited as sources. 

The economic section, despite some data provided by CEA, 
is obviously incomplete, but the material promised by Mr. 
Seidman is not yet available at this writing (4 p.m.). 

c · - ,. 
-~ ;~_,,_.._ . ~ .. ,~w~< -:.v:., (-r-,: ,, :__,.(_ 

~ -..;_ -<!- -7-~--I-....,--,_ /4· . .::i.__.:_ 



-1-

ERRORS IN CANDIDATE REAGAN'S 
SPEECH OF MARCH 31, 1976 

Page 1 - paragraph 3 - Reagan Statement 

In this election season the White House is telling us a solid 
economic recovery is taking place. It claims a slight drop in 
unemployment. It says that prices aren't going up as fast, 
but they are still going up, and that the stock market has shown 
some gains. But, in fact, things seem just about as they were 
~ack in the 1972 election year. Remember, we were also 
coming out of a recession then. Inflation has been running 
at around 6%. Un~mployment about 7. Remember, too, the upsurge 
and the · optimism lasted through the election year and into 1973. 

d And then, the roof fell in. Once again we had unemployment. 
Only this time not 7%, more than 1 O. And inflation - - wasn't 
6%, it was 12%. 

RESPONS~ - - The peak of unemployment - - 8. 9% - - was reached 
in May, 1975. Latest unemployment figures - - February, 1976 
show the rate was 7. 6%. But Mr. Reagan in deprtcating these 
figures failed to note that total employment has returned to the 
pre-recession peak of July 1974 with 86. 3 million at work. 

Prices are not going up as fast. Inflation in 1974 was at an 
annual rate of 12. 2%. Today it is at 6. 3%. 

In 1972 we were further into recovery than we are today. But 
Mr. Reagan has his statistical facts concerning 1973-74 comewhat 
askew. The peak unemployment figure was reached in May 1975 at 
8. 9%. It never reached 10% as he states. 

Source -- John Davies, CEA 
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Page 2 - paragraph 2 

Now, in this election year 1976, we're told we're coming out 
of this recession. Just because inflation and unemployment rates 
have fallen, to what they were at the worst of the previous 
recess ion. If history repeats itself will we be talking recovery 
four years from now merely because we've reduced inflation from 
25% to 12%. 

RESPONSE -- All of the figures -- retail sales, GNP, durable 
goods, housing, personal income, etc. clearly show we are 
moving out of the r~cession -- the Administration's statements 
are not based mere

0

ly on improved unemployment and cost-of-living 
statistics as Mr. Reagan implies. 
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Page 2 - paragraph 3 

The fact is, we '11 never build a lasting economic recovery by 
going deeper into debt at a faster rate than we ever have before. 
It took this nation 166 years -- until the middle of World War II 
to finally accumulate a debt of $95 billion. It took this 
administration just the last 12 months to add $95 billion to the 
debt. And this administration has run up almost one-fourth of 
our total national debt in just these short nineteen months. 

RESPONSE - - The national debt reached $72 billion in 1942. 
The current estimated deficit for FY 1976 is $76.19 billion. 
Gross federal dept for FY 1976 is estimated at $634 billion. 
Thus the administration's share of the national debt is 15. 6¢ 
not 25%. 

·• 
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Page 2 - paragraph 4 

Inflation is the cause of recession and unemployment. And 
we' re not going to have real prosperity or recovery until we 
stop fighting the symptoms and start fighting the disease. 
There's only one cause for inflation - - government spending 
more than government takes in. The cure is a balanced budget. 
Ah, but they tell us, 80% of the budget is uncontrollable. It's 
fixed by laws passed by Congress. 

RESPONSE -- The President has offered specific plans for a 
balanced budget. ~ut a large part of the cause of the current 
recession is the result of past fiscal policies, rapid increases 
in federal· expenditures. There is no quick fix for problems 
created a decade or more ago. A rapid return to a balanced 
budget as Mr. Reagan calls for would provide faster progress 
on inflation, but at the same time, it would mean a long delay 
in recovery and much longer period of high unemployment. 

The budget for FY 1977 estimates that 77 .1% of the budget is 
uncontrollable. 
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Page 3 - last 2 sentences of top paragraph 

But laws passed by Congress can be repealed by Congress. 
And, if Congress is unwilling to do this, then isn't it time we 
elect a Congress that will? 

RESPONSE - - The open-ended or uncontrollable program caol 
for outlays of $383.1 billion in FY 1977 (plus the third quarter) 
$236. 8 billion is allocated to payments for individuals. Doe 
Mr. Reagan want to repeal the following: 

Social Security and Railroad Retirement $108. 0 billion 

Federal Employees Retirement benefits - - $22. 9 billion 

Veterans Benefits - - $16. 3 billion 

Medicare and Medicaid -- $38.4 billion 

Public Assistance programs -- $26. 0 billion 
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Page 3 - paragraph 2 

Soon after he took office, Mr. Ford promised he would end 
inflation. Indeed, he declared war on inflation. And, we all 
donned thos WIN buttons to "Whip Inflation Now." Unfortunately, 
the war -- it is ever really started -- was soon over. Mr. 
Ford, without WIN button, appeared on TV, and promised he 
absolutely would not allow the Federal deficit to exceed $60 
billion (which incidentally was $5 billion more than the biggest 
previous deficit we'd ever had). Later he told .us it might 
be as much as $70 billion. Now we learn it's $80 billion or 
more. 

RESPONSE .:._ The President did draw a line at a deficit of 
$60 billion on March 29, 1975 in a televised address. The 
largest single year deficit.occurred in 1943 -- $57.4 billion. 
The difference between 57. 4 and 60 billion is of course $3. 6 
billion. The current estimated deficit for FY 76 is not $80 
billion or more, it is $76. 9 billion. 
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Page 3 - paragraph 3 

Then came a White House proposal for a $28 billion tax cut, 
to be matched by a $28 billion cut in the proposed spending --
not in the present spending, but in the proposed spending in 
the new budget. Well, my question then and my question now 
is, if there was $28 billion in the new budget that could be 
cut, what was it doing there in the first place? 

RESPONSE - - The proposed $28 billion cut was not a cut in the 
budget as suggested in the next to last line, it was a $28 billion 
cut in Federal e_xpenditures in programs already in place. 
The President's proposal was an effort to prevent further 
increases in spending. 

SOURCE: John Davies, CEA 
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Pag e 4 - paragraph 1 

It would have been nice if they'd thought of some arrangement 
like that for the rest of us. They could, for example, correct 
a great unfairness that now exists in our tax system. Today, 
when you get a cost of living pay raise -- one that just keeps 
you even with purchasing power -- it often moves you up into 
a higher tax bracket. This means you pay a higher percentage 
in tax, but you reduce your purchasing power. Last year, 
because of this inequity, the government took in $ 7 billion in 
undeserved profit in the income tax alone, and this year they'll 
do even better. Now isn't it time that Congress looked after 
your welfare as well as its own? 

RESPONSE Inflation does indeed increase taxes. The 
President has recognized this and has been successful in 
reducing the inflation rate by SO%. He has also proposed 
curbing the rise in expenditures and matched this with a 
comparable tax cut. 

SOURCE: John Davies, CEA 
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Page 5 - paragraph 3 

Ending inflation is the only long range and lasting answer to 
the problem of unemployment. The Washington Establishment 
is not the answer. It's the problem. Its tax policies, its 
harassing regulations, its confiscation of investment capital to 
pay for its deficits keeps business and industry from expanding 
to meet your needs and to provide the jobs we all need. 

RESPONSE -- The President's economic policies are anti-
inflationary. That is why he has vetoed 46 bills and saved 
the taxpayers $13 bi).lion. 

SOURCE: Pete Madelin, 0MB 
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Page 6 - paragraph 2 

At the time we were only importing a small percentage of our 
oil. Yet, the Arab boycott caused half a million Americans 
to lose their jobs when plants closed down for lack of fuel. 
Today, it's abnost three years later and ' 'Project Independence" 
has become "Project Dependence. 11 Congress has adopted an 
energy bill so bad we were led to believe Mr. Ford would 
veto it. Instead he signed it. And, almost instantly, drilling 
rigs all over our land started shutting down. Now, for the 
first time in our history, we are importing more oil than we 
produce. How many Americans will be laid off if there is 
another boycott? Tpe energy bill is a disaster that never should 
have been signed. 

RESPONSE -- Candidate Reagan stated we were only importing 
a small percentage of our oil - - actually 3 5%. When he stated 
it's almost three years - - in fact - - it is only two years 
March, 1974 to the present. The amount of oil that we imported 
during 1975 was 6. 0 bm/d, and we produced 8. 4 mb/d. 

SOURCE: FEA, Bruce Pasternak and Jim Peterson 
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SOURCE: CHRIS RATHKOPH/FRANK ZARB 
FEA -- Administrator's Office 

Page 6 
Paragraph 2 

Reagan Statement: 

Today, it's almost three years later and "Project In-

dependence" has become "Project Dependence." Congress 

has adopted an energy bill so bad we were led to believe 

Mr. Ford would veto it. Instead he signed it. 

RESPONSE: 

The Energy Policy and Conservation Act passed by 

the Congress in December signaled an end to the year long 

debate between the Congress and the Administration on oil 

pricing policy and opens the way to an orderly phasing out 

of controls on domestic oil over forty months, thereby 

stimulating our own oil production. Over time, this legis-

lation, by rem-0ving controls, should give industry sufficient 

incentive to explore, develop and produce new fields in the 

outer continental shelf, Alaska, and potential new reserves 

in the lower forty-eight states. Removal of these controls 

- at the end of forty months should increase domestic pro-

duction by more than one million barrels per day by 1985 

and reduce imports by about three million barrels per day. 

More importantly, this bill enables the United States 

to meet a substantial portion of the mid-term goals for 
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energy independence set forth over a year ago. Incor-

porated in this are authorities for a strategic storage 

system, conversion of oil and gas-fired utility and in-

dustrial plants to coal, energy efficiency labeling, 

emergency authorities for use in the event of another 

embargo, and the authority we need to fulfill our inter-

national agreements with other oil consuming nations. 

These provisio~s will directly reduce the nation's de-

pendency on foreign oil by almost two million barrels per 

day by 1985. The strategic storage system and the stand-by 

authority will enable the United States to withstand a 

future embargo of about four million barrels per day. 
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Page 7 paragraph 3 
Page 9 - paragraph 2 

California was faced with insolvency and on the verge of 
bankruptcy. We had to increase taxes. Well, this came very 
hard for me because I felt taxes were already too great a 
burden. I told the people the increase, in my mind, was 
temporary and that, as soon as we could, we'd return their 
money to them. 

This was government-by-the-people proving that it works when 
the people work at it. When we ended our eight years, we 
turned over to the incoming administration a balance budget. 
A $500 million surplus. And, virtually the same number of 
employees we'd started with eight years before. Even though 
the increase in population had given some departments a 
two-thirds increase in work load. 

RESPONSE --
113, 7 7 9 in 19 6 7 
three huge tax 

The number of state employees increased from 
to 127,929 in 1975. Under Reagan, there were 
increases totalling more than $2 billion in 1967. 

In 1967, there was an increase of $967 million, the largest state 
tax hike in the nation's history. Of this, $2280 million went 
for one-time deficit payment and state property tax relief. In 
1971, the increase was $488 million with $150 million for property 
tax relief. In 1972, an increase of $682 million with $650 million 
property tax relief. Much of this property tax relief was short 
term, but the overall tax increases were permanent. 

State personal income tax revenues went from $500 million 
to $2. 5 billion, a :· soc% increase. Taxable bracket levies were 
increased from 7% to llo/o. The size of the brackets was 
reduced so that taxpayers reached the highest bracket more 
quickly and personal exemptions were reduced. Finally, after 
he adamantly denied that he would ever do so, the Governor 
agreed to a system of withholding state income taxes. 

Bank and corporation taxes went up 100%. The state sales 
tax rose from 4% to 6%. The tax on cigarettes went up 7 
cents a pack and the liquor tax rose 50 cents per gallon. 
Inheritance tax rates were increased and collections more than 
doubled. 

for 
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Under Reagan, the average tax rate for each $100 of assessed 
valuation rose from $8. 84 to $11.15. Under predecessor Pat 
Brown, the increase was much less in dollars and , percentage 
from $6. 96 to $8. 84, and in the six years of Republican 
Knight's administration, it was still less -- from $5.94 to 
$6. 96. One reason for the big increase under Reagan - - from 
$3. 7 billion to $8. 3 billion - - is that the state paid a statutory 
formulated percentage of the school costs - - one of the biggest 
reasons for local property taxes. 

Despite periodic efforts to provide relief there has been a 
substantial increase in the burden carried by most property owners. 
Inflation and high assessments have helped wipe out any savings. 
Only $855 II1illion of the record $10. 2 billion budget in Reagan's 
final year was for tax relief for homeowners and renters. 

SOURCE: Peter Kaye, PFC 
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Page 10 - paragraph 4 

And in less than three years we reduced the rolls by more 
than 300, 000 people. Saved the taxpayers $2 billion. 

RESPONSE - - Substitute for 300, 000 and $2 billion the following: 
1. Drop by 20,000 persons in rolls due to correction in 

accounting procedures in largest county, Los Angeles. 

2. Migratory rate of unemployed into California declined 
from 233 1 000 in 196 7 to 44, 000 in 1971. 

3. 110, 000 decline in rolls attributed to Reagan even 
though his welfare had not gone into effect when 
decline occurred. 

4. Rolls for welfare families increased in 8 years of 
Reagan's Governorship from 729,357 to I, 384,400 
and the cost went from $32. 3 million to $104. 4 million. 

SOURCE: Peter Kaye, PFC 

_) 
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Page 11 - top sentence 

And, increased the grants to the truly deserving needy by an 
average of 43%. We also carried out a successf\ll experiment 
which I believe is an answer to much of the welfare problem in 
the nation. We put able-bodied welfare recipients to work at 
useful community projects in return for their welfare grants. 

RESPONSE -- The program never touched more than 6/!0th 
of 1% of welfare recipients. Also, the program designed to 
have 59,000 participants in 1st year in 35 counties, but program 
managed 1,100 participants in 10 counties in mostly rural farm 
areas. • 

SOURCE: Peter Kaye, PFC 
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Page 12 - paragraph 4 

Independent business people, shopkeepers and farmers file 
billions of reports every year required of them by 'Washington. 
It amounts to some 10 billion pieces of paper each year and it 
adds $50 billion a year to the cost of doing business. 
Washington has been loud in its promise to do something about 
this blizzard of paperwork. And they made good. Last year 
they increased it by 20%. 

RESPONSE - - The figures 10 billion and 50 billion are 
guestimates. No Ol)e has counted the number of pages in all 
of these reports. Moreover, if it is liberally estimated that 
it costs $100 an hour to work on these forms, the total 
cost to business would be $4. 3 billion. 

Between December, 1974 and December, 1975, the number of 
reports from the Executive branch agencies excluding IRS, 
banking and regulatory agencies declined by 5%. However, the 
number of hours of burden associated with filling out the reports 
increased by 8%. One reason for that increase is reports 
required by the Congress, i.e., the Real Estate Settlements Act 
which requires information to be filed when house was sold added 
4 million manhours of reporting burden last year. In the 
absence of that report the reporting burden would have declined. 
There are other reports mandated by Congress which have added 
to this burden. 

Dr. Duncan can see no reason for the increase of 20% that 
candidate Reagan was talking about. It is also virtually 
impossible to estimate cost to business in completing the forms. 

SOURCE: Dr. Duncan, 0MB, and Roy Lawry of 0MB 
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SOURCE: BUD MCFARLAND, NSC 

Page 13 
Paragraph 3 

Reagan Statement: 

We gave just enough support to one side in Angola to 

encourage it to fight and die but too little to give it a chance of 

winning. .. 

Response: 

The U.S. objective in supporting the FNLA/UNITA forces 

in Angola was to assist them, and through them all of black Africa, 

to defend against Soviet and Cuban intervention. Despite massive 

Soviet aid and the presenve of Cuban troops, we were on the road to 

success in Angola until December 19 when Congress adopted the 

Tunney Amendment cutting off further U.S. aid to the FNLA and UNITA. 

Page 13 
Paragraph 3 

Reagan Statement: 

Mr. Ford ' s new Ambassador to the United Nations attacks 

our long time ally Israel. 

Response: 

Governor Scranton not only did not attack Israel, his 

veto blocked an unbalanced Security Council Resolution critical of 
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SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

Israel -- a resolution that every other member of the Security 

Council voted for. In his March 23 speech in the United Nations 

Security Council Gov. Scranton was simply reiterating long-standing 

U. S. policy -- a policy articulated by every Administration since 

1967 - - on Israel's obligations as an occupying · power under internati~nal.' 

law with regard to the territories under its occupation. 

Page 13 
Paragraph 3 

Reagan Statement: 

In Asia our new relationship with mainland China can have 

practical benefits with both sides. But that doesn't mean it should 

include yielding to demands by them as the Ad1ninistration has, to 

reduce our military presence on Taiwan where we have a long-time 

friend and ally, the Republic of China. 

Response: 

We have not reduced our forces on Taiwan as a result of 

Peking's demands. Instead, our reductions stem from our own 

assessment of U.S. political and security interests. We have drawn 

our forces down because the Vietnam conflict has ended and because 

the lessening of tension in the area brought about by our new relation-

ship with the People ' s Republic of China has made it possible. 



-20-

SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

Page 13-14 
Paragraph 3 

Reagan Statement: 

And, it is also revealed now that we seek to establish 

friendly relations with Hanoi. To make it more palatable, we are 

told this might help us learn the fate of the men still listed as 

Missing in Actiou. 

Response: 

The Congress, reflecting the views of the American people 

and the Administration, has called for an accounting of our Missing in 

Action and the return of the bodies of dead servicemen still held by 

Hanoi. The Administration, in keeping with this Congressional mandate, 

has offered to discuss with Hanoi the significant outstanding issues 

between us. We have not said we 11 seek to establish friendly relations 

with Hanoi. 11 Such an assertion is totally false. 

Page 14 
Paragraph 2 

Reagan Statement: 

In the last few days, Mr. Ford and Dr. Kissinger have taken 

us from hinting at invasion of Cuba to laughing it off a ridiculous idea. 

Except, that it was their ridiculous idea. No one else suggested it. 

Once again - - what is their policy? During this last year, they carried 
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SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

on a campaign to befriend Castro. They persuaded the Organization 

of American States to lift its trade embargo, lifted some U.S. trade 

restrictions, they engaged in culture exchanges. And then on the eve 

of the Florida primary election, Mr. Ford went to Florida, called 

Castro an outlaw and said he'd never recognize· him. But he hasn't 

asked our Latin American neighbors to reimpose a single sanction, nor 

has he taken any action himself. Meanwhile, Castro continues to export 

revolution to Puerto Rico, to Angola, and who knows where else? 

Response: 

We did not persuade the OAS to lift the sanctions against 

Cuba. At Quito in the fall of 1974 we did not support a motion in the 

OAS to do so. At San Jose last summer the U.S. voted in favor of an 

OAS resolution which left to each country freedom of action with regard 

to the sanctions. We did so because a majority of the OAS members 

had already unilaterally lifted their sanctions against Cuba, and because 

the resolution was supported by a majority of the organization members. 

Since that resolution passed, no additional Latin American country has 

established relations with Cuba. 

The U.S. did not lift its own sanctions against Cuba, did not 

enter into any agreemehts with Cuba, and did not trade with Cuba. - We 

/-~ did not engage in cultural exchanges. We validated some passports 

I\ for U.S. Congressmen and their staffs, for some scholars and for 
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SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

some religious leaders to visit Cuba. We issued a ,few select visas 

to Cubans to visit the U.S. These minimal steps were taken to test 

whether there was a mutual interest in ending the hostile nature of our 

relations. This policy was consistent with the ~raditional American 

interest in supporting the free flow of ideas and people. We have, 

since the Cuban adventure in Angola, concluded that the Cubans are 

not interested in changing their ways. We have resumed our highly 

restrictive policies toward Cuban travel. With regard to Cuban efforts 

to interfere in Puerto Rican affairs, we have made it emphatically clear 

in the UN and bilaterally to the Cubans and other nations that the U.S. 

will not tole rate any interference in its internal affairs. 

Page 15 
Paragraph 2 

Reagan Statement: 

The Canal Zone is not a colonial possession. It is not a 

long-term lease. It is sovereign U.S. territory every bit the same as 

Alaska and all the states that were carved from the Louisiana Purchase. 

We should end those negotiations (on the Panama Canal) and tell the 

General: We bought it, we paid for it, we built it and we intend to keep 

it. 
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SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

Response: 

Negotiations between the United States and Panama on the 

Canal have been pursued by three successive American Presidents. 

The purpose of these negotiations is to protect our national security, 

not diminish it. 

Finally,_ Governor Reagan's view that the Canal Zone is 

"sovereign U.S. territory every bit the same as Alaska and all the 

states that were carved from the Louisiana Purchase" is incorrect. 

Legal Scholars have been clear on this for three-quarters of a century. 

Unlike children born in the United -States, for example, children born 

in the Canal Zone are not automatically citizens of the United States. 

Page 16 
Paragraph 2 

Reagan Statement: 

Why did the President travel halfway 'round the world to 

sign the Helsinki Pact, putting our stamp of approval on Russia's 

enslavement of the captive nations? 

We gave away the freedom of millions of people -- freedom 

that was not ours to give. 

Response: 

/i ffJ,'?,., 

ll 

--. 
f~s- <-~1/;. 

President did not go to Helsinki to put the stamp of ~ The 

approval on Soviet domination of Eastern Europe. On the contrary, 
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SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

he went to Helsinki along with the Chiefs of State or heads of 
' 

government of all our Western allies and, among others, a Papal 

Representative, to sign a docUinent which contains Soviet commit-

ments to greater respect for hunian rights, self determination of 

peoples, and expanded exchanges and communication throughout 

Europe. Basket-three of the Act calls for a freer flow of people 

and ideas among all the European nations. 

The Helsinki Act, for the first time, specifically provides 

for the possibility of peaceful change of borders when that would 

correspond to the wishes of the peoples concerned. With regard to 

the particular case of the Baltic States, President Ford stated 

clearly on July 25 that "the United States has never recognized that 

Soviet incorporation of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia and is not doing 

so now. Our official policy of non-recognition is not affected by the 

results of the European Security Conference. 11 in fact, the Helsinki 

docunient itslef states that no occupation or acquisition of territory by 

force will be recognized as legal. 

Page 16 
Paragraph 3 

Reagan Statement: 

() 

( 

Now we must ask if someone is giving away our own freedom. 

Dr. Kissinger is quoted as saying that he thinks of the U.S. as Athens 
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SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

and the Soviet Union as Sparta. "The day of the U.S. is past and 

today is the day of the Soviet Union. " And he added, 11 ••• My job 

as Secretary of State is to negotiate the most acceptable second-

best position available." 

Response: 
.. 

Governor Reagan's so-called quotes from Secretary Kissinger 

are a total and irresponsible fabrication. He has never said what the 

Governor attributes to him, or anything like it. In fact, at a March 23, 

1976 press conference in Dallas Secretary Kissinger said: "I do not 

believe that the United States will be defeated. I do not believe that the 

United States is on the decline. I do not believe that the United States 

must get the best deal it can. 

I believe that the United States is essential to preserve the 

security of the free world and for any progress in the world that exists. 

In a period of great national difficulty, of the Viet-Nam war, 

of Watergate, of endless investigations, we have tried to preserve the 

role of the United States as that major factor. And I believe that to 

explain to the American people that the policy is complex, that our 

involvement is permanent, and that our problems are nevertheless 

soluble, is a sign of optimism and of confidence in the American people, 

rather than the opposite. 11 
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SOURCE: BU:d McFarland, NSC 

Page 17 
Paragraph 2 

Reagan Statement: 

Now we learn that another high official of the State 

Department, Helmut Sonnenfeldt, whom Dr. Kissinger refers to as 

his 11Kissinger 11 , .has expressed the belief that, in effect, the captive 

nations should give up any claim of national sovereignty and simply 

become a part of the Soviet Union. He says, 1Their desire to break 

out of the Soviet straightjacket' threatens us with World War III. 

In other words, slaves should accept their fate. 11 

Response: 

It is wholly inaccurate, and a gross distortion of fact, 

to ascribe such views to Mr. Sonnenfeldt or to this Administration. 

Neither he nor anyone else in the Administration has ever expressed 

any such belief. The Administration view on this issue was expressed 

by Secretary Kissinger before the House International Relations 

Committee on March 29 as follows: 

11 As far as the U.S. is concerned, we do not 

accept a sphere of influence of any country, anywhere, 

and emphatically we reject a Soviet sphere of influence 

in Eastern Europe. 



-27-

SOURCE: Bud McFarland, NSC 

"Two Presidents have visited in Eastern 

Europe; there have been two visits to Poland and 

Romania and Yugoslavia, by Presidents. I have made 

repeated visits to Eastern Europe, on every trip to 

symbolize and to make clear to these countries that we 

are interested in working with them and that we do not 

accept or act upon the exclusive dominance of any one 

country in that area. 

"At the same time, we do not want to give 

· encouragement to an uprising that might lead to enormous 

suffering. But in terms of the basic position of the 

United States, we do not accept the dominance of any one 

country anywhere. 

"Yugoslavia was mentioned, for example. We 

would emphatically consider it a very grave matter if out-

side forces were to attempt to intervene in the domestic 

affairs of Yugoslavia. We welcome Eastern European 

countries developing more in accordance with their national 

traditions, and we will co ope rate with them. This is the 

policy of the United States, and there is no Sonnenfeldt 

doctrine. 11 
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SOURCE: BUD McFARLANE, NSC 

Page 16 
Paragraph 1 

Reagan Statement: 

The Soviet Army outnumbers ours more than two-to-one 

and in reserves four-to-one. They out-spend us on weapons 

by 50%. Their Navy outnumbers ours in surface ships and 

submarines two-to-one. We are outgunned in artillery 

three-to-·one and their tanks outnumber ours four-to-one. 

Their strategic nuclear missiles are larger, more powerful 

and more numerous than ours. The evidence mounts that we 

are Number Two in a ·world where it is dangerous, if not fatal, 

to be second best. 

RESPONSE: 

Our nation is not "in danger," but it is damaging 

to the interests of this country when a politician declares 

to our adversaries and our friends abroad -- completely 

falsely -- that we are in second place. 

are both irresponsible and dangerous. 

and confuse our allies. 

Such statements 

They alarm our people 

-- It is meaningless to say the Soviet Army may 

now be twice the size of the US Army! Considering that 

about half of the Soviet Army is deployed on the Chinese 

border, that isn't all that surprising. I suppose that if 

u 
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we had to defend our borders and thus doubled our forces 

to do it, Mr. Reagan would be happier. Simplistic rhetoric 
' such as this reflects a disturbingly shallow grasp of what 

true balance is all about. 

-- For example, Mr. Reagan conveniently neglects to 

point out that our strategic forces are superior to Soviet 

forces. Our missiles are far more accur•te and survivable. 

We have over twice as many missile warheads and, after all, 

it is the warheads which actually reach the target. Our lead 

in this area has been increasing over the past several years. 

Mr. Reagan likewise ignores our vast superiority in strategic 

bombers. 

In short, if Mr. Reagan wants to alarm with use of 

numbers he can; but it only portrays his superficial under-

standing of these matters and by inflaming opinion -- at home 

and abroad -- falsely, does not serve the public interest. 

Let's look at actions as opposed to words. President 

Ford is the one who reversed the trend of shrinking defense 

budgets. His last two defense budgets are the highest peace-

time budgets in the nation's history. Mr. Reagan should speak 

to the Democratic Congress about its $32 billion cuts in 

defense over the past six years. 

Let's examine the question of America's strength. 

First, we must dispose of the numbers game. National 

defense is not bookkeeping. 
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If it were, we could point out that our missile 

warheads have tripled, that we lead the Soviet Union by more 

than two to one. We would point out that we have over a 

three to one lead in strategic bombers. We could point out 

that our missiles are twice as accurate as the Soviet Union's. 

We would point out that the Soviet Army -- which the 

Governor says is twice the size of ours -- has the problem 
.. 

of guardin~ a long- border with China with a million men, and 

that our borders with Mexico and Canada are peaceful. 

But it is a confusing disservice to the American 

people to dazzle them with numbers. If we were isolated in 

a fortress America, then it might be important to compare 

numbers. But we stand at the head of a great Alliance system 

in Europe and are firmly tied to the strongest economic power 

in Asia. We have friendly relations with most of the nations 

of the world. These are the valuable accomplishments of all 

of our previous Administrations since President Truman. We 

cannot insult our friends and allies by pretending they do 

not count. 

Second, we cannot ignore that whatever might be the 

balance of power today, it is not fixed. And in our military 

programs, our defense budgets, we are indeed looking to the 

future, to guarantee that this nation will never be in danger. 

Consider our defense programs. 

u 
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We are proceeding with the development and pro-

duction of the world's most modern strategic bomber, the B-1. 

' We are proceeding with the development and pro-

duction of the world's most modern and lethal missile launch-

ing submarine, the Trident. 

-- We are developing a new large ICBM. 

--We are producing three new fighters. 

--We are.planning the production of 15 new fighting 

ships, including two carriers. -----
It is true that you can cite a figure that the Soviets 

have more ships, but it is a trick to equate Soviet destroyers 

with our modern nuclear powered aircraft carriers. 

Unfortunately, the money we have put into defense 

over the past several years has been inadequate. But the 

responsibility for slashing $40 billion dollars must rest 

with the Congress. 

Fortunately, under the prodding of President Ford 

the Congress has begun to awaken to the risks of constantly 

reducing our defense spending. 

When the budget he proposed this year passes, then 

the trend will have been reversed. 

So, we are in fact number one, and unless we falter, 

or give way to panic, we will remain number one. 
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Dear Kita 

Thank you for your letter of March 23 regarding the call 
by certain Republican Governor• tor Mr. Reagan to 
withdraw his candidacy £or the Republican Presidential 
nomination. Even prior to the North Carolina primary, 
1 had decided that such pressure from GOP leaders 
could have a reverse effect. Although this action was 
well intentioned, you called it exactly right. A 
c:ombination of sympathy for Mr. Reagan, over-
confidence on our part, and a very hard-hitting :foreign 
and defense policy attack combined for a defeat which 
surprised all of us. , . 

I believe the loss in North Carolina may be a blessing in 
disguise. It will keep us running harder through the 
next months and ultimately have a positive effect on 
the Republican effort nationwide in November. Your 
continued efforts on my behalf are greaUy appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Honorable Christopher 5. Bond 
Governor of the State of Missouri 
J e!ferson City, Missouri 

GRF: RCBM:jhf 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

A p ri 1 6, 197 6 

~LL NICHOLSON 
RED CAVANEY 

Stu 1,pencer reports that Reagan will be in Indiana on April 23 and 27 
and May 1, 2, 3. This means that Reagan is going to make a major 
effort in Indiana, feeling that he will do well in Georgia and Alabama. 
Stu now feels that we should come here directly from Texas on the 
29th and go back out on the road to Indiana on Sunday, May 2, and do 
two stops on Monday morning, the 3rd. In short, he does not believe 
our Indiana schedule is heavy enough. 

Let's discuss. -
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

THROUGH: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

April 22, 1976 

MAX FRIEDERSDORF 

CHARLES LEPPERT, JR. 

TOM LOEFFLE~L. 

Rep. Kika de la Garza (D. -Texas) 
{ 

Kika has . asked that the attached ''Letter to the Editor" be 
brought to the President's attention. While Lendy McDonald 
will be Kika I s Republican opponent in the general Jection, 
the Congressman particularly wanted the President to know 
that McDonald is supporting Ronald Reagan as manifested by 
the newspaper clipping. 

Attach. 



MEMORANDUM 

UNCLASSIFIED 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 
K ;'{1>· 

BRENT SCOWCROFT ( ('(f') 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

STEPHEN LOW 

Panama Canal - 1959 Memorandum from 
the Governor of the Canal Zone 

Attached is a copy of a memorandum of 1959 from the Governor of the 
Canal Zone which Reagan mentioned in his interview withCI3S corre-
spondent BarrySerrafin on April 23, The memorandum contains a 
number of quotes indicating that the US possesses the substance of 
sovereignty in the Canal Zone, among which are the following: 

The Attorney General in 1907 that it 11 is not an open or 
doubtful question 11 • 

The Department of State in 1908 that the Canal Zone was 
11 under the sovereignty of the Government of the United 
States 11 • 

Secretary of State Hughes that it was 11 an absolute futility 
for the Panamanian Government to expect any American 
administration, no matter was it was, any President or 
Secretary of State, to surrender any part of these rights 
which the United States had acquired under the Treaty of 
1903, II 

Taft, as Chief Justice, recognized that titular sovereignty 
remained in the Government of Panama but conceded that 
it is 11 a question which has been subject to diverging 
opinions 11 • 

The memorandum concludes as follows: 



THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN ... 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 29, 1976 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 6 
FROM: MAX L. FRIEDERSDORF ffe- • 
SUBJECT: FEC/Reagan 

Attached is the statement in the Congressional Record 
inserted by Senator<'Helms regarding"Reagan's position 

on the FE;K·/ ~// 



S 5962 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE Api·il 26 , 1976 
l\Ir. H UD!JLES70~, Mr. CL.~RK, :Mr. Dou:, 
l\Ir. YOUNG, and :-Ir. BELLMON con-
ferees on the par t of the Sen?,te. . 

i\Ir. HU:MPHREY. Jl,Ir. President, I 
t;hall take just ti1is very brie.f moment to 
pay my respects and thanks to the staff 
of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and those who were particularly 
assigned to the worl{ of this legislation. 
l consider their work to be of the highest 
professional caliber. They spent many 
hours to carry out the investigation that 
had to go into this study and the prepa-
ration of the legislation which has been 
adopted here by the Senate. 

So I express thanks particularly to the 
chief of staff, Mr. Michael R. McLeod, 
and to all of his associates, and I- shall 
include them by name in the RECORD: 
Carl P. Rose, William A. Taggart, · and 
James C. ·webster. I express thanks to 
the following personnel of the grain in-
vestigation staff: Phillip L. Fraas, Bert 
L. Williams, Hugh M. Williamson, and 
Ann C. Bond. And I also wish to thank 
Nelson Denlinger of my staff for his help. 

as indicated, it is the prediction of this 
Senator that ,vhen we go to conference it 
is going to be a very tough conference. 
The Rouse of Representatives has some 
very strong reservations about many pro-
visions in the Senate bill, but it is the 
view of the Senator when we come from 
conference we will have a .bill that can 
be supported unanimously by tr.e Senate. 

I yield the floor. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

seeks recognition? 
Mr. DOLE. l'vir. President, I suggest the 

absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 

will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HELMS. Mr. President; I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. • • 
• The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

I express our thanks to the General 
Accounting Office for the study carried"°,,--....,.,...;;;;;3il.r-------
out which was of major importance in 
this investigation. 

I also pay special recognition to those 
in the media, particularly in the press 
corps, who did such an excellent job of 
reporting the developments in the grain 
inspection difficulties and scandal. I 
think this. was very instrumental in 
bringing to the- public's attention some 
of tJ1e mistakes that were being made 
and some of the difficulties that we were 
encountering. I express to them our sin-
cere thanks. • 

I also express thanks to our colleagues. 
This legislation, at least legislation of 

this kind, with whatever differences we 
may have, is needed: 

THE FEDERAL ELECTION 
CAMPAIGN ACT 

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, the con-
ference on the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act met this afternoon, as I under-
stand it; and, its I further understand, 
the conference . will meet again tomor-
row. 

This committee may or may not bring 
forth a finished report on the bill. With-
out seeing the :finished text, it is fairly 
obvious from what we already know that 
no report can emerge from the confer-
ence which is worthy of approval by the 
Senate. However, in the event . that the 
Senate does approve this bill in the form 
in which I understand it will be pre-
sented to the Senate, I hope that :the 
President of the United States wili veto 
it. 

-• The Senator from Kansas (Mr. DOLE) 
has been a tremendous help in the prepa-
ration of legislation. He disagreed with 
the :fina,l bill, but he and I both know 
that we will work out some of these dif- Mr. President, it has· been reported 
ferences in conference. widely in the news media-and I am 

I also say that every member of the certain that the reports are accurate--
two subcommittees, and the subcommit- that the Presidential candidates are 
tee chaired by Mr. HunoL~sTON and the clamoring for quick passage of this bill 
subcommittee that I am privileged to so that the Federal Elect.ion Commission 
chair, worked long hours over many may be reconstituted and that distribu-
months to perfect ·this legislation. So, I tion · of the taxpayers' funds now peing 
express my thanks to our colleagues. held up by the U.S. Supreme Court deci-

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, let me ex- sion ,,.,ill be resumed as soon as possible. 
press my appreciation to the distin- But there is at least one candidate for 
guished Senator from Minnesota, the President, I say to the di.st-inguished Pre: 

· staff, and others who have brought this siding Officer, who is not clamoti.ng for 
to light and worked on legislation. this legislation. I talked with Ronald 

Let me also add, as the view of the Reagan today, and he informed me in 
Senato:::- from Kansas, that the bill passed no uncertain terms that he is full-out 
by the Senate will never become law, and opposed to the bill as it now stands. 
it ls the view of the Senator from Kansas He would much rather have the Presi-
that we may now go to conference and dent veto this bill, even though obviously 
come U? "l' 'ith some semblance of good there would be practical disadvantage to 
legislation. the financial stn1cture of ihe Reagan 

There has never been any difference of campaign. The Reag::i.n campaign is ex-
opinion in the committee about the need periencing financial difficulties, as I un-
for tightening up the pregram. I guess derstand the other are experiencing. The 
the only questions raised are in which • Reagan campaign could use the money. 
direction we go, whether we go for a Fed- But as Governor Reagan put in in our 
eral takeover or at least a Federal-State: telephone conversation today, t_h_is bill 
private worldng relationship. That is the involves too high a price to pay for the 
position the Senator from Kansas holds. money involved. 

For that reason, the Senator from I compliment the distinguished former 
Kansas voted against final passage but, Gov_ernor of California for his stand in 

this matter, b&·~::tu.se the Sen::ito1· from 
l'"k>rth Caralina ne,er has fav,•red the 
distribution of the taxpayers' m,,ney for 
political• campaigns. I voted agai nst the 
concept. I am unalterably oppose,j to it. 
I consider it a rip-off of the taxpa:·er. 

So I say again, l\u-. President, tl1at I 
commend Ronald Reagan for his st.:md; 
and I hope there rr;ay be .sor..1e oc,er 
candidates who will t ake a like positic-,1. 
But in the event that Congress does ap-
prove this bill, as I understand it to be. 
I hope the President of the United States 
will veto it. He will be well advised to 
do so. 

QUORUM CALL 
:Mr. HELMS. :rvir. President. I suggest 

the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th,' 

clerk will call the roll. l 
The assistant legislative clerk pr __ 

ceeded to call the roll. . 
, !vir. ROBERT f;. BYRD. Mr. Presider. ·· 

I ask unanimous consent that the ord('' 
for the quorum call be rescinded. a·' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withr 
objection, it is so ordered. j 

j 
- HOUSING AMENDMENTS OF 1~ 

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed. without further action to . ,· 
be taken thereon, tci the consideration o{ 
s. 3295. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title. , 

The assistant legislative clerk read n,,. 
follows: 

A blll (8. 3295.)pQ extend t-he authoriza~ 
tion for annual ' cqn.tribui!ons under the 
United States Housing Act or 1937, to exten-. 
certain low-income houslni programs unctr 
the National Hous,ng Act, and for other p~ 
poses. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thert . 
objection to the present consideration 

·of the bill? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

ORDER FOR RZCOGNITION OF :1-,ffi. 
HELM:S ON TOMORROW AND 
\VEDNESDAY 
Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President, 

I ask un.animous consent t.'"iat on tomor, 
row and on Wednesday, after the t....-
leaders or their designees mve been re. 
ognized under the standing orde::-, M.r. 
HELMS be recognized for not to exce~d 
15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE...~. Without 
?bjection, it is so ordered. 

PROGRAM 
Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mt·. Prc:Sident 

the Senate will convene t;.Jmm-ro,v at 12 
o'cldCk noon. 

After the two leaders or their clesignees 
have been recognized under the swnding 
order, Mr. HEI.l\ts will be recognized for 
not to exceed 15 minutes, after which 
there will be a period for the transac-
tion of routine morning business, not to 
extend beyond 1 p.m., with statements 
therein limited to 5 minutes each. 



EXECUTl'v_l;_ 

{f,1.../f=-01< .b 

f' l -//r r.,r. .,; ,-·1d' 
April 29, 1976 

Dear Bob: 

I was fortunate enough to be in Dallas on Wednesday when your 
column appeared raising que etions about the Reagan candidacy 
and what it might do to the Republican party to which 1 have dedi-
cated so much of my life. I was glad to be able to read this 
column my.self on the day it appeared, and I want you to know that 
I agree with ma,ny of the insights you have presented to your 
readers on this important subject. 

p v P -..3 

p~ , 
(>t<? ) I. 

Bob, of all the accomplishments of my first 20 months as Preeident, 
I consider the most important to be the return to the White House 
of "sincerity and honestness," which you mention in your column. 

I regret that my busy schedule in Dallas does not permit me an 
opportunity to spend some time with you. I look forward to seeing 
you on a quieter day in the Oval Office. 

,;'i 

Sincerely~ 

7'-
Mr. Robert Baskin 

X'Dall ewe 
Communication Center 
Dallas, Texas 75222 
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FROM; 

SUBJJCCTs 

, • I 

EXECUTIVE 
/Jt,1.:?-;I 

____&L/da~..,"' . 
May 4, 1976 . ;Cl/?16 ... I 

MR. JERRY JONES 

TERRY O'DONNELL 
X 

Governor Pat Brown 
lntervlew • NBC 

• • J.y . 

Former Governor Edmund "Pat" Brown of Callfornla haa written a book 
called, "Reagan, the Polltlcal Chameleon. 11 Although hl• arguments 
aren't that well-founded. hl• -rhetorlcal attack le superb. Brow11 1ay1 
lt would be an absolute tragedy to have Reagan nominated, that hla 
slmplletlc approach ls valuele•• domestlcally. and dangeroue lnter-
natlonally." He eay,· that the Ex-Covernor ' ahowa t'IO compaeelon atad 
basically le not cc,,~P.~~ert

1 
!o~ ~he _po~l~l?n ,~,l P~e1ld~DfY:•,,,. 

PFC ahould glve our polltlcal spokesmen a brief eumma.ry of the lnter• 
view eo they can refer to the former Covernor'• comments. Slnce Brown 
waa a Democrat, obvlously lt le not something we would want to rely on 
heavily but lt le good back1rou11d materlal. 

'\l ,_, 1 

RtCtl\tlO 
JUN 7 1976 
r;E.IURAL Fl LES 
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EXECUTJ~ • 

0 

~j-,-... •--• • 
.J'P~/17 PL/.f&ut lican League 

p ~&r· a#C/ r n ,.,--1 l J. Ev ans 
STATE OF WASHINGTON "'") /",,f/J 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

,1( 
DANIEL J. EVANS 

GOVERNOR 

Mr. Stu Spencer 
Deputy Director 
PRESIDENT FORD COMMITTEE 

OLYMPIA 

May 11, 1976 

1828 11 L11 Street, N.W. - Suite 250 
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Dear Mr. Spencer: 

Governor Evans asked me to. send to you a copy of his remarks 
recently in California in behalf of the President. 

He thought you might be especially interested in his news 
conference remarks where he challenged Mr. Reagan 1 s record as 
Governor. Amonq other things, it deals with Reagan's claims 
about fully funding the teachers' retirement system and how much 
he increased taxes. The research was done for us by the govern-
ment affairs director of the California Taxpayers' Association. 

Hope th~se are of some help. Please realize that they are 
only rough transcripts. 

JAF:kw 

Enclosures 

s·ncerely, 

_ J..J 1, f • ~_/4Lu~J,..__ /,'a /) 
/4 A~ edericksen • 
"'-- Secretary to the Governor 
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.. ti .... , ... ~.......,.,, 

May 21, 1976 

Dear Don: 

Many thanks for your courtesy in sending 
a copy of the Senator's speech before 
the Ripon Society. 

)(-. 

I appreciated receiving this, and have 
shared it with the appropriate members 
of . the staff. 

Please know the President is most 
appreciative of the Senator's support. 

With cordial regard. 

X 

Sincerely, 

Hax L. Friedersdorf 
Assistant to the President 

Mr. Donald Kellermann 
Administrative Assistant to 

Honorable Jacob K. Javi ts 
United States Senate 
Washington, D. c. 20510 

HJ:.P: me: nk. 

r· 
! RECEIVED 

' 
•• I ' •• '.; 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
\VASIIINGTON 

May 21, 1976 

MR. MARSH: 

Ann \:;riffiths called (Bus 11.ills' daughter) 
re the MIA situation. She said she's con-
cerned that Governor Reagan is going to 
make an ''adverse statement" re the MIA 
situation, and she'd be happy to hold a pr ess 
conference this weekend to "counter-act" a nything 
that Reagan might say -- in support of th e 
President's statements. 

She has discussed this with McCloskey. 

She'd like to know what she sho:.ild be doing . 

Connie 

PH: (714) 826-3110 - today 
(714) 328-4979 - weekend 
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TO: 

MEMORANDUM 
OF CALL 

Marcia 
0 YOU WERE CALLED BY- 0 YOU WERE VISITED BY- \ 

,Del Smith 
OF (Organization) 

o· PLEASE CALL~ ~~g~JE:t ________ _ 

0 WILL CALL AGAIN O IS WAITING TO SEE YOU 

RETURNED YOUR CALL D WISHES AN APPOINTMENT 

MESSAGE 

Please change "four times the 

price"on the memo he brought 

over to "three times the price " 

RECEIVED BY 

STANDARD FORM &3 
REVISED AUGUST 1967 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

63-108 



_,_ EX~CJTIV~ c;f) ~,ti . /'1'-'-Wa::.hi~ton }'ost 
' Wednesday, .May 26, 

l~: PR"SSI:I)E1i'T HAS SEEN···· ,,.,0. . ! : 

Reagan Wins All 3 Delega~s 1 

Virginia's 10th District· 
TI:, Thomast rubisic:h 

'\\"ublnarcon PMt l!t:l!l WrHtr 

Ronald Reagan won all 
three o! Northern Virginia's , 
10tl1 Congressional District 
delegates to the Republican 
National Convention at a 
party caucus early yester• 
d.1y. 

The sweep brin~s the for-
mer California governor's 
statewide dele~ate total to 
19. President Foret has won 
firn delegates in district 
conventions hdd su f::lr. 

The 10th Congressional 
District covers northern 
Fairfax County, :ill or .-\r• 
lin:tton County, l'art nf {.ou-
doun County. Falls Church 
and Fairfax City. 

Hca;!an's \'ictvrY turned 
on a tC\:hnicalily rc~ardi11;,: 
n:1 ir. structiun bindin~ I hti 

,\r!in:;ton dcle~:i.tion to the 
"• <.·unv.-nllon to vote 11:s a bloc 

for the presidential ron-
lendtr. 

Wnen actlnit chairman 
Wyatt B. Durrette Jr., a lte-
riu!llic:m dele~3te to the Vir• 
.:t :113 G~ne!':il ~\ :;sP.mbly 
t~!Jm 'F':ilrfax, .:;ouaht to :\\,"-
er.pt the instruction, he wa, 
ch:illcn~ed by :i. Ford sup-
porter in the Arlln;rton delt!-
gation, Richard EL .Jones. 

nut the convention ,·oted, 
131 to 87 to uphold Durrette, 
which automatically gave 
Hca~an all uf ,\rl1ngton':, 711 
instructed delc;.!ates as well 
:>..~ all 19 uf t.oudoun's. 

Th~ effort to overturn the 
l11,trut'.lion SCC!nt!d to ~f}lll-
lrr whC'n former Jlrp .. lor.1 
T. P,royhill, ,~ho 1rd a ial;1te 
of "uncommitted" dt-lc·~ate 

can,lldatea that were clearly 
.1-'ord supporters, did nut 
mai-e an appearance at the 
convention. Expected there 
to receive n plague for the 
"love, nffectlon . ~nd gr:itl• 
tude" of Republicans in the 
loth District, Broyhill did 
not appe:i.r because ot a 
"scheduling conflict" 

Broyhlll's name was with-
drawn from the slate-to 
''i;ave rum· from embarrass-
ment," nccording to one del-
c.l{at~a!ter caucuses by in• 
divjdual deleg:itlon., indl-
c:i.ted that the Arlington in-
struction to vote as a bloc 
for Reag:i.n would he upheld. 

Tn scekin::t to have the in-
~truction overturned, Ford 
Hllppnrtcr .runes quot ed a. 
letter from ,rilllam c. 
Cramer, counsel to the nc-
publk:in '.'intinnal Comrnit-
lc(•. .lone:; salrt Cramer's 
highly tr.chnkal discus~illn 
of the subject indicated that 
the instruction w~ nut per-
misi;ible. 

T!1~ i:L•:t:.;an :;\.\'(' P.Jl in t.h~ 
toth means he h;1s won :i to-
t:il of !our of .Korthern Vir-
gini:l's six dclc~:ite:s to the 
nation::il l.-Onvention which 
will be llehl in Kansas City 
jn Au;.;ust. In the Republl, 
can <'0n\'c>nt!on held 1:tst 
week in the 1':i~hth Con;.;res-
sional District , which covers 
the rest of ;'.orlhcrn Vir-
i::lnia, l\Ir. Ford won two dcl-
<-g-ates t1J Hca~;m':oi one. 

One more lnc:il c·aucus is 
still t,, hr. hl'ld. The .\'inth 
Ifr, trict in 5outhwcst Yir• 
1~i11in will hold it~ l ' Oll\'f.'11· 
tion Saturday. 'fhe ~l3k'-

•.,•idc Republican convculiuu 
i~ scheduled for ,lune 4 and 
5, and 21 nt-lar~e delegates 
to the national convention 
will be selected then. 

Tbe question of instructed 
d2legations Will be brought 
up ag:un most likely :i:t the 
Hepubllcan state convention 
in Norfolk next month and 
almost certainly at the na• 
tional convention as well. 

The winning Rcag:in dele-
ga.te11 were Naomi Ze~vln of 
Fairfax County, who was the 
top vote.getter ~ith 171; • 
Herb 1\Iorgan or Arlington, 
with 16!> votes. and Sandy 
Riley of Loudoun, 160. The 
total d~lt>gate vote was 227. 

In other bui;inciss at the : 
ronvcnliun i\Iimday ni;.:ht • 
and early :rcl!terday the fol-
lowin" were elected to the 

tiOP State Central Com-
mittee: Patsy Drain of Fair-
fa~ County, llili Waugll of 
1-'airfa..~ :ind Raymond .r. 
LaJeune$se of Arlington. 

,'..:l three are aca:;:1.n ~up. 
porter:i. 

The convention also 
elected Edward . -.\"alters 
chairman. of the 10th Con-

grr.ssfonal District Republi-
can C:munlttee and Dr. Ce-
cil Reeves to the party'3 dis• 
trlct elector in the Electoral 
College, 

rmcnitt
Text Box
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Dear Ohio Voter: 

/( 

RONALD REAGAN 

Next Tuesday, June 8, you have an opportunity to change the course of our 
nation's government by voting in the Presidential primary election. 

I present myself as a candidate for the Republican nomination for President 
at this critical time in our national history without offering quick, easy 
solutions to our problems. Our country and its citizens don't need or deserve 
empty election year rhetoric. 

I know, fr.om my expe.r.i.en.ce- as .Gov.e.rn.or_o_f_Californi.a-for_ two- f-ou~-a.r. terms 
(1967-1974), that it takes energy, hard work, patience, and the cooperation 
of the people to really solve problems. Together we did it in California. 
I hope that you will consider my record before you go to the polls. 

By nearly a one million-vote majority I had been elected Governor of the 
nation's most populous state (if it were a nation, California would be the 
world's seventh ranked economic power). But what I inherited was a state 
government on the verge of bankruptcy. It was spending over a million dollars 
a day more than it was taking in. Bookkeeping tricks had been used to make 
the budget appear to be balanced when it wasn't. The situation was not unlike 
that of New York City in recent months. California's state payroll had been 
growing by more than 5,000 workers a year. Programs such as welfare were 
running wild. The population was growing and state services had to keep 
expanding. 

I 
I went to Sacramento not as a politician. I saw myself as a citizen, there 
to represent my fellow citizens to government. The team I assembled to help 
me was made up of men and women who did not covet careers in government. 
They wanted to get a job done--to make government more efficient and respon-
sive. Aided by expert citizen task forces, we set out to streamline the 
bureaucracy and introduce fiscal responsibility into state programs. 

We balanced the budget the first year and kept it that way for all eight, 
turning over to our successors a surplus of $500 million and a Triple A 
bond rating--the highest available. 

At first, a tax increase had been necessary, but I considered it temporary. 
As soon as we could, we began turning it back to the taxpayers. By the end 
of those eight years we had returned $5.76 billion in all in the form of tax 
rebates and credits. And, during that time we put into effect a major tax 
reform program to provide relief for property taxpayers, the elderly, and 
renters. 

In welfare reform, we were able to save the taxpayers almost two billion 
dollars in additional costs. The savings made it possible to increase 
grants to the truly needy by an average of 43%. 



Despite population increases, inflation and increased workloads, we left 
office with virtually the same number of state employees as when we began. 
And, in terms of constant dollars, the cost of actual state government 
operations was less when we left than when we began. 

Our programs and reforms were implemented with the support of the people, 
many times over the heads of a hostile legislature. For seven of those eight 
years, the Democrats controlled the legislature, but we took our case to the 
people time and again. And it worked. 

I know that common sense and good business practices can work in government. 
I am convinced that the reforms we accomplished in California can also work 

--~t:.._th~ federal level. I believe in_ the people. They can make overnment work. 

Still, one great problem--if it isn't solved--may make it impossible to solve 
the domestic problems facing us. That is our national security. 

Our nation is in danger, and the danger grows greater with each passing day. 
We are becoming Number Two in military strength in a world where it is dan-
gerous--if not fatal--to be second best. 

America's decline from military superiority was recently underscored by 
Secretary of the Army Martin Hoffman who said "American military strength 
is no longer superior to that of the Soviet Union." Dr. Malcolm Currie, 
chief of research and engineering at the Department of Defense, said re-
cently, "The momentum is oh the side of the Soviet Union and it is staggerin:g." 

Despite concessions granted by our government to the Soviet Union while pur-
suing detente, the Soviets' belligerent attitude toward us and our allies has 
not changed. Now, our friends and allies throughout the world question not 
only our military capability, but also our will to resist Connnunist aggression 
and to reassert effective moral leadership. 

I believe that the American people still have the will to rebuild our superi-
-- ____ orif_y. But I don't believe the Washington Establishment is going to solve this 

or any other problem for us. We, the people, must take the lead. 

I need the support of thousands of Ohio Republicans, Democrats, and Indepen-
dents in the Republican primary on Tuesday. I need your support. My only 
promise to you is to try -- with God's blessing -- to lead our nation back to 
the course of strength and freedom which I believe the citizens of Ohio --
and the whole nation -- want to take. 

D Sincerely, 

\,ova~ 
Ronald Reagan 



Reasons for Reagan: 

He'll work to return government 
to the people. 

As government continues to grow we find 
ourselves losing control of our own destiny. 
Basic decisions affecting the way we live, work 
and raise our families are being handed down to 
us from Washington. 

Decisions that were once made by the people 
themselves are now made by faceless Washington 
bureaucrats and government officials who seem 
totally insensitive to the needs and feelings of 
the people whose taxes pay their salaries. 

Ronald Reagan knows that the time has come 
to reverse the flow of power to Washington -
to bring government back to the people. Back to 
where it belongs. 

"What I propose," he said recently, " is 
nothing less than a systematic transfer of 
authority and resources to the states - a program 
of creative federalism for America's third 
century. I am calling for an end to giantism, 
for a return to the human scale - the scale most 
human beings can understand and cope with. 

"It won't be easy. There will be howls of 
protest from every carpeted anteroom and 
chauffered limousine in Washington, but we 
must turn a deaf ear to them if our nation is 
to survive." 

Paid for by Citizens for Reagan. 
Chbirman , Senator Paul Laxalt, Treasurer, Henry M. Buchanan. 

... 

The Reagan Record 
When he was a candidate for governor 

of California, Ronald Reagan told the people 
what he would do if he were elected. And 
what he said he would do ... he did. 

• In spite of tremendous population 
growth and a corresponding increase 
in state services, he kept the size of 
the state government virtually the same. 

• He reduced welfare rolls by more than 
300,000-yet increased benefits to the 
truly needy by an average of 43%. 

• He balanced the budget. When he took 
office the state was spending a million 
dollars a day more than it was taking in. 
When he left office he turned over to 
his successor a $500 million surplus. 

• He obtained substantial tax relief for 
property owners, renters and senior 
citizens. 

• During his administration state support 
of education increased dramatically, 
making possible cuts in local property 
tax rates. 

• Government positions were filled not 
with political "buddies" but with expe-
rienced, highly qualified people who 
were not seeking political careers but 
could be counted on to tell the governor 
if they found their job or department 
unnecessary. 

Ronald Reagan is a man of integrity 
who means what he says. He was that kind 
of governor. He'll be that kind of President. 

What he says he'll do ... he'll do. 
He's proved it. 

• I , 



To Ohio Voters: 

Like many of you , I have been concerned about 
the course of events in our country. The old ways 
aren 't working. The federal bureaucracy grows 
bigger and bigger, spends more and more billions 
of our dollars, meddles more and more in our lives 
yet can 't seem to solve any of our problems. 

Clearly, it is time for strong new leadership -
leadership that is not part of the Washington 
establishment which is responsible for our 
troubles. That 's one of the main reasons why I am 
supporting Ronald Reagan for the Republican 
nomination for President. He is the one candidate 
who stands for change - and can make it 
happen . 

I urge you to read this material carefully. It 
presents some solid reasons for backing Ronald 
Reagan . As you will see, he feels about things the 
way most of us here in Ohio feel. He proved, 
as a two-term governor of our most populous 
state, that he has the leadership and administrative 
skill to govern effectively . 

I hope you will join me in this important effort. 
Thank you. 

Q._~ ... 
Senator Paul Laxalt 
National Chairman 
Citizens for Reagan 

STATE HEADQUARTERS 
Oh io Citizens for Reagan 
232 South High Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Reasons for Reagan: 

He has common sense answers 
to America's problems. 

• Inflation. "The one basic cause of inflation is 
government spending more than it takes in. When 
Washington runs in the red , year after year , it cheapens 
every dollar you earn; it makes a profit on your cost-
of-living wage increases by pushing you into higher tax 
brackets; it borrows in the capital market to cover its 
deficits, cutting off business and industry from that 
capital which is needed to fuel our economy and create 
jobs ; it robs your savings of value; and it denies retired 
people the stability they need and expect for their 
fixed incomes. 

"The cure: a balanced budget. The federal 
government must set a timetable , a systematic plan , to 
balance the budget - and it must stick to it. " 

• Unemployment. "If a recession causes you 
to lose your jot>, or makes it hard for you to find one, 
you need help, but the long range solution to unem-
ployment is to bring an end to inflation which , in turn , 
causes recessions." 

• Social Security. The Social Security system 
must be strengthened and improved so that those 
counting on it will continue to receive their monthly 
check and so that their benefits won't decline in 
purchasing power, but will keep pace with inflation . 

"There are inequities that must be corrected affect-
ing women , people 65-and-over who want to continue 
to work, and younger workers. But reforms must be 
made with care so that they don't jeopardize those al-
ready retired , those now working, or those who will 
enter the work force in the future. " 

• Crime. "We must remember that the principal 
reasons for locking up criminals are punishment and 
isolation - to keep them from hurting law-abiding 
citizens, and to serve as a deterrent to others. When a 
would-be lawbreaker knows he can kill without facing 
the ultimate penalty , when he knows that parole 
or probation may come easy for him, we cannot say 
we have effective deterrents to increased crime. " 

• Detente. "We are told that Washington is dropping 
the word 'detente,' but keeping the policy. But it's the 
policy that is at fault." , 

"Mr. Ford says detente will be replaced by 'peace 
through strength. ' Well , that slogan has a nice ring to 
it, but neither Mr. Ford nor his new Secretary of 
Defense will say that our strength is superior to all 
others." 

"We must do more than change our rhetoric - we 
must change our policy." 

• Defense. A decade ago we had military 
superiority. Today, we are in dangerof being surpassed 
by a nation that has never made any effort to hide its 
hostility to everyth ing we stand for. 

The Soviet Army outnumbers ours more than 
two-to-one and in reserves four-to-one. They out-spend 
us on weapons by 50%. Their Navy outnumbers ours 
in surface ships and submarines two-to-one. We are 
outgunned in artillery three-to-one and their tanks 
outnumber ours four-to-one. Their strategic nuclear 
missiles are larger, more powerful and more numerous 
than ours. The evidence mounts that we are Number 
Two in a world where it is dangerous, if not fatal, 
to be second best. 

Is this why Mr. Ford refused to invite Alexander 
Solzhenitzyn to the White House? Or, why Mr. Ford 
traveled halfway around the world to sign the 
Helsinki Pact, putting our stamp of approval on 
Russia's enslavement of the captive nations? We gave 
away the freedom of millions of people - freedom that 
was not ours to give. 

Now we must ask if someone is giving away our own 
freedom. Dr. Kissinger is quoted as saying that he 
thinks of the U.S. as Athens and the Soviet Union as 
Sparta . "The day of the U.S. is past and today is the 
day of the Soviet Union ." And he added , " . . . My 
job as Secretary of State is to negotiate the most 
acceptable second-best position available ." 

I believe in the peace of which Mr. Ford spoke -
as much as any man. But peace does not come from 
weakness or from retreat. It comes from the 
restoration of American military superiority. 

"I do not for one moment believe that four more years 
of business-as-usual is the answer to our problem:; , and 
I don 't think the American people believe it either." 
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June 24. 1976 

Dear Geor e: 

Thaak you for your thoughtful letter prior to the 
Virginia State Convention. I appreciate your 
dedl.cat d eff orta 011 behalf of the Re blic&a Pa.rty. 

I am committed t unity withl the epublican 
arty ud I want y to know your co n.ta 

the •election or a Vice-Prealdenti.al no lnee will 
be iven a rious c~• ideratlon. 

Sine rely. 

The Honorable George N. McMath 
Chair.man 

, .epublican arty 0£ Vi.r utla 
Onley,. Virginia 23418 

GRF:CM:BN:RLE:MJ:mss 
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Tbalt you tor,._. r at _. to 
• .... atloa. 

a.1.,.. _n on 
ot•hed N y cudld•cy Uiil 

• • • ..,. !'Oil forward te wotklat with alt 
tla 1M --- ..,, ..... .,,. 

Gownor .. 11-Nblnnl . 
each etil•• •r DHIM' J1fU•• Jf I 
lie wilt reeewe • COiia emloa fer 

•Weac,, ... 9tller po•ttiou ~n11e1 

• 0a1tat1..i- alt tty • ..... ,..,.~ 
..a 1-,prec .. 

erely, 

ny 

bll . • wrll4t to • tttctty,. 
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,....i , ........ 

u.a..nlty 
... ,ira11~. 14 

GB.F:H1F:dv 

-- -

EXECUTIVE 
/~77$" 



- /7 ,.,.r._ / ~"" ~..}) 

P~/,,f'e~ ,1,11,v-



T ek yo tor ur- l'ff llt tho• ht!ul l•tt•1' 
eerei th w M xtc<J e t,Ue tat 

· l ec;lat• flae f: f!t that 'ft) 
k 7oa•• li•f 

fl&ga t hav• 
. C t\ ·I' !or Qy 

'I ar• t It wU.\ roc•i• 
due r th• VktJ 'Pl" •Id ey 
a:ad m. ,arat wtt ht.a 
oahtt 

I a.wr date your uklllg th tinu- to writ@ 
• lr ctl:y. •ad l ar • :y'9\U' coat tau 

har work h•tt or y eaa:11 acy. 

The Holaorabl1t J•h• • oaway 
t rtty, t , ad~r 
!i • .A ch• La•• 

t:w sko ~lU) 

EXECUTIVE • 

,Ph/~ 
,.P4/6'l_ffe/: -

/. 

C
::a,. -. 
I 



...:. 

J uly 6, 1976 

Dear Mr. Oldham· 

Thank you for your kind letter. I enjoyed our 
conversation very much and 1 remain deeply 
grateful for all you did on my behalf in 
Missouri. While the results were not as we 
would have wished, I am nevtirtheless confident 
of victory at the Conven tion. Fr'iends like you 
will make the difference . 

I send my wannest good wishes and appreciation 
to you and yot-lr wife. 

Sincerely, 

'';'C-, 
Mr. Woodson Oldham 
Box 367 
Webb City, Missouri 64870 
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S.ly 7. 1916 

Tlaak TO" for •elldlllC m• a con of tlse 
r• .. i.tto• -,.telt ,... aH _..._ to iatroae• 
at the MJll meett .. •f tt. ._., 1•~•., 
eleptloo. t "mJttly- eollettl' 'W1tlt ,-

tlld tt i• 10-. to k bnpo-naat fttr all 
ltllcaas to ... n to,ether •o that 

Novembff 2 wU\ ..,_ a --• lay to• alt 
Nf' caadlciate• tMtn the t:•r-tl!lou• to th 
Whit• ffoo.e. 

TIie t' .... t_. ill ... wlttcft I eado••• 
•hole attuty, n4 l tlaeltk ,._ for • ._.._ 
alollc • .:Off to 4lr dly. ! 1o1tlr. to.,...,.-cd 
ta •"Illa yoo la Kaua•. t,. 

Mr. folm M. ,ti,tefto 
29 t/2 Slael'n,aa Pt.e1t 
, ..... tty cay, .... 1•r•ey 01301 
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EXECUTIVE 
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ANALYSIS OF TEST RACES REVEALS 
SHIFTS IN VOTING PATTERNS SINCE '72 

By George Gallup 

\ 

/?~ 

/i/ca:~ 
/:;;~/ ;i_,A-1~ 

PR.I NC ETON, N.J. -- Analysis of the latest test 

elections -- between President Gerald Ford and Jimmy Carter 
-..,-.. -

and between Ronald Reagan and Mr. Carter -- reveals sharp 

shifts in voting patt~rns since the 1972 presidential 

election. 

Traditionaily, th e candidate choices of Protestants 

and Catholics have been widely divergent. ·- Today, however, 

Protestants and Catholics hav e remarkably similar 

preferences in the case of both trial he~ts with a 

majority of both faiths supporting Carter. 

Although Jews have consistently voted overwhelm~,gly 

Democratic in pi;sidential ele c tions •- rece~t decades, 

Ford scores remarkably well with this voting bloc. ~a,rter 

le a ds Ford by only a 5-to-4 margin. His margin 

Reagan, however, is con s id e rably wid e r, 7-to - 2. 

\ 
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yoa to cowtl•• ,...r ftu effort•. 
1R ___ ,,...,, ... , ,, .... 
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cc-: ,l'l Field 
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f' J_ JC~~rvol!y 1 JJ, ... 
July 19, 1976 • fi .L / rra Id ~/,._·rep/ l7rr¥_':A' 

p,1.. J f?eM-t;.19~ r:.? tJ....tn Id 
... f) / - JI s T-< :s:----

Dear Ms. Manning: 

Thank you for youl' recent thoughtful letter 
concerning the seledion of a Vice Presidential 
nominee. As you know, l have not excluded 
anyone from -consideration as my running 
mate and will be giving close personal 
attention to the matter over the next several 
weeks. 

Thank you for your thoughts on Senator 1 
~/9 rz 1<7' ><901dwater end former Govl!rno1>,-c;onnally, J,/4._-

• and I appreciate your taking the time to 
pass them along to me. 

Both Betty and I look forward to seeing you 
in Kansas City. 

With warmest personal regards, 

Sincerely, 

Me. Gilda Manning 
1322 North Main 
Independ~nce, Miesourt 64050 

GRF:HJF:dv 
i-;l pa TJ / 

cc: Jim Field V 
ric:a\JED 

rJVl 2 s 197(, 
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JIily 19, 1976 

Prealdnt Ford ha• aalted m• to thalak yo" for 
you tho111htfal letter of •IIJ'PO•t aad e.acloan1•••·• 
He le 1rateful to yoo to, you eocoarag•m•at 
and lor abaria, the r••ult. ot yo11r n•earch. 
He also epp.:t•ciatecl you com.mn.t• •'IMI .. ,,...,. 
-1• of coac•n !OJ' eu coatry aacl he 
welcomed rou c:oatiao.toa lat.real la tM 
•tectl01a campalp. Yoa may M au• that you 
ophdou Ila•• beea tally 110ted. 

Wlth beat wlakea,c 

Slacen.ly, 

Roland L. Elllo" 
Dlr.ctot- ot Correspoodeac• 

,.... ... . 

Dr. J., W. Tibbe, Jr. 
Dlffeior of 'EleetloM and a. .. arell 

X 0eorgta Vot.ra ,fi:dKation A••oclatloa 
Po·•t Offlc• Bas 92026 
Attaeta. Gffr1la JOll4 

cc w/ copy 0£ incmg to John Calhoun 
cc w/ copy of lncmg to Prealdent Ford C 
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Jilly u. 1976 

,,, 

Dea.r Bobi 

lt wa• good to heu- from JOO aaata ad to 
receiye yoar fir•t•hand ••••amot ol the 
Moata11a State COJlfla.tloa. 1 wa• pal"tic.ularly 
delighted to learn of the fine job Tom Xl-,pe 
did •• my repr••eutati'Ye then. K 

l thank you. allo for you owa able aesiatance. 
l am nry much counting on yool' codaued 
help cl11ria1 tbe tall c•mpalga. 

Wltla warm peraoaal regard•, 
, 1 .. 

The Hoaonble Robert L. Woodahl 
Attoraey OeMral foz the State of 

Moata11& \ 
State Capltol 
Helena, Montana 59601 

" l •' I 

',. 

l • ( , 1 

1 I 

I I 

L,.../Cc: President Ford Committee, attn: Barbara Wise 
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S. SCHWEIKER OF PENNSYLVANIA fi5 HIS VICE 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

'-....-/ 

lalC-fI'?ITS 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 
?,L,/ ~t'/l-f 4-W I £,ttt(~ 

?Jt./'1 / 
/!L./ Sd,UXA,,e,~ L1 

4vA.a-i.~ LI'. 
July 27, 1976 

RON NESSEu..-----,-... 
DAVE GERGEN 

\ 
JIM SHUMA 

Here is a copy of the Howard K. Smith comment on Reagan's 
choice of Schweicker. {' 

Susan had prepared it, following my instructions last 
night, but apparently it stuck to another piece of paper 
and Ray missed it when typing the summary. 

It was one of those unforeseeable accidents, but I have told 
the staff to be doubly careful in their handling of copy. 

Attachment 



Howard K. Smith (ABC) 

Only the Kansas City convnetion will show whether Mr. _Reagan's 
early choice of Sen. Schweicker is an act of dispair on the edge 
of defeat, or a bold stroke aimed at victory. But on first blush, 
it looks like the latter, a gain for Reagan. 

Sen. Schweicker is a little-known, but altogether constructive 
liberal northern senator. The argument that the choice of such a 
man will hurt Reagan with his ultra-conservative supporters seems 
weak. Since George Wallace was destroyed by Carter, which incident-
ally, by crossovers of Wallace s upporters , r escued Reagan from 
early elimination in the primaries, since t hen , that cons ervative 
constituency has had no place to go but to Reagan. 

The argument that Rea gan neede d a southern team mate to 
counter-balance Carter may be stronger, but not very strong~ 
Liberal and moderate southerners are likely to go for Carter 
no matter what and c0nservative southerners for Reagan no matter 
what. After all~ most elections show the people vote for 
presidential candidates and not vice presidential ones. 

No, Reagan's supreme probl em i s to p r ove to delegates tha t 
he is electable. His obstacle has been his identification, fair 
or not, with Sunbelt Birchites, whose support -- as was the case 
with Goldwater -- is the kiss of deat~ . The choice now of a 
liberal from the third most populous northern industrial state 
helps to meet that problem and, incidentally, gives Reagan a leg 
up in the region where most elections are still lost and won. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

July 28, 1976 

Mr. President: 

\;/ 

The attached material may be 
duplicatory, but in the event it 
is not, I wanted to bring it to 
your attention before your meeting 
with Senator Scott, ,t-,,{ (. 4;,(,.,,,/. 

}(_ // 

Jack 

RECEIVED 

/\UG '1 1~376 

CENTRAL. FILES 



July 29, 1976 

Dear Governor Bennett: 

The President has asked me to thank you 
for your letter of July 24 concerning the 
Republican National Convention and selection 
of a Vice Presidential candidate. 

The President has been seeking the opinions 
of many Republican leaders in regard to whom 
would be the most qualified person for the 
Vice Presidential position. I can assure 
you that the ideas expressed in your letter, 
as well as the results of our conversation in 
Indiana, will be considered in his dec.ision. 

Sincerely, 
l If-I-\ 

.i~'i,,,(O( 
/ .;i • 

Stephen G. McConahey 
Special Assistant to the President 

for Intergovernmental Affairs 

)( 

The Honorable Robert F. Bennett 
Governor of Kansas 
Topeka, Kansas 66612 

RECElVED 

JUL 301976 
CENTRAL- FILES 

I .: 
• 
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August 5. 1976 ~,L /_ffe,'1~/J~ /<ow/JU 

• f'I-J-J Js r.:,, . .r-

Dear Lawrence• 

Thank you for your rece-e,t thoughtful letter. 
I can aaeure you that thel>reaident Ford 
Committee took• forward to working with the 

>CCitbseiu !or Reagan Committee and the member• 
of the Republican National Committee to inaure 
that our Convention rune •moothly and fairly. 

t appreciate your talttng the time to wrtte ;to 
me directly and look forward to working with 
you and the member• of the Mi1aourl delegation 
in Kapa a• City. 

Sincerely, 

{)'-, 
Mr. Lawtence 1. Meiael 
48 Frontenac Eetatee 

.eint Lou.la, Mis•ouri 63131 
• 1'l 

--,: 

! GRF:HJF:dv 

RD(~,,. 

,, 

fo/3 
cc: Jim Field 
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I . 
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Lankford, Thomas J. ,(£) .~ 
! 

Augusts. '1976 

Dear Tom: 

Thank you for passing on to me the ideas developed 
during yo~r, ~onversation with Clam Stone. 

You, may have received a letter which I am sending to 
all of the delegates to the Convention by now. Of 
course I am asking for the names of five potential 
nominees in order of preference. However, I am glad 
to have your letter apparently written prior to your 
rece~pt of fJf1 request, because it obviously reflects 
th-. views o~ ~lem ~on6i also. 

I , 

I am trying1 very diligently and :I am certain I will 
be successf•l in selecting a candidate who will be 
acceptable to all of our Party. 

> • 

Wa~st personal regard•. 

Sincerely, 
' "l. 

:. , 

f i: 
Mr ; Thomas J. Lankford l 
9209 Farns~rth Drive t 
Potomac, Maryland 20854 v.,,.,_ 
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Augu•t 5, 1976 i-k f,'~~4., ,vi' 
- F ,J-1 -~ / -(-:rf .s -l J I 71, '1/ P ,N' .T:J f7,._ ,._, ____ f!.' 

Dear Je•••• 

Thank you !or your recent thoughtful telegram. 
l can aaaure you that the Pre1ldent Ford 
Committee look• forward to working with the 
Citizen• for Reagan Committee and the 
of the Republican National Committee to insure 
that our Coaventton •moothly and fairly. 

! appreciate you and Paul taking the time to 
write to me directly and look forward to working 
with the member• of the Te:xa.1 delegation in 
Kan•a• City. 

•·· 

Sincerely, 

>4!l.. 
Mr. Jesse W. Brookshire 
P.O. Box 5765 
Texarkana, Texas 75501 

7, lo r3 
GRF:HJF:dv 
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August 6, 1976 

Dear Henson: 

On behalf of the President, I have been . 
asked to thank you for providing him with 
your recow.1endations with respect to the 
selection of th& nominee for Vice President. 
Further, I have beon requested to assure you 
that the confidentiality of your suggestions 
will be maintained. 

With kindest rega:rds, 

Sincerely. 

, .. 

f,t../ct>N'~~l!y1 3D h/11 

f I I ;;;r;:,,;f G'~ :JL~ 'or.l/1 w 
/J L j 13 v S ly G°'~~ 

r .L / .S:1 o ;") v _,; fV1.-. • 

);11l.._L. PriedeTsdorf 
Assistant to the President 

'>< The Honorable W. Henson Moore 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20S15 

bee: w/incoming to Dick Cheney for further handl g 

MLF:JEB:VO:vo 
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August 6. 1976 
t'~/J?e,4~~~ feo_,-;:1/d 

/1?;e/;;rJAd.s~~ II i o, 
f'I-/ Co,,,vN _ Jly1 o ,v 

Dear Al; 

On behalf of the Pnsidot. I have been 

r "-I 4# J e Al!.$i, ~,,,,,,/ JO ;., ,; 

F.J./ /11 t: C/6Sl'f"<:!,>,; r,; v / 
asked to thank you for providiDJ hb with 
your t"eCGllliellAations with respect to the 
selection of tho NJIJine-e for- Vice President. 
Further. I ha:we been requested to auure }'QU 
that the confidentiality of your suggestions 
will be uintained .. 

With killdest regards, 

Sincerely, 

Max L. Friedersdorf 
Assiffint to 'the President 

The liOIJO?"able Alphonzo Bell 
House of Represontativ.s 
Washiaz.ton, D.C.. ZOSlS 

UecrJiP1i80M1ng to Dick Cheney for further handlin 



ALPHONZO BEU. 
Z704 0UTlllCT 
.~•A ,, ____ _ 

/ IIICHAPID BLADES 
AOMIHIITftATtVe; ASSISTANT 

SUITE 14220 
11000 WILSHIRE BouLEVARD 

L,oa AHGIU.EB, CALIFORNIA 90024 
21~24-7222 

€ongttss of tbt Wnittb ~tatts 
1!)ou~e of 1'.epre~entatibe~ 

m~bfngton, 39.«:. 20515 

lhe President 
The 1Vhi te douse 
\fashington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

August S, 1976 

COMMITTEES: 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

EDUCATION AND LABOR 

CRAIG VAN NOTE 
LEGISLATIVE-ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 

2329 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 
202-225-645 I 

Following are my suggestions for a Vice Presidential running 
mate, in order of preference, pursuant to your request directed 
through i"linority Leader John Rhodes (I have also fonvarcled a copy 
of this listing to Jolm): 

1) Ronald Reagan. Ile would be a major unifying factor for 
the party. If ti1irty or forty percent of the party are ''turned 
off'' because of strongly pro-Reagan bias, that is thirty or forty 
percent of the party t:n.c Presiuent might not get in the way of 

~votes and support. If possible this should be corrected. The 
acceptance of Reagan on the ticket would, I believe, largely cor-
rect this problem. 

How would Reagan help get Democrats? He is a great campaigner 
on 'lV, or by any standard. Remember, he received great Democratic 
support in California to win his election as Governor. 

Also, the very fact that he would go along with a Reagan-
Schweiker ticket demonstrates that he would be flexible to the 
President I s philosophy. In other words, it proves he is not as 
inflexible in his beliefs as touted. 

Governor Reagan is the second strongest Republican, and a Ford-
Reagan ticket would tend to consolidate the Party's strength. Most 
important, he would help us in getting California, the largest elec-
toral state. 
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2) Elliot Rid1ardson. It is my belief that Carter would be 
very difficult to defeat in the states of the old Southern Confed-
eracy. No one on the Republican ticket is going to a<ld any more 
states of importance than those the President could get himself in 
that area. Alti1ough possiule assurance of Texas could come from 
either Reagan or Connally, it seems tnat the area of greatest oppor-
tunity for Republicans is the Northeast. Richardson fits this 
requirement perfectly. 

I am sure you are cognizant of the likely use of the "Watergate" 
issue, "The Panlon", etc. in the campaign. With the new book an<l 
the new films, this may be one of the big issues used against us. 
It is hard to beat peace, prosperity, and employment with "\'Je can 
clo it better.'' TI1erefore, tne only propaganda point they have 
against us is inferences relating to ·watergate. 

As a victim of the Saturday Night Massacre , and being clean as 
a houncl' s tooth, Richardson woulcl dull the effectiveness of this 
attack. l:le also has a record of high competence in many areas of 
Government service. He is highly qualified! 

He has no voting record of liberality, as does Schweiker. He 
cannot clearly be identified as "far more liberal" than the President. 

3) John Connally. The reason for his being my third d1oice, 
rather than first, is obviously because of his closeness to Nixon 
and the milk fw1d indictment. Despite his being proven not -guilty, 
these matters and the whole Watergate ' episode have tarnished his 
previous excellent image. We must face the fact that the 1.vhole 
1'-l ixon-\fatergate problem will be a very live issue in the coming 
campaign. To that extent, Connally as a Vice Presidential candi-
date may have, initially, an adverse affect on the ticket. 

Despite the above, I still place him as my third choice. Next 
to Governor Reagan, my first choice, he is unquestionably the best 
known of all potential Vice Presidential candidates. He would 
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unquestionably be helpful in winning Texas. lle has strong ties with 
the South and is probably equal to Reagan in getting Southern sup-
port. He is also very strong in the West and Midwest, and could be 
helpful in getting some extra money if required from the business 
community. 

Very important also is that he is the only one equal to Reagan 
on the stwnp. lie is a very effective campaigner, which will be very 
mud1 needed in this campai!:,rn. Finally, he ranks with Nelson Rockefeller 
as the most competent potential Vice President, and, I believe, is 
very qualified to be President. 

4) John Anderson. Ile would be an excellent choice from the 
standpoint of competence and campaign effectiveness. A5 he would 
become better known on the ticket, his help to the ticket would 
increase substantially. lie is also highly intelligent, and quali-
fied to be President. 

The only reasons for his being fourth choice instead of first 
are because ne comes from the same area of the nation as the Presi-
Jent, and he is lesser knrn\rn than the previous three. 

He would, however, be a great help in picking up support from 
minorities because of his excellent voting record in Civil Rights 
and his more moderate stance in many areas. He is a highly articu-
late speaker and excellent in debate. 

5) Paul 11Pete" McCloskey. Pete holds strong appeal to anti-war 
and more moderate to liberal groups, yet has a voting record that 
(except for Vietnam War matters) is not liberal, but moderate to con-
servative. Also, his strong anti-Nixon stance would tend to counter 
the lfatergate issue. 
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He is fairly well known nation-wide because of his campaign 
against President Nixon. He would help to bring California into 
the Republican ca111p. 

I hope these suggestions will prove beneficial to you. 

With wannest personal regards, 

AB:jgg 

Sincerely, 

t:tC, 
ALPH0NZ0 BELL 

United States Congressman 
-, 



Aapat 9, 1914 
f'- I 

/P /<l!?lljJ:!~AI; ~0,,,v;elJ 

Tlaaak fOll '"IT ..._e tor .,.,.r ltitt•• of apn 4 
_,,.rtte, tbe ntc••._ that Govereor eapa 
u& 1..,..,. ta a formal t1e1'ate at tlie 11..e,.Wlcu 

att.oal Coe,_,tt.m. 

A. I••• dated p"1,ltet1~ It la -,-tM,tlefthat tile 
for , .. ._.. ltaff-.. d.•1-t• ,ta•....,•••• 

co ... .. ...... ., la tile e.Nfl• ., • • .. 
apvltd primal'J' cam,a1t-. -..., •• we appi-oadt 
ow.• Nats.-.1 COll94t:tdtoa ..a ttt.. tau cam ap. tt 
le nr ly la oar- rl'J'• -..n latffeet to move 
ci-tdtl, tow&ttl lahota-, ._,., 4Uf••eace• betwff• 

• aad 11111.t., the t1Y fol' .... Nfflla•• to 1,e .. 
11phill electloa .«on. 
I took · nrafll to workflla wltb,... towud• mnhag 
NON 'I I • •••J' clay for eplllallcw tJ"OtD 
t•• eoul'tballa•• to th• hlte ....... 

.... •r, .. .Dalill.rll-

8283 erwCMMI 
Clarketoa. MlcblSU '8016 

GRF:HJ :dv 

cc: Jim Field 
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August 9, 1976 

Dear Jack: 

On boha.lf of the President, I have been 
ask&d to thank you for providing him with 
your recommendations with rcspoct to the 
selection of the nominoc for Vice President. 
Further. 1 hnve been requested to assure you • 
that the confidentiality of your suggestions 
wi 11 bo maintained. 

Mith kindest regards, 

Sincerely, 

·Max L. Friedorsdorf 
Assistant to the President 

x 
The Honorable John W. Wydler 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 1051S 

~c: w/incoming to Dick Cheney for further handling 

MLF:JEB:VO:vo 
( 

RFr.~r"rn 
.t 1976 

CUURAL flLES 

IL" 
( ' 

J 
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I NFORMATION FROM STU SPE NC ER: 

X ~,.,.,,--
GOVERNOR REAGAN WHILE GOVERNOR SIGNED AT LEAST 2 

LEGISLATIVE PAY RAISES. THEY WENT FROM $16,00 0 to $19,200 

and from $19,200 to $21,021. 

REAGAN'S SALARY AS GOVERNOR: 

In 19 70 

In 19 71 

$44,100 

49,100 

These were bills that were passed by the Legislature 
that had to be signed by him. 

In addition to his salary, he was given: 

$15,000 

$17,400 

$15,000 

Annual rent for his house. 

Support of Residence 

Contingency Fund 




