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DREFENSE  -- 2

and guestionable manipulation of figures. Inflations estimates have been
ridiculonsly low. In Fiscal Year 1979 the actual growth rate, according to
the House 2Armed Service In FY 19230 real
growth claims were based on a 6.4 percent inflation rate, despite a real -

Hnrn s i Famt oA ve3) arath Far Fhat

inflation zea rate of = . T
budget year., ( e ) Now, the Pentagon plans to -
cut ¢ B - 777 7280 in order to show a 3 percent

growth rate from 1380 to 12831.
According to an-intersat---- a memo circulated in the Defense Department,
it might cut an additional $83 million in order to reach a 3.1 percent growth

rate, (Richard Durt Yew York Times ).

But mere nurbers 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.
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Hﬁen the Senate voted last September to support the need for a five percent

real growth in defense spending, Mr. Carter inforuwed SEnator Ernest FHollings

in a lett a oo Co? -t osupport that level of growth for 1981 or

1982. Three mcniths later he changed his mind, saying that "events in Iran -
have been a #ivd~ vivid reminder of the need for a strong d- and united

Amarica" and that his | al funding increases

that ave Televised Address Decewber,

12, 1979) The Adninistration's January budget proposal called for 5.4 percent

real growth in authorization., Mr. Carter said the increase was necessary

for-- Lecause of imbalances caused by 20 years of increasses in-Bef Soviet
-

5

military spending but did not indicate how he had suddenly become aware of

this fact. Defnese Sec. Brown claimed that the request was “eatibrated-to-
carefully "calibrated" to meet our defense needs, that carvying out the
program compretely- "completely” was "the most elemental and important of all

our responsipilities" and that if inflation estimates proved too low the

nistration would take "appropriate action to preserve the integrity of

e

o

Adm
the program.” (DOD Annual Report - FY i981 P, 13) Jimmy Carter said that
it was "ilzperative that Congress approve this strong defense budget...wilthout
any reluction.”‘ (State of the Union Address January 23, 1280)

As the Ccruressional deéa;e en the 1281 buiget began, 1t became clear that Mr,
Carter's estimates of 3.1 and 8.4 rorcent inflation wen ridiculously below

roent.  Moreover, nils proposals underestimated

A

{u

the real rate of

o

fuel costs by at least 40 percent and failed to take into account increased
operations in the Indian Ocean prompted as a response to the Soviet invasion of
afghanistan and the crisis in Iran (llcuse Arwed Services Cormnittce

Minority Report )

But what proposals did Mr. Carter wnake to offset these underestimates and to



maintain the "integrity" of the propose defnese programs. TIn March he
sibmitted revised budget proposals. He cited the need for an additional
$2.96 billion for increased fuel costs, $1 billion to offset inflation and

$619 million to cover In¢ total of

$4.6 billion. Yet he asked only for an additional $2.9 pillion, sayving that

his Jdefense budget would cut back on previously planned programs to make up

the differcnce( ). ~Thus-programng—~ —~Hew-programg--—

re-the-~"the-nost-serioua-threat-to-the-peace-3itncer--

Hortd-War'~-became-tess-easential-—~ IHow programs considered

s} fter
t £t
t is

not even the worst of Carter's deceptions. After submitting the marcn
request for an additional $2.9 billion in spending, Jinmy Carter, in a letter

to Homse Speaker Tip O'Neil, wrote that he "strongly favor(ed)" the adoption

of an amendment offered by Congressman Obey ~-- an amendment that

proposed a cut of $3.6 billion in defense spending.

And Jimmy Carter continues to oppose additie— Congressional additions to the
defense budget that would merely bring it closer in line with his promic

for 5.4 percent real increase. TIn a letter to Chairman aof the Senate AFRmed
Services Conmittee, Senator John Stennis, Jirnmy Carter claimed that that

the $6.3 billion added by the House-Senate conference cormmittee would
"adversely affect today's military readiness." (George Wilson Washington
Post  May 23, 1930)

DEFENSE CAPABILITIES CUTRACK
It is apparent that XMr. Carter still £ails to grasp the Hundamental-preo--

preblom,  Auerica's dincreasingly urgent need for enhanced nilitary capabilities
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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 1s whether our defiense capabilities are adequate to mecet our military

objectives and defend our legitimate national security interests. Jimmy—--

P

Earter-tacks-any-coherent-werkd-pictara;- Shortly after taking office, President

T
\(:1

Ford initiated a wide-ranyging review of U.S. military posture, Foreseeing

-d

ithe development of several adverse trends in

the posture of U.S. military inferieo—— inferiority that would result if those

trends v a-

expensive but necessary military programs. His plans called for modérnization

of all three legs of our strategic triad. But Jiwmy Carter rejected all these

s for a new land-based intercontinental
i delayed full rpoduction of the MX,
Uoniity 2e o asiae cowas wpwawowOnal capability date back by at

cast three years. Because the MX will not be fully deployed until
late in the 1980s, the Unites B-- States' ICBM force has becor
vulnerable to a Soviet first strike. '
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ting ICBM production line,
e r of ME Minuteman IIT
missiles recommended by the Joint Chiefs of Staff,

— Oy

™

President I - pproved patsn-- plans for the Trident submarine and
for a new supmarine-based missile, the Trident II, Mr,

Carte: ograms, daspite an agyressive
Sovie- -submarine warfare capabilities,
Preside s/ed a new mannced strategic bomber, the

B-1. wirn a cowntementary sir-launched cruise missil system
car helming Soviet air defenses. Mr. Carter cancelled
this bomber altogether, lcaving eh- the United States with only an
aging fleet of B-52s, most of which are 25 years old. le also
slowed down the alr-launched cruise missile program,

“r., Carter's record on correcting defecicncies in our conventional and tactical

»r

nuclear forces is eygually dismal:

President Ford approved plans for extensive productifona-dnw

e E
developrent and producti 1ise
nissiles. MMr. Carker sl S-S,

President Ford approved plans for a fleet of Advanced Tanker







Nor were limitations on our own vital weapons systnes systems confined to
unilateral moves. In his rush to coni- conclude a SALT II {reaty, Jimmy
Carter authorized concession after concession. Some, such as the acceptance

of Iimfati--—~ limitations of cruise missile ranges -- limitations consistently

rejected by Republic ng, Others

required no expertise co oo - ble steps,

Adininistration excluded the new Soviet Rackfire bomber from

s
®
.
=

For instance, tl
limitations on strategic nuclear delivery vehicles despite a general consensus
that the bomber possessed intercontinental capabilities. Instead Jimuny

Carter accepted an unsigned letter from Leonid Brehznev during the final
negotiations in Vienna. It essentially stated that the Soviets would not give
the borber capabilities that it already had, The unsinged letter graciously

added that the bomber would not be deployed in a threatening mode during

peaceful conditions. So much for Jimmy Carter the "tough negotiator.V

The same pattern held for other arms control forums. The Rdministration continued
to press for a total ban on nuclear tests although detection of all such
cxplosions within Soviet territory was deemed impossible by the scientific
couwrunity. It rushed into negotiations on demilitarization of the Indian

Ccean  -- negotiations that the former Republican alninistraticons ahd turned

dewn -~ despite the fact that this would virutally exclude a meaningful U,S,
military prescnce in the area while the foviet Union, by virtuz of it's

geograpnical locations- would retain easy 1ccess throughout the region,

SOVIET 2UILIZUP L2NORED
Jimmy Carter has shoun particular airbivalence <bout the Soviet military

buildup During the campaign he acknowledged Soviet superiority in many

meea- nmilitary sectors (Speech to the Mterican Legion Convention  Seattle,

Washington Septerber 24, 1976) but maintained that in "the cwmlative






ALLIANCE DISARRAY

Jimmy Carter's vacillation and empty rhetoric has created deep concern among

our military‘allies. This was already apparent during the campaign when at

one time he séid "we have too many troops overseas' (Boston Advertiser July

25, 1976) and then two months later said he "would intend to maintain our present
t-~ level of troop deployment in Europe" and "would even be willing fo increase
ground forces...if that was what it tock to give us equivalent strength,”

(AP Septerber 19, 1976) He repeatedly cilited the importance of our alliance
relationshigs, asserting that they must—- "must know that we will keep our ..
promises™ and that they will "be reassured not by promises but by tangible

ar  ons sultacions. e e e e American
Chamber of Ceormerce Tokyo, Japan May 28, 1875) But-MHrc-Carter-has-failed---
But Jimay Carter has succeeded only in undermining U,S, credibility within

our alliance system, He failed to meet--= live up to increased defense spending

cormitrzants. He embarrassed West Germany with h: wvacillation on the neutron

1

We

A

:pnons issue. During the first year of his Administration a leaked NXC
rerorandum 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 Administuaation officials. Lack of consultation on SALT
negotiations raisad serious concerns among NATO allies, particularly concerning
limitations on wearons sysleliu we pee oo ncer her General

ropean countries. -Ho-

neal

Neit announcenmnent that he
plan ruptly and unilaterally
Cchanc of China,

MILITARY MANECRER B

The Qi;?éierat,on's - i}ﬁ;g/z; ;XJEJJ/64ZQ\Ew//
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Shortages of manpower in the Individnal Ready Reserve that would provide
trained men to replace active duty forces incapacitated in combat are even

more critical., A-- The Administration's response to this hkas been to lower

it's estimates ﬁ%&the number required:

i
!

FY 1978 FY 1979  FY 1989 |
729,000 710,000 594,000 /
168,600 200,000 00 6Nn
560,400 510,000

JIMMY CARTER FALSE CONYERSIO

In light of thigse inescapabld facts, it imight be expectéé/zggz\}'mmy Carter

wonuld roewvaluate his thinking on the question of Svoiet goals andl\tactics

and the drpropriate response to them., But even aftdr the brutal ihvasion of

"

Afchanistan this \is not thé case. He tells us that this action

more drziratic change is opinion "of what th¢ Soviets' ultimate




e despite the

despite three y

dernization and

fact that upgrad.u ciice..s

expansion are even more alarming than those we on which President Fordbased

He tells us that we are

his proposals for the programs Mr. Carter cut,

stronger now Jespite tha the testimony of his own SAC commander

pal
i

equivalence ceased to exist in 1978 and that "by today's measure

adverse strategic imbalance has developed and will continue for
to ccre...not only when our forces are in a day-to-day alexrt pos
also when fully generated" for war

Jizay Carter appears to have come full cirxcle, belatedly ressure
Republican initjatives he originally cast aside as incompatible with arms

control and the spirit of detente. But he supports cuts in the defense

budget proposed before the invasion of Afghanistan.

g+ In an effort to appear tough, Jimmy Carter announces the reinstitution of

draft registration. But the measures he proposes were ones rejected by his

cwn Bf~ Defense Department studies as little rore than syrholic. His plan

-

cuts by only six days our ability to mobilize military mangower in the event

1

of an emergency. It does nothing to a-— curb the flo

sut of mili&ary service. Jimmy Carter tells us ihat

to the Soviet Union as if the leaders in

of these facts,

Jirny Carter arnounces to the world the obvious

Fersian Calf rezion would be considered an assault on

M23NS necessa

that razell such an assault "by any

(St 1te of the Union Jamnary 23, 19:20)

cur ability to ughold that pledoe is highly questionable.

w of trained personnel
this will deir-onstrate

*He Fremlin were unaware

that any assault on the

our "vital intercsts"

ry, including military

He does not tell us that

~

Then, six days




he falls into the familiar pattern of vacillating saying that he never
"claimed to have the ability unilaterally to defeat any threat to that region
with ease" and that what he called for "was an analysis by all those nations
who are there who might be threatencd" and cooperation "with them, as they
request and as they desire, to strengthen their own defense capabilities,”
(Question and Anser session with Editors and News Directors January 29, 1930)
Nor does hLe tell us why, if we-cant-defend-the-region-unitakerat-- alliance
cooperation would be necessary to defend the region, he failed to consult

with our allies before publicly announcing this improvided "doctrine."

Jinmy Carter's tough rhetoric rings hollow, His conversion is artificial
and tenuous, His understanding of t! realities is shallow, His public
announcements are designed more forxr domestic consumption and pacification
than for maintaining the United State ' aba ability to deter aggression and
defend its legitimate national interests. Mr. Carter still appears to have

no strategy save a r -election strategy,



























































