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AGRICULTURE -- THE RECORD

Despite his 1976 campaign promise to:

Insure stable prices to the consumer and a fair
profit For farmers (Jimmy Carter's Presentation
to the Democratic Platform Committee, June 16,
1976),

Net farm income per farm, after inventory adjustment, fell from $13,690 in the
st quatter o1 1379 to $10,602 for the first quarter of 1980, a drop of 22.6
percent. (Department of Agriculture, June 1980)

Since 1976, food prices have risen by 39.3 percent.

Between May 1979 and May 1980:

Farm production costs rose by almost 10.5 percent (Department of Agriculture,

June 1980)

Prices received by farmers for all products fell by 8.1 percent. (Department of

Agriculture, June 1980)

Livestock and other related product prices have fallen by more than 14 p' ‘ent.
(Department of Agriculture, June 1980)

The parity ratio fell to 60 percent, a drop of 17.8 percent in the past year.
This is the lowest level since the Great Depression. (Department of Agriculture,
June 1980)

Three billion dollars will be lost to farmers in grain exports to the Soviet Union
as a result of the ineffective Carter grain embargo.
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American farm. Agriculture is the nation's largest industry. Total assets of U.S.
agricultural holdings amount to $790 billion -- over three-fourths of the capital
assets of all American manufacturing corporations. One out of every five Americans
employed in private enterprise works in some phase of growing or marketing food
and fiber. This makes the agricultural sector of our economy the nation's largest
employer. (Fact Book of U.S. Agriculture, published by USDA, November 1979)
Despite Mr. Carter, the American farmer will sell more than $38 billion worth of
farm products i -oad in 1980, double the amount which will be imported. (U 1,

May 14, 1980) The American farmer is unmatched for productivity; he feeds,
clothes, and houses not only America, but much of the rest of the world as well.

"We need a President...who understand(s] the problems of the family farmer..."
candidate Jimmy Carter said in August of 1976. (Carter Speech on Farm Policy,
August 25, 1976) That President is not Jimmy Carter.









..JE _ARTER BUDC.. -- TE._ REC

During his campaign, Mr. Carter promised to deliver a balanced budget to the
American people before he left office. He has, in fact, delivered four fiscal year
budget deficits instead.

o In Fiscal Year 1977, the budget deficit stood at $45 billion.

o In Fiscal Year 1978, the budget deficit rose to $48.8 billion.

e In Fiscal Year 1979, a non-recessionary boom year, the budget went into the red
by $27.7 billion.

e In Fiscal Year 1980, although the budget deficit has not yet been determined,
the Carter Administration conceded a $60.9 billion deficit in July.

o At the same time, the declining incomes and tax revenues resulting from the
Carter recession have turned the Administration's March forecast of a $16.5
billion surplus into a $29.8 billion deficit for Fiscal Year 198l.

(Source: Office of Management and Budget Mid-session Review of the 198l Budget,
July 21, 1980)

e Mr. Carter's plan to harness the federal budget by means of zero-based budgeting
has not only proven to be an Administration failure, but has also received much

criticism from the originator of the concept, Peter Pyhrr.

+ Since Mr. Carter has come into office the rate of growth in taxes has exceeded
spending by 69 to 57 percent.

Three and one-half years of Carter's imprudent and irresponsible budgetary policies
have resulted in:

o A federal spending increase of $23l.1 billion.
e« A federal tax increase of $246.2 billion.
« A National Debt increase of $300.9 billion.

(Source for above figures are from Budget of the United States, Fiscal Year 198l:
March Revisions)
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CRIME AND JUSTICE -- THE RECORD

Althc th Mr. Carter said,

There is no excuse for crime...The time has come

to declare that crime is unacceptable in our nation,
(Carter speech to the Economic Club of Detroit, October
15, 1976)

Crime Index offenses soared eight percent in 1979. (Press Release, Federal Bureau
of Investigation, April 30, 1980)

In 1979, one household in five was hit by crime at least once, with either
property stolen or a member of the household a victim of physical assault.
(Gallup Poll, December 2, 1979)

Violent crime has increased by nearly 20 percent during Mr. Carter's term of
oi ce. (Uniform Crime Reports, Federal Bureau of Investigation)

Mr. Carter has systematically undermined the Law Enforcement Assistance
Agency.

Mr. Carter dismantled the White House Office of Drug Abuse Policy.
Canaressinnal Ouarterly, October 7, 1978)

And, despite proclaiming

We can no longer afford to treat the administration of
justice as political patronage, (Carter Position Paper,
Criminal Justice, 1976)

Mr. Carter's "independent” judicial selection commissions included 162 commis-
sioners through April 1979, of which 82 percent were Democrats, nine percent
Republicans, and nine percent independents. ("A Study of the U.S. Circuit Judge
Nominating Commissions," Judicature, September 1979)

--Of the first 8% commissioners appointed, 46 percent had participated in Mr.
Carter's presidential campaign. (Judicature, September 1979)

--Of the first 28 Commission selections nominated by Mr. Carter, 24 were
Democrats. (Judicature, September 1979)

Although Mr. Carter stated,

0. ! General of th. 1 :ion i e remox
1 ’s, ‘ Posit 1 Pa 1 Jus
19/6)

his then-Attorney General, Griffin Bell, fired Philadelphia U.S. Attorney David
Marston "solely because of political considerations" after Mr. Carter received a
phone call from Congressman Joshua Eilberg, D-Pa., who was under investigation,
that Marston's dismissal be "expedited." (Washington Post, February 4, 1978)

7/23/80
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CRIME AND JUSTICE: ANALYSIS

When campaigning for the presidency, Mr. Carter said,

Restoring order to our society is...a guestion of leadership.
(Carter speech to the Economic Club of Detroit, October 15, 1976)

The facts show clearly that Mr. Carter has failed to provide the leadership necessary
to combat crime in our nation. The Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
was moved recently to say, "Crime remains one of our nation's most serious problems...
Every American should be troubled." (Press Release, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
April 30, 1980)

CRIME RATES UP SHARPLY

Although Mr. Carter stated emphatically,

There is no excuse for crime...The time has come to
declare that crime is unacceptable in our nation...,
(Carter speech to the Economic Club of Detroit,
October 15, 1976)

crime is rising at an alarming rate nationwide.

Crime Index offenses soared eight percent in 1979. All city and county population
groups, areas, and regions shared in the increase. (Press Release, Federal Bureau
of Investigation, April 30, 1980) During 1979, one household in five was hit by
crime at least once, with either property stolen or a member of the household a
victim of physical assault. (Gallup Poll, December 2, 1979)

Violent crimes as a group rose ll percent nationwide in 1979. Forcible rape and
robbery each jumped 12 percent, while murder and aggravated assault each rose
nine percent. Property crimes rose eight percent, with gains of ten percent for
motor vehicle theft, nine percent for larceny-theft, and six, percent for burglary.
(Press Release, Federal Bureau of Investigation, April 30, 1980)

Violent crime has increased by nearly 20 percent during Mr. Carter's term of office.
In 1976, the number of violent crimes reported was 986,578. In 1979, the figure

was 1,178,627, the third straight year of seven-digit violent crime figures. (Uniform
Crime Reports, Federal Bureau of Investigation)

Yet, not only has Mr. Carter failed to propose significant legislation in the area of
law enforcement, he has moved to undercut successful programs that were in operation
when he took office.

Congress created the Law Enforcement Assistance Agency in 1968 to bolster state
and local criminal justice and law enforcement programs. The legislation creating
the agency employed a then-new concept, block grants. Under the block grant
procedure, funds are given to the states. The money is then allocated to the local
governments by state planning agencies.

1 \A has pro to ol of the m pr idar d ul v forcement
programs, 1joying particufarly strong support from those who shoulder the day-to-
day responsibility for the protection of our citizens -- state and local law enfor Y
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We can no longer afford to treat the administration of
justice as political patronage...The Attorney General of
this nation must be removed from politics...All federal
judges and prosecutors should be appointed strictly on
the basis of merit without any consideration of political
aspect or influence...Independent, blue ribbon judicial
selection committees should be established to give
recommendations to the President of the most qualified
persons available for positions when vacancies occur.
(Carter Position Paper, Criminal Justice, 1976)

Mr. Carter's performance has fallen far short ot his rhetoric. He did establish
judicial selection commissions for U.S. Circuit Court judges, but they can hardly be
referred to as independent. According to a 1979 report, of the 162 commissioners
chosen from February 1977 through April 1979, 82 percent were Democrats, nine
percent Republicans, and nine percent independents. Forty-six percent of the 84
commissioners appointed between February 1977 and October 1978 who responded to
a survey conducted by Judicature stated that they had participated in Mr. Carter's
presidential campaign. Thirty-four percent of these has "held an office in e
Democratic Party or had been elected to public office as Democrats. (There was
only one Republican office holder.)" ("A Study of the U.S. Circuit Judge Nominating
Commissions," Judicature, September 1979)

As of May 1979, Mr. Carter had nominated 28 of the Commission's judicial selections.
Twenty-four of these were Democrats, three were independents, and only one v 5 a
Republican. (Judicature, September 1979)

Federal District Court judges in many states are still appointed by the President
after being recommended by the Senators from that state in which the district is
located. (Congressional Quarterly, October 27, 1979) No arrangement has been
made for the merit appointmeiic of U.S. Attorneys. As of June 1979, "67 of the 94
U.S. Attorneys [had been] replaced, all by Democrats." (Wall and Ceiling News and
Views, June 1979) )

David Marston, a [L.S. Attorney in Philadelphia appointed by President Ford, was
fired by then-Attorney General Griffin Bell on January 20, 1978. Mr. Bell made it
clear that Marston was being removed "not because of lack of merit qualification,
but solely because ot political consideration." (Washington Post, February 4%, 1978)
Mr. Carter admitted in a press conference on January |2, 1978 that he had received
a call from Congressman Joshua Eilberg, D-Pa., asking that Marston's dismissal be
"expedited." Eilberg's activities had been under investigation by Marston. Both Mr.
Carter and Mr. Bell were officially cleared by the Justice Department of any
obstruction of justice but questions remain. Time magazine suggested that Mr.
Carter had | | four times in his press conference with respect to the Marston
affair. (Time, Februaty 6, 1978)

More evidence of Mr. Carter's political interference in the activities of the Attorney
General surfaced when Mr. Bell admitted in testimony before the House Administration
Committee that he "had nothing to do with drawing" the Universal Voter Registration
Bill and a Department of Justice memo indicated Mr. Bell's testimony was drafted

for him by the White House. (House testimony cited by Sen. Griffin in Senate

Rules Committee Hearings on Universal Voter Registration)

In the words of David Cohen, President of Common Cause, "...[Olne overriding
weakness [of the Carter Administration] is that the Justice Department has been
heavily poltiicized." (Washington Post, May ll, 1977)










-18-

DEFENSE -- THE RECORD

Despite his promise to maintain "a strong national defense, a defense second to
none,” Jimmy Carter has followed a course of unilateral disarmament. He:

o Cut $38 billion in three years from President Ford's projected defense budget.

e Delayed the MX missile by at least three years.

e Shut down our Minuteman III ICBM production line.

o Cancelled the B-1 bomber.

« Slowed down the Trident submarine and the Trident II ballistic missile programs.

« Slowed down all three cruise missile programs (air-, ground-, and sea-launched
cruise missiles).

o Deferred any decision on enhanced radiation weapons (neutron bomb).
e Cut naval ship-building programs in half.
e Vetoed a nuclear aircraft carrier.

o Allowed our armed forces to fall far below their recruitment goals and our
military reserves to fall 20 percent below necessary war-time preparedness
levels.

¢ Cancelled a fleet of Advanced Tanker Cargo Aircraft.
o Jeopardized alliance cohesion and credibility with his vacillating policy stands
and his failure to meet commitments or to consult in a timely and meaningful

manner.

o Promised to adhere to the terms of an unratified and inequitable strategic arms
limitation treaty (SALT II).

(Source: "An Evaluation of the Carter Administration's Defense Policies," prepared

by the Defense Subcommittee, Republican National Committee's Advisory Council
on National Security and International Affairs.)

6/26/80
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DEFFI\IQFV: AANIATY VCTS

Mr. Carter's record on defense and national security policies has been one of shameful
neglect and blatant deception. He came to office calling the Pentagon one of the

most wasteful bureaucracies in Washington and claiming that he could "reduce

present defense expenditures by about $5 to $7 billion annually” without undermining
our national security. (Letter to the Democratic Platform Committee, January 17,

1976)

Over the last three years, the Administration's rhetoric has changed but its policies
have not. They continue to be based on dangerous misperceptions about Soviet
intentions and the motivations behind their unprecedented military buildup over the
past decade.

NO RFAIL INCREASES IN DEFENSE SPENDING

In recent months Mr. Carter has loudly proclaimed his commitment to a strong
national defense and increased spending to reverse the adverse military balance that
has emerged vis-a-vis the Soviet Union. But his conversion is shallow. In reality,
he and his various spokesmen have glossed over the facts, performed continual flip-
flops on the issue, misled the public and made out-and-out misrepresentation of the
facts.

Shortly after taking office, Mr. Carter proposed a three percent real annual increase
in defense spending through 1984. When our NATO allies agreed in principle to
cooperate in this effort Defense Secretary Brown said he hoped that "the decisions
would convey to the Warsaw Pact countries...(that) the competition is not going to
be one-sided." (Los Angeles Times, May 19, 1977) Mr. Carter has consistently
claimed to have lived up to his pledge. Yet, his record on this is erratic. His
claims have repeatedly been based on ridiculously low inflation estimates, requiring
last-minute and confusing supplemental requests. Moreover, the Administration has
indulged in questionable manipulation of figures. For instance, the Pentagon plans
to cut $82 million from its outlays for Fiscal Year 1980 in order to show a three
percent growth rate from 1980 to 198l. According to a memo circulated in the
Defense Department, it might cut an additional $83 million in order to reach a 3.l
percent growth rate. (Richard Burt, New York Times, April 17, 1980)

But mere numbers manipulation is perhaps less disturbing than the outright deception
of the American public. Mr. Carter's "tough" defense stand began when his SALT

II treaty was jeopardized and hardened further when his pollsters became convinced
that the American public's mood toward defense spending had changed.

For instance, an AP-NBC poll of January 23, 1980 found that 63 percent of the
American public supports an increase in the defense budget while 2] percent wants
1 cur ‘

o in
with 38 percent favoring an increase, 36 percent favoring the current level of
spending and 16 percent favoring a decrease. Similarly, a New York Times-CBS
poll of January 16, 1980 found that 46 percent of the public thought we were spending
too little on defense, 23 percent thought we were spending the right amount and 14
percent thought too much was being spent. This was a complete turnaround from
1979 when 52 percent said too much, 3] percent said right amount and eight percent

d too little. fDrhtic Nnininn Danart January 27, 1980, Issue No. 76)
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¢« In May he sent a letter to Chairman of the Senate Armed Services Committee,
Senator John Stennis, claiming that the $6.2 billion added to the defense budget
by the House-Senate conference committee would "adversely affect today's
military readiness."” (George Wilson, Washington Post, May 23, 1980)

In the midst of these flip-flops on defense spending, Mr. Carter added yet a new

twist. Receiving the Nimitz aircraft carrier on its return from the Persian Gulf he
promised support for greater military compensation in such areas as housing, re-
enlistment bonuses, sea duty pay and flight pay. Two months before, the Administration
had lobbied against just such legislation when, despite Administration opposition, the
Nunn-Warner sponsored legislation passed the Senate by an overwhelming margin.
(Bernard Weinraub, New York Times, May 27, 1980)

Mr. Carter has come under heavy fire from members of his own party for these
flip-flops. Senator Ernest Hollings called Mr. Carter's opposition to the conference
committee's defense budget the "height of hypocrisy" and "outrageous, deplorable
conduct." Senator Hollings said that Mr. Carter was trying to have it both ways
and that "he doesn't want a balanced budget; he wants a campaign budget." (Helen
Dewar, Washington Post, May 29, 1980) Senator Sam Nunn accused Mr. Carter of
having "reversed his own course on national defense at least four times since last
November" and termed his call for increased military compensation aboard the
Nimitz "one of the most imaginative uses of mathematics in my time on the Hill."
(George Wilson, Washingt~n Post, June 3, 1980)

Mr. Carter's own Joint Chiefs of Staff have declared the current budget to be
inadequate to meet the Soviet threat. Army Chief of Staff, General E.C. Meyer,
said that we now "have a hollow Army" and that he didn't believe that "the current
budget responds to the Army's needs for the 1980s." Marine Corps Commandant
General Robert Barrow, asked if the budget was adequate, responded to the House
Armed Services Committee that the answer was, "in a word, no." Deputy to the
Chief of Naval Operations, Admiral James D. Watkins, said that the budget "fell
short of Navy requirements." And Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, General David C.
Jones, said that if he were a member of Congress he would not vote against the
conference committee's compromise budget, the budget that Mr. Carter called
detrimental to "today's military readiness." (George C. Wilson, Wachington Post,
May 30, 1980) o

DEFENSE CAPABILITIES CUTBACK

[t is apparent that Mr. Carter still fails to grasp the fundamental problem. America's
increasingly urgent need for enhanced military capabilities and the calls for real
increases in defense spending are not based on assumptions that a growing defense
budget is intrinsically good. The key issue is whether our defense capabilities are
adequate to meet our military objectives and defend our legitimate national security
interests. Shortly after takine office, President Ford initiated a wide-ranging review
mil ] 1l 1 t
tary paial I Pruoruic wa weoe . teriority ti
result 1f those trends were allowed to continue. Accordingly, he proposed
expensive but necessary military programs. His plans called for modernization of
all three legs of our strategic triad. But Mr. Carter rejected all these initiatives.

o President Ford approved plans for a new land-based intercontinental missile, the
MX. Mr. Carter delayed full production of the MX, pushing its initial operational
capability date back by at least three years. Because the MX will not be fully
deployed until late in the 1980s, the United States' ICBM force has become
vulnerable to a Soviet first strike.
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Nor were Mr. Carter's po ies influenced by tI  Soviet Union's continued promotion
ar financing of Cuban activity throughout the Third World despite his campaign
statement that

we should make it clear that detente requires
that the Soviets, as well as the United States,
refrain from irresponsible intervention in other
countries. (Chicago Council on Foreign Relations,
March 15, 1976)

Evidently when he said "the Russians have no more business in Angola than we
have,” he excluded proxy forces as irrelevant. As a result, the Cuban military
presence throughout Africa has more than doubled, bringing their total to over
40,000 throughout the continent. Nor has Mr. Carter learned anything from this
expansion of proxy forces. Despite Cuban activity in support of guerrilla forces
throughout the Caribbean and Central America, he continues to declare that he
sees

no military threat to the integrity of the nations
in the Caribbean from an outside force and therefore
(doesn't) consider it to be necessary to define it
as one of vital interest where military action by
our own country would be necessary to defend it.
(Question and Answer session with Editors and News
Directors, January 29, 1980)

ALLIANCE DISARRAY

Mr. Carter's vacillation and empty rhetoric have created deep concern among our
military allies. This was already apparent during the campaign when at one time
he said "we have too many troops overseas" (Boston Advertiser, July 25, 1976) ¢
then two months later said he "would intend to maintain our present level of
troop deployment in Europe® and "would even be willing to increase ground
forces...if that was what it took to give us equivalent strength.” (Associate
Press, September 19, 1976) He repeatedly cited the importance of our alliance
relationships, asserting that they "must know that we will keep our promises™ and
that they will "be reassured not by promises but by tangible actions and regular
consultations.” (Address to members of the American Chamber of Commerce,
Tokyo, Japan, May 28, 1975) But Mr. Carter has succeeded only in undermining
U.S. credibility within our alliance system. He failed to live up to increased defense
spending commitments. He embarrassed West Germany with his vacillation on e
neutron weapons issue. During the first year of his Administration a leaked National
Security Council memorandum envisioning the loss of one-third of Germany should
war break out in Europe caused a major uproar and necessitated a series of denials
and explanations from Administration officials. (Rowland Evans and Robert Novak,
"The U.” ~Hmmitment to Defend Furane (Amende 3,

I of cor itat ) |
NATO allies, particularly concerning limitations on weapons systems oI partiCuldr
concern to them. General neglect of timely consultation was not limited to West
European countries. Neither Japan nor South Korea was consulted prior to his
announcement that he planned to withdraw U.S. ground forces from Korea. He
abruptly and unilaterally cancelled our mutual defense treaty with the Republic of
China.
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"The number one priority of any president is to guarantee the security of
ol nation. A strong, able, tough muscular, well organized fighting force.”

--Christian Science Monitor
Septewwer 17, 1570

®_ _.The action of the Soviets has made a more dramatic change in my opinion
of what the Soviets' ultimate goals are than anything they've done in the
previous time that I've been in office.”

--Interview with Frank Reynolds
ABC
December 31, 1979

»Tt would be good to go back and read the guote to see if you have it accurate.
I didn't insinuate or say that my assessment of the Soviet policy or ultimate
goals had been changed at all."

--Interview with Meg Greenfield
Washington Post
March 29, 1980

"The Soviet Union is going to have to answer some basic questions: Will

it help promote a more stable international environment in which its own
legitimate, peaceful concerns can be pursued? Or will it continue to expand
its military power far beyond its genuine security needs, and use that power
for colonial conguest?"®

--State of the Union Address
January 23, 1980

*pPreventing nuclear war is the foremost responsibility of the two superpowers.
That is why we have negotiated the strategic arms limitation treaties =--

SALT I and SALT II. Especially now, in a time of great tension, observing
the mutual constraints imposed by the terms of these treaties will be in

the best im ‘est of both countries, and will help to preserve world peace.

I will consult very closely with the Congress on this matter as we strive

to control nuclear weapons. That effort to control nuclear weapons will

not be abandoned.”

--State of the Union Address
January 23, 1980

"Our nation is stronger now than it was three years ago militarily.”

—-Intarview with M - Greenfield

"The region which is now threatened by Soviet troops in Afghanistan is of
great strategic importance....Let our position be absolutely clear: An
attempt by any outside force to gain control of the Persian Gulf region will
be regarded as an assault on the vital Iinterests of the United States of
America -- and such an assault will be repelled by any means necessary, in-
cluding military force."

--State of the Union Address
January 23, 1980
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The Federal Education Data Acquisition Council (FEDAC) recently issued its annual
estimate of federal paperwork burdens on educational institutions at the state and
local levels.

Representative John Ashbrook, R-Ohio, speculates:

Data collections already approved by FEDAC and the
Office of Management and Budget for the 1980-8l
academic year are estimated to impose a burden

of 7,627,963 man-hours next year. Proposed data
collections, which have not yet been cleared by
FEDAC and OMB, would entail an additional
1,868,004 man-hours. Then there are another 24
Federal forms, mostly from the National Institute

of Education, whose 1980-8] man-hour burden has

not yet been calculated.

If FEDAC's estimates are accurate, this gives us
a minimum total of 9,459, 967 man-hours spent
in a single academic year to fill out pieces of
paper mailed from Washington. That's nearly
50,000 man-years.

If you value that time at $15,000 per man-year,
Federal forms are creating an annual cost of
more than $700 million. And that does not
include the time or the salaries of the Federal
officials who design the forms and read the
responses. (Congressional Record, February 28,
1980)

All this, despite Mr. Carter's promise of

simplification of laws and regulations to substitute
education for paper-shuffling grantsmanship. (Carter
response to National Education Association questionnaire,
February 6, 1976)

TUITION TAX CREMITS

"One of Mr. Carter's most flagrant broken promises was that of refusing to support
tuition tax credits to parents who choose to send their children to private and
parochial schools and colleges. In a telegram to Catholic educators, Mr. Carter
said,

.. Inc 1, in1 1w ¢ Y, !
schools provide the best education availabple...rnere-
fore, I am firmly committed to finding constitution-
ally acceptable methods of providing aid to parents
whose children attend parochial schools. (Telegram
to Catholic Educators, October 1976)

Mr. : said,
...parent whose children go to private col. under-~

standably complain of unfair treatment. They must
support public colleges and universities through taxation
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MC E RROKEN PROMISES

I will not hesitate to propose and support...
Expanded vocational and career education oppor-
tunities. (Carter Position Paper, Education,
1976)

If education for the elderly were increased,
schools and universities could employ more
teachers, utilize facilities more fully, and
also provide an invaluable service to the
community., (Carter Position Paper, Education,
1976)

...We should establish a strong nationwide
program of consumer education to give the
consumer the knowledge to protect himself
in the market place. (Carter Consumer
Affairs Statement, Preconvention, No. 62)

ie truth of the matter is that no action has been taken in any of these areas
by the Carter Administration. In fact, Mr. Carter's budgets have called for
decreases in funding for vocational and occupational education.
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"My early predictions that revenue sharing would be used as an excuse to
S1 funds from a wide ran¢ of social programs, including education, have

pi ! true.”

--Carter Position Paper
Education, 1976

"T will not hesitate to propose and support...Expanded vocational and career
education opportunities.”

--Carter Position Paper
Education, 1976

"If education for the elderly were increased, schools and universities could
employ more teachers, utilize facilities more fully, and also provide an
invaluable service to the community."

--Carter Position Paper
Education, 1976

v, ..We should establish a strong nationwide program of consumer education
to give the consumer the knowledge to protect imself in the market place.”

--Carter Consumer Affairs Statement
Preconvention, No. 62
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ENERGY -- THE RECORD

Mr. Carter's ineffective energy policies have only served to exacerbate our current
energy situation.

From 1976 to 1979 foreign oil imports increased by over one million barrels a
day. (Monthly Energy Review, May 1980) Reducing our dependence on foreign
oil was one of Mr. Carter's prime issues in his energy program.

Mr. Carter's policies of delaying decontrol, advocating taxes on domestic production,
and refusing to lease huge tracts of potentially productive federal lands, have
all discouraged domestic production and made us more reliant on Ol .C oil.

Mr. Carter has severely mismanaged the Gerald Ford-initiated Strat: ic Petro-
leum Reserve. (Washineton Post, June 17, 1980)

Although Mr. Carter pledged in 1976 to deregulate natural gas prices, marketed
domestic production of natural gas has increased by barely two percent in Mr.
Carter's first three years in office while imports have increased by 30 percent.
(Monthly Energy Review, June 1980)

During the Carter Administration, there have been 66.]1 percent fewer operating
licenses granted per year for nuclear power plants than during the preceding
Republican Administration and no license has been granted since Sej >mber 1978.
(Program Summary Report, May 23, 1980, published by the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission)

Domestic coal production has increased by an average of less than five percent
a year in Mr. Carter's first three years, while coal imports have increased by 71
percent. (Monthly Energy Review, May 1980)

7/25/80
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unregulated, well-functioning markets, and creates and perpetuates an incredibly
complicated system of regulations, including 23 different pricing categories. (Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission Fact Sheet on the Natural Gas Policy Act ' 1978)
Controls are to be phased out so slowly that it is questionable whether the market
will ever become free.

Marketed domestic production of natural gas has increased by barely two per¢ it
in Mr. Carter's first three years in office while imports have increased by 30 percent.

MARKETED DOMESTIC PRODUCTION

1976 19,952 billion cubic feet

1979 20,373 billion cubic feet*
IMPORTS

1976 964 billion cubic feet

1979 1,253 billion cubic feet

SOURCE: Monthly Energy Review, June 1980 (published by the Department of
Energy.)

NUCLEAR POWER

Nuclear power is currently meeting 1.5 percent of America's electricity needs.
(Mor+hiv Fnarav Review, May 1980, published by the Department of Energy)
Yet, ucopiic uiwe importance of this significant energy source, the Cart
Administration's nuclear energy policy has been as inconsistent as his polici

in other energy areas.

When campaigning in 1976, Mr. Carter said:
I will redirect our energy research and development

efforts to correct the disproportionate emphasis which we
placed on nuclear power. (The Presidential Campaign, 1976)

But less than three years later he declared:

It (nuclear power) must play an important role in our
energy future. We cannot simply shut down all our
nuclear power plants. (New York Times, July 17, 1979)

Four months later he stated:

We believe that the NRC (Nuclear Regulatory Commission)
should proceed with issuing operating and construction
licenses. (Wall Street Journal, November 19, 1979)

. y
preceding Republican Administration and no license has been granted since

September 1978.

According to the Washington Post (July 2, 1980), former NRC commissioner
Richard T. Kennedy called the NRC "the most politicized agency in town." He
said in an interview that the five-member panel spends "far too much time...

¢ »Oating in one guise or another whether nuclear power is a reasonable approach

*It is interesting to note that the DOE in May claimed only 19,721 billion cubic
feet of domestic natural gas production.
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ETHICS -- THE RECORD

I think that after a period of two or three years, the
difference between what I am and what the people
perceived me to . during the campaign and what my
programs actually are as they wind their way through
the Congress ~- that difference will be narrowed and
people will see that there's no difference. ("Issues
and Answers," August 14, 1977)

Contrary to Mr. Carter's initial statements concerning political favoritism, open
government, honesty, and presidential appointments, he and his Administration have
been anything but the most ethical and moral in carrying out their official and
unofficial dealings.

e New Verl Daet pyblisher Rupert Murdoch received a surprisingly low-interest
oan 1rom e dxport-Import Bank just three days after the New York rimary,
and only six days after a Post endorsement of Mr. Carter for the presidency.
The paper's circulation numbers 600,000.

e Secretary of Transportation Neil E. Goldschmidt publicly expressed his desire to
refuse funds to Chicago. The city's mayor, Jane Byrne, had endorsed Kennedy
for the presidency on October 31, 1979. (M-=*ional Journal, April &, 1980)

o Energy Secretary Charles Duncan refused to release data on the Admini:i ‘ation's
"oil import fee" to the House Energy and Natural Resources Subcommittee
before consulting with his "colleagues," namely the President. The data in
question was finally released to Congress in May 1980 in the wake of a lawsuit
and a gontempt of Congress citation. (Jack Anderson, Washington Post, May
6, 1980

e« Though Mr. Carter has consistently expressed an honorable obsession with the
truth, he and his Administration have many times allowed less than the truth.
Even Cabinet-member Andrew Young, in relating his dealings with the P .O. to
Mr. Carter, didn't give the President "the whole truth."

e Mr. Carter has exploited and misused his power of presidential appointments.

Furthermore, many of his appointments have been questioned in regard to
conflict of interest and buying favors, as well as the misuse of influence.

7/25/80
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) ICS. ANAT VKIQ

In June 1976, Candidate Jimmy Carter promised:

Together we can have an open, compassionate, and
effective government which will reflect the best
qualities of the American people. ("A New Begin-
ning," Carter's Platform Program presented to the
DNC Platform Committee, New York City, June 16,
1976)

Yet in spite of such lofty themes pontificated and explicated since he first began
campaigning for the presidency in 1974, which emphasized a moral condemnation of
the past coupled with a vigorous commitment to a "higher" ethical standard --
Carter's political tactics have been heavy-handed, his political style at times
ruthless and certainly deceptive, with many of his principal underlings anything but
the most ethical, moral, and mature in their official activities and unofficial
dealings.

As former Carter Chief Speechwriter James Fallows wrote in the first reputable

e: »se on Carter and his White House, "(w)here Lyndon Johnson boasted of schools
built and children fed, where Edward Kennedy holds out the promise of the energies
he might mobilize and the ideas he might enact, Jimmy Carter tells us he is a
good man ("The Passionless Presidency," The Atlantic, May 1979) Indeed,
throughout the campaign and to date in hi> wiuwc House performance, Carter has
continuously emphasized that he would be and is a "good" president, if not a much
"better" president than any of his predecessors, especially in terms of personal
morals and ethical stands, standards, and behavior. When the Carter record is
examined closely, however, one finds a myriad of inconsistencies. There is, in fact,
a schizoid appearance to the Carter style: his words are not too often in concord
with his deeds.

POTI ITICAT FEAVORITISM

In early 1977, at his well-publicized town meeting performance in Clinton, Massachusetts,
Carter proclaimed:

...The only way that I know that we can restore the
trust of the American people in public officials is for
the public officials to be trustworthy, to tell the
truth, and to make sure that there's a closeness and

an intimacy between leaders who've been elected and
the people who put them in office. This is something
crucial to me. (Town Meeting, Clinton, Massachusetts,

1

This closeness between those who put Carter in office and the . .esident himse

can be readily seen in the personal relationship between New York Post Publisher
Rupert Murdoch and the President. On February 19, 1980, Carter had a private
lunch with Murdoch. Earlier that day, Murdoch met with U.S. Export-Import Bank
Chairman -- and old Carter crony -- John L. Moore to discuss a loan to acquire
jets for his Australian airline, Ansett Transport Industries. (Moore's former Atlanta
law partner is Philip Alston, now Carter's ambassador to Australia, who had pushed
hard for the Export-Import Bank loan for Murdoch.) That was followed three days
later, on February 22nd -- three days before the New York Primary -- by the
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“LOSFN_ GOV RNMENT

Well, tt e is quite a discrepancy between perception and reality and this is well-
illustrated in his doctrine of open government. Throughout the campaign and as
President, Carter continually said that

there's a general feeling that when we make a mistake,
that mistake is not concealed but instantly revealed.
I think the frequent news conferences and the frankness

with which we’'n discussed formerly secret issues has
been constructive. ("Issues and Answers," August l4,
1977)

Yet when it came to the Administration being put on the spot by the House Energy
and Natural Resources Subcommittee with regard to releasing data on their "oil
import fee," in spite of a subpoena of Energy Secretary Charles Duncan and lawsuit
by several Congressmen, the Energy Department refused to release that data.
According to Columnist Jack Anderson (May 6, 1980), when Subcommittee Chairman
Toby Moffett angrily accused Secretary Duncan of using executive privilege, Duncan
tried to side-step the accusation by proposing a compromise. '"I'll have to talk it
over with my colleagues," said Duncan. Just who, a subcommittee member asked,
are "your colleagues?" "The President," confessed Duncan, a bit sheepishly. In
spite of "openness in government" and "government in the sunshine" doctrines preached
by Candidate Carter, that seemingly embarrassing data was eventually given over to
Congress in May 1980 in the wake of a lawsuit and a contempt of Congress citation.

DISHONESTY

Still an even more basic side to the Carter morality code is the issue of "honesty."
Said Candidate Carter at an Atlanta rally on December 12, 1974,

There are many other things I would not do to be
President. I would not tell a lie; I would not mislead
the American people; I would not avoid taking a stand

on a controversial issue which is important to our country
or the world. And I would not betray your trust.

Even Speechwriter Fallows admits that Carter tells lies, if only "white lies:"

(Carter) would personally review all requests to use
the White House tennis court. (Although he flatly
denied to Bill Moyers, in his November 1978 interview
that he had ever stooped to such labors, the in-house
tennis enthusiasts, of whom I was the most shameless,
dispatched brief notes through his secretary asking to

) o V d
check yes or no; Carter would make his decision and
send the note back initialized J.) ("The Passionless
Presidency," The Atlantic, James Fallows, May 1979)
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Yet Carter has personally continued to politicize the judiciary far beyond the
Civiletti example. In his attempt to pick politically compatible judges for vacant
judicial seats in New England and Puerto Rico, it appears, according to the
Wrehingt~~ Past, that Carter has injected "a good dose of the politics (he) promised
to avoid wuecnr he set up nominating commissions to carry out his campaign promise
of using 'merit' alone to pick judges." (March 28, 1980)

During these judicial searches, among other questionable actions, Carter has "reshuffled"
the makeup of the nominating commissions, removing supporters of Senator Kennedy,
his chief political opponent. Moreover, among those rejected from panel consideration
was Kennedy-supporter Archibald Cox.

Yet these are not isolated examples of presidential interference in judicii matters.

‘The firing of David W. Marston, the well-respected Republican U.S. Attorney for
Philadelphia, in early 1978 was a major violation of Carter's promise to take politics

out of judicial appointments. In fact, in an agreement with Senator James O.

Eastland (D-Miss.), Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, Carter agreed to

limit merit selection only to federal appeals court judges. According to the Congressional

Quarterly News Service, "As a result, Carter left intact Senate patronage for the
juciest and mos. plentiful judicial and prosecutor appointments -- district judges,
U.S. attorneys and U.S. marshalls." (February 16, 1978)

Furthermore, when it comes to the quality of his diplomatic appointments, again
there is a distinction between the Carter promise and the Carter action. A case
in point is Carter's Ambassador to Singapore, former South Dakota Democrat
Governor Richard Kneip, who, as reported in the Foreign Service Journal and in
Newsweek (February 1, 1980) was so ill-prepared for a major foreign affairs post
that he had to ask his aides to their embarrassment and chagrin:

What 1Is this 'gang of four' that everyone is talking about?
Did you say there are two separate Korean governments? How come?

What's Islam?

Indeed, Ambassador Kneip never heard of such international notables as Gandhi,
Sukarno, Giscard d'Estaing, and Deng Xiaoping. And, in just plain "poor taste,”
while visiting a U.S. warship, he slipped away from the foreign VIPs to join his
family -- and casually dispatched his houseboy as a stand-in!

At the same time that one looks at the competence of Carter appointments, one
must also question the basic honesty and maturity of other Carter underlings.
The following litany of appointees, confidants, and Democratic party officials,
together with their actions beg the question:

“WI | B ) ?"

Moon Landrieu was confirmed as Secretary of Housing and Urban Development even
after he acknowledged that he had received gifts of real estate from a promoter
doing extensive business with both the New Orleans City Hall and HUD; this payoff
occurred shortly after the expiration of his two terms as mayor of New Orleans.
(Sacramento Bee, August 19, 1979)

v I« fr . nflict of interest,

President Carter decided that li iicweor e wo wee & dity  1tures
Trading Ci on should ign -- for conflict of interest. The conflict involves
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Mr. Carter on ethics and morality, in fact, can be summed up by his own words:

. I really don't believe there's that basic conflict between
what I am, what I stand for, what I said during the campaign
on one hand and our actual programs on the other. ("Issues and
Answers," August 15, 1977)






Special prc 2cutors had to be appoim 1 : ply to ensure iforcement of
ie law! The Attorney General should be removed from politics.”

--Formal Announcement
December 12, 1974

n . .[W]e top this off with the disgraceful and counter-productive policy
of appointing unqualified persons to major diplomatic posts as political
payoffs. This must be stopped immediately...All federal judges, diplomats,
and other major officials should be selected on a strict basis of merit..."

--Formal Announcement
December 12, 1974

"T really don't believe there's that basic conflict between what I am, what
I stand for, what I said during the campaign on one hand and our actual
programs on the other."

--"Issues and Answers"
August 15, 1977
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FAMILY -- REC

The breakdown of American family life has worsened during Mr. Cart: 's term
of office as evidenced by the following statistics:

--In 1976, one child in eight was born out of wedlock; it's now one in six.

--One child in seven was living in a single-parent household in 1976; the proportion
has now become one child in five.

--Children in foster homes numbered 350,000 in 1976; they now total 500,000.

--Two of every five marriages ended in divorce in [976; that ratio has not
improved.

--Nearly one-third of U.S. families could afford to buy a home in 1976; that
share has plunged to less than five percent. (W=l Street T~ienal, May |,
1980)

Although Mr. Carter promised that,

each federal program present a family impact statement,
to analyze how it would affect the family. (Carter
speech, Manchester, N.H., August 3, 1976),

no such initiative was ever enacted.
Thirty-eight months after saying,

we need a government that...makes its every decision
with the intent of strengthening the family (Carter speech,
Manchester, N.H., August 3, 1976),

Mr. Carter announced he was creating an "Office for Families" within the
Department of Health and Human Services, but no director for this office has
yet been named, only one professional staffer has been employed, and no funds
have been provided. (Wall Street Journal, May 1, 1980)

Despite Mr. Carter's promise of

soon after becoming President...to convene a White
House Conference on the American Family. (Carter
speech to the National Conference of Catholic Charities,
C ober 4, 1976),

it v 5 thr and one- f years before the _on ence be, .
Mr. Carter said in 1976,
We have tax policies that often seem to discriminate

against families. (Carter speech, Manchester, N.H.,
August 3, 1976)
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THFE FAMILY CAN NQO LONCFER AFFORN TO RIYY A HOME

Despite Mr. Carter's promise of universal home ownership, the number of American
families who can afford to purchase a home has declined sharply during Mr. Carter's
term of office. When Mr. Carter became President, 27.5 percent of all American
families could afford to purchase a new home. In the early months of 1980, with
mortgage rates pushing 17 percent, that percentage dropped all the way to five
percent. Even if mortgage rates "drop" to between 12 and 13 percent as some
predict, home affordability will still be limited to less than ten percent of all
American families. (National Association of Home Builders)








