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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503 

June 28, 1983 

FRED FIELDING 

DAVID A. STOCKMAi.,()fk5 
CARTER CAMPAIGN MATERIALS 

I have reviewed the documents designated #1 - #6. The following 
are my recollections and observations. 

Document #1-A. "Debate Briefing Materials" 

To the best of my recollection, I have not previously seen this 
document. The only section of this document that appears to be 
similar to the material I received and described in my letter to 
Chairman Albosta is Part I (3) entitled "Carter Questions and 
Answers" on "Economy", "Energy and Environment" "Overview", 
"Government" and "Human Needs". While this section appears to be 
in a different format, more tightly written and organized, and 
more addressed to specific debating points than I recall, I would 
conclude that the substantive content of Section 3 of Document 
1-A is similar to material made available to me prior to the 
debate rehearsals. 

The remainder of the document consists of numerous succinct lists 
of "Key Lines" "Accomplishments", "Promises", "Challenges", 
"Rebuttals", "Platform Comparisons", "Quotes", and related 
matters. To the best of my recollection, this type of material 
was not included in the large volume of xeroxed pages made 
available to me by the Reagan campaign. 

Thus, while my recollection of specific sections and headings is 
necessarily limited after two and one-half years, it is my strong 
impression that the material in Part I (1) - (2), and (4) - (9), 
as well as all of the material in Part II, was not among that 
which I received on October 23, 1980. 

Document #1-B: "Presidential Debate Briefing Papers: Foreign 
Policy and National Security Material" 

This document consists of policy issue materials relating to a 
variety of foreign policy and defense topics. To the best of my 
recollection, I have not previously seen this document. However, 
the individual policy sections are quite similar to the materials 
I recall having received from the Reagan campaign, described in 
my letter to Chairman Albosta. This document appears to contain 
fewer topics, less redundancy and better editing and organization 
than I recall, but its content is otherwise consistent with my 
recollections. 



Document #2: "Presidential Debates: Foreign Policy and National 
Security Issues 

This document is consistent - both as to content and foimat -
with my best recollection of the material delivered to me on 
October 23, 1980. I specifically recall two features of this 
document: 

1) the absence of page numbers in the table of contents, 
which made it difficult to find specific topics; 

2) the extreme redundancy and overlap among the issue 
briefs, as contained, for example, in the half-dozen 
specific papers on different aspects of U.S . - NATO 
relations. 

While it is difficult to be absolutely certain about document 
identity after two and one-half years, it is my strong impression 
that this document was among the material delivered to me by the 
Reagan campaign. 

Document 13: Miscellaneous Fact Sheets and Quotations 

I do not have a distinct recollection of the vast bulk - of 
material contained in this document -- particularly the extensive 
quotations from vice presidential candidate Bush or the 
reproduced documents such as the House Armed Services Committee 
hearing transcript and the Reagan-Bush Committee news release. 

However, I note that the document resembles the kind of loosely 
organized issue compendium material that was contained in the 
large package of xeroxed pages delivered to me by the Reagan 
campaign. I would conclude that part or all of this dqcument 
could have been included in the material delivered to me by the 
Reagan campaign. 

Document #4: Handwritten Note from Myles Martel and Attachment 

I have no recollection of seeing this document at any time prior 
to June 25, 1983. 

Document #5: Note from Wayne Valis to David Gergen 

I have no recollection of seeing this document at any time prior 
to June 27, 1983. 

Document #6: Debate Briefing Book 

My best recollection is that substantial parts of this document 
were among the materials delivered to me from the Reagan campaign 
on October 23, 1980. 



The Director of Central Intelligence 

Washington. D. C 20505 

MEMORANDUM FOR : The Honorable Fred Fielding 
Counsel to the President 

SUBJECT: The Carter Briefing Book 

28 June 1983 

1. I have examined the handwritten note from Myles Martel to 
Frank Hadsall and the handwritten note from Wayne Vales to David Gergen 
and the one-page typewritten note attached. I have no recollection of 
ever seeing any of this before. 

2. I have also examined the pile of papers provided to the White 
House Counsel 1 s office by Francis Hadsall and David Gergen. I do not 
recognize them as anything I have seen before. A great many papers 
came to my desk during September and October of 1980. Any pile of papers 
two inches high would almost certainly have been set aside to be passed 
passed along to others in the campaign . However, if papers headed "Presidential 
Debates, Foreign Policy and National Security Issues" came in, I believe they 
would have caught my eye or would have been brought to my attention and I would 
not. have forgotten, nor would I have forgotten if anyone came in and handed 
them to me. Until recent disclosures, I did not know that the campaign had any 
material from the Carter camp that was not publicly available. 

3. As I have already written to Congressman Albosta, the campaign 
management never contemplated, directed or authorized seeki g any · ide 
information from the Carter camp. 



MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 28, 1983 

FRED FIELDING 

JAMES A. BAKER, 

Today the White House is releasing documents from the Carter 
and Reagan campaigns relating to preparations for the debate 
between the two of them. My coITL~ents on these documents are 
as follows: 

(1) (a) I never saw this book before June 27, 1983. As 
to the information therein, I specifically do not recall 
having seen the strategic and tactical.information. Some 
of the policy issue briefing material could have been 
drawn from the issue material that was in the book I 
briefly saw, as mentioned in my letter to Congressman 
Albosta. 

(1) (b) I never saw this document before June 27, 1983. 
As to the information in it, it appears that some of it 
wa~ derived from items (2) and (3). 

(2) These approximately 275 pages of material could have 
been in the book which I saw briefly and which I referred 
to in my letter to Congressman Albosta. I think this 
material is consistent with my description of what I 
remember seeing, as set forth in my letter to Congressman 
Albosta, and, indeed, I think the cover sheets support 
that, (e . g. "Useful for general campaign purposes"; 
"Responses drawn from speeches, press conferences and 
other policy statements by the President and senior 
administration officials") . 

(3) These approximately 250 pages of material likewise 
could have been what I remember seeing briefly. I think 
they too are consistent with my description of what I 
saw, as set forth in my letter to Congressman Albosta. 

(4) I never saw this note or any of the attachments 
before June 25, 1983. 
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(5) The cover note is not addressed to me, and I don't 
recall having seen it before June 27, 1983. By the same 
token, I have no specific recollection of having received 
a copy of the one page attachment. I did not solicit a 
copy, but it is of course possible that one was given to 
me. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHI NG T ON 

June 28, 1983 

MEM)RANDUM FOR: FRED F. FIELDING 
Counsel to the President 

FroM: DAVID R. GERGEN%-

SUBJECT: Materials Relating to the 1980 Campaign 

In resp:,nse to your request, I would like to provide you with my 
best recollections of the materials that the White House is publicly 
releasing today relating to the 1980 Reagan-carter debate. 

As I have acknowledged on previous occasions, I do not have a 
precise nerory of everything that occurred during the weeks 
preceding the debate. In the case of events and docurrents of keen 
significance at the time, I can generally rerre.mber them well (e.g., 
the briefing bcok prepared for Governor Reagan). In the case of 
events and docurrents that made less of an impression, I am afraid it 
is difficult for me to reconstruct with certainty. , 

( 1) Letter of transmittal fran Patrick caddell to Richard Hauser 

(a) I have no merrory whatever of the briefing bcok sul:mitted to 
President carter and provided to the White House yesterday. I can 
say without hesllition that I did not use that briefing book to 
prepare debate materials for President Reagan. I am not aware of 
anyone else on the debate preparation team having such a docurrent. 

I cannot attest to whether or not we had an early draft of 
the question and answer materials relating to darestic policy 

(smri.lar to the early draft of Q&A which we had relating to foreign 
policy) • I cannot rerrember it, but if it were there, I rrust asSUire 
that I saw it. I am of the view that i _f it were present, it was not 
a significant part of the preparations pf the briefing book for 
Governor Reagan. I have no reason to believe that the strategic or 
tactical materials, the lines of rebuttal, etc., that are in the 
carter briefing bcok were in the hands of the Reagan carrpaign. 



Fred F. Fielding (cont'd) 

(b) As to the supplementary foreign policy questions, please see 
item 2 bela.v. 

(2) "Presidential Debates: Foreign Policy and National Security 
Issues" 

This material was found by Frank Hod.soll in his files on Saturday, 
June 25, 1983; I found the same materials (absent the first two 
pages) in my files on .L'bnday, June 27, 1983. Frank Hod.soll and I 
v.e>rked together on the debate preparations and the two of us shared 
an office in the campaign headquarters (I was v.0rking there on a 
part-time basis until October 15, 1980 and on a full-time basis 
thereafter) • I do not re:rranber ha.v I obtained the material, and in 
fact, did not even renanber I had it until undertaking a thorough 
search of my files. It is probable that one of us obtained it 
first, and gave the other a xerox. Upon seeing the material again, 
I do have a recollection of looking through it. I do not rercember 
studying it closely. I can only assume I did not review it 
carefully because it didn't seem esi;::ecially helpful. While it does 
bear a title of "briefing book", the accarpanying cover docurrent 
that was in Mr. Hodsoll' s files makes it clear that it was also for 
general carrpaign use and that it was drawn fran public statements of 
the Car:ter administration. It hardly seemed the kind of 
tightly-drawn, highly sensitive material that would be submitted to 
the President in the crunch before a major debate. Upon inspection, 
it is apparent to rre that this material (dated variously fran 
September 10 through September 29, 1980) did serve as an early draft 
of the m::,re condensed and refined materials, dated October 20, 1980, 
that were prepared for President Carter (item 1 (b) al::ove). 

(3) Miscellaneous Foreign Affairs and Defense Issue Materials 

Frank Hod.soll found this material in his files on June 25; I did not 
find it in my files. I do not rerrerrber it, and thus I cannot say 
whether I reviewed it during the carrpaign. 

( 4) Handwritten note frcm Martel to Hod.sell 

Martel's note says that he sent copies to "Dave G.", an obvious 
reference to rre. I did not find a copy of the materials in my 
files, but upon seeing them again, I do rercember the "balloon 
popping" rrerro - m::,stly because of its catchy phrase. I have to 
assume I also read the second Popkin rrerro. I do not renanber when I 
first saw these items. To the l:est of my recollection, these. items 
had no standing in our carrpaign effort. 

- 2 -



Fred F. Fielding (cont'd) 

(5) Valis Mero to Gergen, 10-21-80 

This was an unsolicited rrerro that I found in my files on June 27, 
1983. While I had forgotten it until then, I do rerranber reading it 
during the campaign. I do not know who produced it or how Mr. Valis 
obtained it. To the best of my know ledge, I took no action on the 
basis of it. 

By its cwn account, it contains info:rrna.tion fran a mid-level Carter 
debate staff nanber (whether White House or carrpaign is unclear) and 
it appears to be a second or third-hand account. The part referring 
to the debate makes fX)ints that were obvious during the campaign 
(e.g., it was conventional wisdan that President Carter would attack 
Governor Reagan for so-called flip-flops); the rest of the docurrent 
refers to campaign advertising. 

( 6) Reagan Briefing 13cXJk 

As you can .ircagine, a great many hours went into the preparation of 
this b:>ok. It derives fran rnany different papers, ideas, drafts, 
news clippings, etc. , and many different people contributed to it. 
An objective evaluation of this b:>ok will show, I believe, that it 
does not bear a significant relationship to the rraterials from the 
carter carrp. To be sure, sare of the sane issues and the sane 
fX)ints appear in l:oth - but that's because those were the rrajor 
issues of the carrpaign and it was obvious they·might arise in the 
debate. Clearly, we were interested in anticipating carter attack 
fX)ints, but we were far rrore interested in honing Reagan attack 
:points (not sarething found in Carter camp rraterials) and even rrore 
.imp:)rtant, setting forth Ronald Reagan's fX)sitive vision and program 
for the country - and that was sc:mething the candidate himself had 
developed over rnany years •. 

* * * 

I am attaching to this rrerrorandum a copy of a letter I~ sending 
today to Congressrran Albosta. 

- 3 -



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 28, 1983 

Dear Congressman Albosta: 

Since responding to your letter last week, I have found that I 
made a mistake, and I want to correct the record with you and 
to convey to you my personal apology. 

In my letter to you of June 22, I said in part: 

"It is possible that I did see some pages of 'Carter 
material' _for a brief period, but I do not recall it. 

"I do recall hearing that some material from the Carter 
campaign was present in the Reagan campaign .•• 

"As you can well understand, the passage of nearly three 
years' time leaves me a little hazy about all the many details 
of the d~bate_preparations." 

Mr. Chairman, that letter was written to you in good faith, 
based upon my best recollections plus those of a few other 
close colleagues with whom I consulted. Unfortunately, I wrote 
that letter to you before completing a thorough search of all 
of my files .. I just didn't think I had anything there of 
relevance. That was a mistake I very much regret. In 
completing that search with the help of a member of my staff, I 
found yesterday two items that should properly and promptly be 
brought t'o your attention: 

-- A set of materials clearly prepared by the Carter camp 
relating to foreign policy and national security issues. These 
materials have various dates ranging from September 10 through 
September 29, 1980, several weeks before the debate was formal-

: 1y scheduled. It appears they were an early draft of materials 
i that were later summarized, refined and included in many parts 
of the final briefing materials on this subject, dated 
October 20, 1980. (A copy of materials being released by the 

· white House today shows that the pages in my files are a subset 
· of those that another member of the campaign team found in his 
files over the weekend.) 

-- Second, I found an unsolicited note sent to me on October 
21, 1980 by a Mr. Wayne Valis with a one-page attachment. 
Valis describes the attachment as "notes •.• based on a Carter 
debate staff brainstorming session -- middle level types -­
nothing spectacular, but interesting -- from a source intimate­
ly connected to a Carter debate staff mernber ..• n After seeing 
this material again, I can remember that. I read it at the time 



received. I cannot remember my reaction, but it strikes ··me now 
as a second or third-hand account of what was already well 
known (e.g., Carter planned to attack Reagan on so-called 
flip-flops) and some random notes on Carter advertising plans. 

(Both of these materials, as well as others, are being forward­
ed to you today by the Counsel to the President.) 

There were no other items in my files that appear to have come 
from the Carter camp~ I definitely read the second item noted 
above, though I did nothing with the information provided. 
Having my memory refreshed, I can now advise you that I still 
do not recall studying or spending any time with the materials 
in the first item above, but clearly I must have looked through 
these materials sometime prior to the debate in October. 

If I might, I would once again like to emphasize that my memory 
of these events has been dimmed by the passage of nearly three 
years' time. In searching my files, I also found several 
hundreds of pages of material generated within the Reagan 
campaign that I did not recall until I saw them again. I can 
only say that, like others in this Administration, I am trying 
to make a good faith effort to reconstruct events of that 
period. After reviewing the briefing book submitted on our 
side, it remains my view that while materials received from the 
Carter camp were of interest, to my knowledge, they did not 
play any significant role in the preparation of materials for 
Governor Reagan. 

As noted in my letter of June 22, I am eager to be fully 
cooperative with you in this matter, and regret any inconven­
ience caused you by my failure to r eview all of my files before 
tenderingmy previous response. ! 

The Honorable Donald Albosta 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

'· 

Sincerely, 

2:AR. ~gen~ 
Assistant to the President 

for Communications 
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June 28, 1983 

.MEMJRANDUM FOR: FRED FIELD.ING 

rn::M: FP.ANK HODSOLL /J!l!fl· 
SUBJECT': CARIBR-REAGAN DEBATE BRIEFING MATERIAIS 

I understand it is the White House's intention to release materials 
involving Carter-Reagan Debate preparations. I have reviewed the following 
docurrents on which my ccmrents are set out below: 

1. Letter of Transmittal from Patrick Caddell to Richard Hauser, 
dated June 27, 1983, enclosing (1) (a) "a copy of the briefing 
book used by President Carter in his preparations for the 
October 28, 1980 debate; and (1) (b) "supplementary foreign p;Jlicy 
questions and answers 11 

: 

I had never seen this briefing book or "supplernentary foreign policy 
questions and answers" prior to their being provided to rre on June 27, 
1983, although sare of the international and defense position materials 
are similar in content to those in Item 2 below. I cannot be certain 
whether I have seen in different fonn any of ·the darestic issue 
material, but I know I had never seen any of the strategic and tactical 
materials contained therein. 

2. "Presidential Debates: Foreign Policy and National Security Issues" 
(September 29, 1980): 

These materials were provided to rre unsolicited"; after we had begun in 
earnest our preparations for the .debate between then candidate Reagan 
and President Carter. I do not rerrember the exact date on which they 
-were handed to rre or who handed rre the materials. I lJelieve it was 
sareone in the Reagan-Bush carrpaign who provided rre with these 
materials . I would remember now- if it had been sorreone from outside 
our Carrpaign. 

I read these materials and rerrember thinking at the tirre that they 
were of only marginal interest. ± also rerrember thinking at the tirre 
that they -were the kind of materials that appeared to have care from 
the bureaucracy - e.g., agency (not final) briefing materials for a 
Presidential press conference -- not the kind of materials that would 
have been overly useful for a debate, not at all like those~ were 
pre~g for candidate Reagan. 

At the tiilE I received these materials, we had already cc:rnpleted 
rrn.1ch of our v.ark on candidate Reagan's briefing book. Further, the 
vast majority of the material in this Item appeared to have 1::ee..'1 
drawn from the public record as noted in its cover docurrent. 

Revie'N' . of the materials reflects that they may have influenced the 
briefing lx:ok preparation in tw:J or three instances, but did not 
.impact significantly on debate preparation.· 
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In the period after the Cleveland debate, I closed da,.m the Debate 
Group office and evidently took these materials (aIIDng others, including 
Items 3 and 4} to rey hone where I stored them with other materials fran 
previous jobs . 

On June 25, 1983, the White House Counsel ' s office called to ask rne 
how debate rraterials had been archived at the Hoover Institution. I 
volunteered to search my file. (I had meant to do th.is after my interview­
with the Washington Post on June 17, but had not had the chance due to the 
press of other business and my being out of town.) When I found Items 2, 
3 and 4, I prorrptly tun1ed them over to the White House Counsel' s office for 
transmittal to the Justice Cepartm2nt. 

NOI'E: There remains a question as to whether at one t:i.rre I had s:i.milar 
materials involving darestic issues. My presumption is that I must have had 
such rraterials, although I no longer do and cannot be certain that I ever 
did. 

3 . Miscellaneous Foreign Affairs and . Cefense Issue Materials: 

These materials were also provided to rne unsolicited in the same 
tirce frame as Item 2, although in this case .I have no specific 
recollection of having reviewed them. The issues involved are not 
a complete set of international and defense issues, and sorre of 
the papers appear to be oriented ta.vard Vice Presidential activity. 
I am quite sure they did not influence the· way in which we prepared 
our briefing l::ooks. 

4. Handwritten Note from Miles Martel to Frank Hodsoll (undated} with 
attachments by Sam Popkin: 

These materials ~e presumably transmitted to rne by Mr. Martell. 
I do not recall actually reading this material; but, if I did, it 
could not have materially influenced my preparation of our briefing 
1:x::ak. 

5. Handwritten Note_ from Wayne Vallis to Dave Gergen (dated October 21, 
1980) attaching a one-page typewritten note (dated October 20, 1980): 

I have never seen these materials before they ~re provided to me 
June 27, 1983. 

6. Reagan Canpaign briefing book camencing with Table of Contents, _ .. 
prepared by the .Debate. Briefing Group under the supervision of 
Messrs. Gergen -ancl Hodsoll-dated and delivered to candidate Reagan -· 
on October 24, 1980: 

This is a copy of the briefing book we prepared for Candidate Reagan. 
It will be noted that it has significantly different thrust and form 
£rem the materials in Items 2 and 3. It represented the distillation 
of thousands of pages of materials. - - --
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..-.- -1:_ ~ -_c, .:-.---=---­• . _, - = .:... - ·- ~ ! '-

a 

• Go~~rn~r ?ea;an ~~?ea=s 7G~ ~o f2vor -:.h2 S~=-?-~r-ste? 
ap?rcach of negoti~~ion and di?l □~acy. His ~i=s~ a~s ~er 
to fc:::-eign ?Olicy ? ~·c::,~~:-:-.s ::..s to 2:-~·.,oc~':e sc;7' .. : ;-;-:i l i-:.5ry 
res_?o:;se: 
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or 
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to 

r- .. ·- --_ _ _.c, 

- . . ' 
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Gc--..7 errJor ~e=.s~:i ·~,a,1l -i ; ·~:1~: th~ s .. :._LT II 7=e.:t~{, ·v;;-iich 
took seven yea=s and t.hr~e Admi~ist=ations to ~e~otia~e. 
and would launcb ~son an unccn~roll~d 

of i!":tO 
I thi!!i-: t:!is ~.-.1 ~~..:i.= ====t=-o~:- th: ~:.~s ~.::•r-,tr.-cl ;::-c-,c:2s c~C 
ca"..!se a :-.:~-.:..;.=== ~:..-:::: == -== \•iit:-: :..:-ic.;::::.~:~=:e !· -2:s=~:.-:s. 

-:-=--: -.-~, _.,,~ , ___ ._ .,, _~ 

?Olitically 
=ec:,r~ 
?.:::licy 

in 
is 

• I ~ill continue co ?~=s~e ?Olicies ~J-1 2s 2~voc2cy of 
iv..i.,.an ric;::ts \.,;r1ic!"l ice:.:,tify t:ie C:nitE=d St2.tes ;..;i':.h justice, 
democracy, and a tecent li::~ for 21~ ?20?les a~d ~hich 
h:lp p::--orn=-te ?2:.=C:f·w.l c:-.. :=;jjse. 

• I intend to .::o:-:'::.:-:· ... e ~v ?-::-:.i::-y of c:::-:-..:::,i::inc; 1'7'e::.su=~s -co 
strenc;t:2en O".,.. ::::e:e:.::.se with e-:::or-t:s to ne~ot:2te :air a.:1d 
ver if i able li:7ii -:.s 2n::: re::\.: -.=ti c,::s in c.:.-~,:..;7e~ ts 

• I:1 cont..::-E:.st, Gw\'erno:- ?e2c2n' s ?reocc-~;;ation -..;1-::..."'l ·,_,"===-':J::s, 
milit.ary po~er and 2ssert~ve ~a~avior is li~ely to ant.~~o~i=e 
or frighten our allies an~ frien~s. ?revoke a nucJear ~r~s 
race, dest.roy the SALT process, and i~vol\'e ~he C. S. in 
trouble 211 o"'er the slo::::e. 
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Q: President Carter, your ~~ministration ~as ~een ac=~sed of 
allowing the milit~ry balance ~ith the Soviet Union to 
deteriorate to a ?CSition of U.S. inferiority and ushering 
in a ?eriod of grav2 ~anser to U.S. interests around the 
world. ~he Secretary of ~efe~se ~as said that even with 
the pcst-A~gha~ist~n defe~se spending increases, it would 
require 40 yea=s to catch up to Soviet expenditures. The 
l-_r-:-;.y Chief of Staff, Ge!1eral :-1eyer, recently stated that 
we have "a hollow Ar!:ly." 

now do you view the tre!1ds and ~ne im?lications of these 
trends -- in the military balance? hre ~e, as Governor 
~eagan has charged, "second to one; r.amely, t:1e Soviet Union" 
in military strength today? 

A: 1. TH~NE 

We have turned arouoc~ur cef~nses from a decade of 
decline in spendi~~ we are ::1ot going to embark on 
a wastef~l cr~sh _ o ram or ?rovoke a dangerous arms 

2
. ::::~D His~or~ic~ az$aces have al•ays ended in •ar. 

-.. · I . -'\ ' . · d . c.~ 0_ -~ ;::,_ -'"'· s -"' s reversec _ e c~~ec~i~e L~ S?en ~ng on our _ 
from 1968 to 1976. ~~ 

s Defe~se S?enc.in} cecli:ied :iy 37 ?<2rcent., I have 
increased it 10 percent. ~v program for the next 
five yea=s calls =or c??rO?riations of over one t=illion 
dollars =or ~efense. 

• ?urchases of co~bat aircraft an~ army equi?rnent crop?ed 
two-thirds in those eight ~ears. I have al=Eady in­
creased such ?Urchases by 50 ?ercent. 

Strategic forces are cur deterrent to nuclear ~ar. 3ut 
when I came into office: 

s There was no answer to the Soviet threat to our fixed 
ICBM's. Now we have one -- the mobile M-X missile. 

• There was no answer to Soviet air defenses. The B-1 
bornbe~ ~as already gro~ing o~solete. We had no 
strat~gic cr~ise missile ?rograrn, but now the tirst 
strategic cruise ~issile will join the strategic air 
fo:-ce r.cxt vear. 
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In Europe, there was no allied program to strengthen 
our defenses. 

• I personally negotiated with allied leaders a 
commitment to three percent real growth, and we 
have developed a- long-~erm NATO defens~ program. 

There wa--s a growing nuclear gap - in Europe·. 

• We are closing it with a US-led program to deploy 
long-range missiles in Europe. 

Our forces in Europe were not ready. They were under­
manned. They were threatened by overwhelming Soviet 
tank superiority. 

•· I increased our Army by 15 percent -- 26,000 men. 

• We have deployed in the last thre& and a half years 
more than 50,000 a~t tank missiles. That is equal 
to the entire Wars act tank threat against NATO. 
And we are depl~ eat a rate five times faster 
than the Soviet deploying tanks. 

' ~ ~ . ' When I came into f c~our Navy had been cut in half 
py the Republ.i@n~ 'Dhe shipyards were a mess with almost 
$3 billion in ~te~laims. . _ _ 

-~ - . • We cleared up th~ess, and we are now building 70 
percent more ship~ per year than the average under 
the ~epublican Administration. · 

Finally, we had no capability to rapidly protect our 
interests in the vital area of the Persian Gulf. 

• Now, we have a Rapid Deployment Force. 
exercising next month. 

It will begin 

• We have facilities in four areas in the region and a 
base at Diego Garcia that we are strengthening. 

• We have pre-positioned equipment for 12,000 Marines 
and munitions for additional combat brigades and for 
more than 5,000 tacair sorties. 

• We have two carrier task forces on station-in the 
region at all times with air and naval preponderance 

,to keep open the Straits of Hormuz where half of the 
nations' oil must flow. 
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This is a good record. It is a record of steacy, 
determined and ?rudent strenctheninc of our de:enses 
toget~er with our allies . It provi~es us with an 
increasingly strong military ?OSture consistent ~ith 
strengthening our eco~o~y. 

• Governor Reagan's charge that we a=e now second to 
the Soviet Union in military strength reminds rne 
that in almost everv national camoaicrn a candidate 
charges that the So~iets are ahea~ oi us. Afier the 
election, those charges are either forgotten or are 
found to be false. If our nation were neglecting its 
defenses, it would be the duty of all informed people 
to sound the alarm. But false declarations of weak­
ness only intensify the dangers we [ace. They can· 
cause our friends to_ \'oubt us and our enemies to 
discount us. ~ 

• While we want to , ~ ld our security for the fut:ure, 
the Reoublicans.,.....,.. d h~e us invest more todav on 
even obsolete tJ.e~ .s. ~vernor Reagan has co;tinued 
to c~te t~e MB:9 W. :-~ne that should have been built. 
The =act is t ulCn~ obsolete almost as fast as 
we coulc deoI it~~ ~;;e ?..eo•.1:,l ica""s wanted to revive 
the J>._BM sys~~m- :h~ Presi::ent . ~~x~m _ discar~ed.~ ':'~ey 
want a new air ae.:"'!:r.se svs-cem -,.; .. icn is an anacnron.1.sm 
in the missile age. The~, even ,..,-ant to recorn."1ission 
mothballed ships. This is a program of , obsolescence 
that would waste billions of defense dollars and 
simply let the Soviets catc!"l up to us in advanced 
technology. 

• Governor Reagan will not tell us how much his arms 
race would cost. Conservative estimates suggest that 
next year alone, it could eaual the size of the FY 81 
deficit. 

• If we e::nbark on 
to the economy? 
economy and the 
elements of our 

such a crash program, what_will happen 
What will ha~oen to the dollar? Our 

strensth of the dollar are also vital 
nation's security. 

• Governor Reagan said he would tear up the SALT II 
Treaty. The Depart~ent of Defense has estimated this 
could -ccst the A.,"71erican ?eO? l e up to $100 billion in 
additional defense S?ending ~ith no increase in security . 
That is approximately e~ual to Governor Reagan's pre­
posed de:ense incre~se. 
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• A st~ategy of tearing up arms limitations aqreements 
and then having to spend $100 billion to co~pensate 
for these agreements is not onlv ~asteful and foolish, 
it is extremely danggrous. Unllke Governor Reagan, 
I do not believe in threatening an ar~s race. The 
Governor s-hourd look at history and answer a basic 
question. What ar~s race did not end in a war? 

4. CONCLUDING R.EJ-:_!!._RKS 

• The question facing ~.mericans is not whether we should 
respond to these developments. All agree that we must. 
The real question is whether we will continue with a 
well-conceived and measured respo~se tailored to the 
actual threats we face, or whether we will run off 
wildly in all directions at once, S?ending vastly 
gr<:ater sums to no positive effect - and provoke an 
arras race in thB bargain. 

• 

• 

~1y Administration w~; l p::-ese.:::-ve our national security . 
1ve will im?rove our pabi 1 i ties as nee es sary to 
:::aintain the mil~i t -:· · a.lance that exists today bet-.,;een 
the United S~ate d e Soviet Union. We will con-

tinu:. to :rtak~~.. a~s~~~':"ir:1e. d increases ~n _d~fense 
spenaing to b e~p~oi~i~ies we need. we will 
buy only th o ~sterns t~at ~est se=ve our neecs, 
not every g ~m s i:"~a?on system t;-.at corne:i al_ong. 
A~d, we wil t~~ to seek a:~~ contr~l ag=e~ne~ts_--
like the SA.LT II ~aty -- to l.:.mit the growth 1.n :::ov1.et 
military ?Ower, and to avoid S?ending resources un­
necessarily in an uncontrolled a=ms race. 

All of America's Presidents in the ?Ost-war ?eriod 
have agreed with John Kennedy's maxim. John Kennedy 
said it well. 

While maintaining our read~ness for war, we 
must exhaust every ivenue for p~ac~. Let us 
always make clear our willinsness to talk, if 
talk will helo, and our readiness to fight, 
if fight we r:,~st. Our :fo:::-ernost aim is ·the 
control of force, not the pursuit of force, 
in a world rnade safe for mankind. 

We have and are building further the st=ength to make 
manki,nd safe. 
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Q: ?resident Carter, Governor ?eagan calls the SALT II T=eacv 
flawed and savs he would droc it and ao directlv ~nto -

". ,-,.. 

SALT III ne~otiations. He savs our allies' do n;t~reallv 
support the Treaty and that i~ was dead in the Senate e~en 
before Afghanistan caused you to shelve it. You continue 
to assert that the Si\LT II Treatv is in the interests of 
the United States and its allies: You say you will press 
for its ratification in the new Senate. 

Mr. President, why do you believe the SALT II Treaty is 
still in U.S. interests? Do you still believe it can be 
ratified with Soviet troops in Afghanistan? Even if you 
are reelected, won't it be necessary to renegotiate parts 
of the T:::eaty? 

1. 'I'HEME 

• Preventing nuclear war is the foremost responsibility 
of the ?resident of the United States. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

An all-out nucl::_-f\arms race increases the risk of 
m.1clear war. ~ 

The Treatv is<6}the securitv interests of the United 
States and ~lies, end_ r" will seek its ratification 
:s i::::J?.-r t,>it::t:: ::e 5:::c:::n ~or dee?er re-
ductions ~g~ater qualitative constraints on new 
weaoons. ~ 

- ~-. 
Tearing up S~T II will unleash an arms race that ,,;ill 
threaten our security and cost us billions. It will 
divide us from our allies, all of whom sup?ort SALT II. 

Governor Reagan's proposals to go on to SALT III with­
out SALT II is naive and empty. His professed support 
for arres control contradicts a history of no discernable 
support for the arms control efforts of previous Demo­
cratic and Republican Presidents. 

2. RECORD 

• The SALT process, and the SALT II Treaty, which 
Governor Reagan would abandon, are t~e ?roducts 
of thr-ee Republican and Democ:::-a ~ic .:'\d:7iinis t.::a tions 
all of which were convinced that limiting Soviet 
strategic ar~s strengthens U. S . security and reduces 
the risk of nuclear war. 
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,,.,. 
~ne of this Traa ty to ':he security 
interests of t~e U.S. are clear: 

Oncer the 7reaty, t~e Unitec States will not 
have to reduce anv stratecic svstems, while 
the Soviets w~ll ;ave ~o ;educ~ 250 and it 
will prevent them from deploying 600 or 700 
new ones. 

Uncier the 7=eaty, the United States will be 
able to carry out all our planned strategic 
modernization programs, including the Trident I 
missile, the air-launched cruise missile, and 
the M-X land-bassed missile. 

SALT II will permit us to S?end more on our 
highest priority needs for conventiooal force 
im:::irovenents. ~ 

Without SAL~ould be divided from our allies, 
a~l of ~h~m}?port SALT_anc see it as a corner­
s~one o: ~~ own security. 

If we ab~ ......,s$, we will <;i v.e the Soviet Union 
an enor~~~aganda advantase and undermine our 
efforts to o.~o·l the spread of nuclear wecpons 
to othe_ · ~s of ':.he ,.,.,orlc.. . _ 

-h .. h :"S - . .: . - ~ ,.,.., ~ T T.ese are 1.-.e oerie:::::its OJ. tne ~A.i..,.l. · .. reaty . .r want -
the American ?eople to ~naerstanci clearly what the 
consequences of a world without the SALT Treaty, a 
world which Governor Reagan ap?are~tly wants, would 
be like: 

Without SALT, the Soviets could deolov over 3,000 
str~tecric bomb0 ~► and missiles, :nsteaci of the · 
2,250 they are allowed under the Treaty. 

Without SALT, the Soviets 
warr ~~on their larqe missiles as they are 

-;;-a!:)able of carrying, fifteen or twenty or even 
more on each missile instead of ten. 

1'1ithout S.~LT, the Soviets could target an addi­
tional three to six thousand more warheads on 
American cities and military targets than they 
would under the Treaty. 

\vithout SALT, defense ?lanning '.:J y our military 
leaders would :::e much more cifficult. The I'i-X 
?rogra~, a central element in our ?lanned 
stratGgic modernization, ~ould be harder to 
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design and to build, and more costly, because 
we could not know what the size of Soviet fo~ces 
would be and would have to 9redict the worst. 

Without SALT, our ability to monitor Soviet 
forces -- and thus to evaluate Soviet 
capabilities -- would be recuced, because 
the Soviets would be freed from the SALT 
constraints on deliberate concealment of 
strategic forces. 

Without SALT, the likely increase in Soviet 
strategic capabilities would require us to 
spend even more on defense, prehaps on the 
order of an additional S30 to $100 bill.ion 

·over a 10 year period. This would compound 
our already difficult budget choices. We 
would of course spend what is necessary for 
our security, but with SALT, it would be , 

Governor Reagan says he will withdraw the SALT 
Treaty from the Senate and "immediately open 
negotiations on a S.?\.LT III Treaty" for arms - .. . reauc ... ior.s. 

At the same time, Governor Reagan will launch 
on an effort to outbuild the Soviets in an 
attempt to frighten them into negotiations for 
a new agreement . 

Governor Reagan says our allies do not really 
support the Treaty. He says it was dead in the 
Senate before Afghanistan. 

Nothing Governor Reagan has said betrays ~ore clearly 
his dangeroc~ misunderstanding of foreign af~airs 
than his stata~ents on SALT. 

What would we co if the Ri.;ss ians tore ;_,.? s;LT 
and threatened an ar:;,is race and 2.s;.;.ed for ii"" .. -:ied ia te 
~egotiations? Governor Reagan is ~aive if he thi~ks 
the Soviets would ~2act di~fere~t~ y. 
~e=san's co~rse ~ea~s one thins : 
nucle2.r -::~.s r-2-:-C?, i:-1c: collar,: s e ,:, : - - -- . - - . -­. - - . ...;. - - . · ":', 
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• What would the Governor propose on SALT III? He 
~ants a buildup in strategic forces, but ~e also 
~ants reductions. Ee should tell the ~~erican 
people what U.S. systems he is p~epared to dis­
mantle if he is sincere abcJt getting further 
Soviet reductions. 

•·' 

The Governor is reported to have over 100 
people working on the so-called October Surprise 
Committee. Well, the su:::-prise is that Governor 
Reagan is in favor of arms control. He certainly 
has never before favored any of the ar~s control 
accomplishments of any Presidents -- Republican 
or Democrat. 

~he Governor's argum~nt that the allies-secretly 
are against SALT is~·anger~us misperception, 
perha?s more danger than his misunderstanding of 
China. Throwing ~S T II will di ·-ride us from our 
allies and give t Soviets the ?ropaganda windfall. 
Our efforts t · -~ theater nuclear forces in 
Europe wi~l · u . ia;.._~opardy. _ The Europeans will 
seek to d~s s • ~~~hemselves :rom Governor 
Reagan's a.. a9.s._~olicy. T~e ·res~li: will oe a 

_ ~i ':iced allianc~nd a cans:.:-oc1s inc.:-ease in Soviet 
1.nr:luence. 

Governor Reagan's assertion that SALT II ~as- dead 
before the Soviets invaded Afghanistan sho~s that 
he has at least one thing in co~mon with the Soviet 
Union. They now also make that claim as a way of 
justifying their invasion of Afghanistan. 

4. CONCLUDING !IBY.:.ARKS 

• 

• 

• 

I believe that the Senate will ratify s.~-LT II because 
the Treaty is, in its simplest te.::ms, in the interest 
of our Nation's security. It forces t~e Soviets to 
reduce, while we carry out essential strategic modern­
ization. 

Governor Reacan and the ?eoublican Partv would 
a~andon SALT~and the arms ~ontrol proce~s build 
up by every President since Eisenhower. He 
would sacritice the im~ortant contributicns the. 
Treaty ~akes to U. S. security. 

Governor Reagan would leave us 1.n an uncontrolled 
nuclear arms race. There is no way to predict 
how long it would take to recons~ruct the ar~s 
control ?rocess. The risk of nuclear war would 
incre.::.s·e. 
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' U.S.-Soviet Relations 

Q: Mr. President, why has your Administration failed to 
manage successfully the U. S.-Soviet relationship, the 
key factor in international relations? How have we 
reached this point of tension, deteriorating relations 
and renewed military competition? What would you do in 
a second Administration to put u.s.-soviet relations 
back on an even keel? 

A: 1. THE1-A..E 

• 

• 

• 

• 

That relations between the United States and the 
Soviet Union are severely strained is undeniable. 
And that this strain is largely created by Soviet 
behavior is also undeniable. 

A :table, ~alanced~~ationship with the Soviet 
Union re.~ains my g:~ 
But, stable relat~s -~ detente -- cannot be 
divorced from det~"X:_,ren~ The Soviets must 
understand that _~)ley ot at the same time 
threaten world~c~°'g d still enjoy the benefits 
of cooperati~wit.l:\,the U.S. Cooperation or 
competition. ..choice is up to the Soviet -
Union. The Uni States will. respond to either. 

But not all problems in this world are carried 
by the U.S.S.R. Dealing with poverty, hunger, 
political oppression, the spread of nuclear 
weapons are also vital to our security and can­
not be ignored. 

2. RECORD 

• The Soviet Union has used its increasing military 
capabilities to seek to increase its influence in 
the Third World. With extraordinary shortsighted­
ness, it has done so in the belief that these 
actions would not undermine detente with the 
United States and the West. 

• This Soviet calculation was clearly wrong. Our 
relations with the Soviet Union have reached the 
lowest point in years, particularly accentuated 
by the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. 
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• This attempt to subjugate an independent, non­
aligned Islamic people is a violation of 
international law and the United Nations 
Charter, two fundamentals of international 
order. Hence,· it is alsO a dangerous threat 
to world peace. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The firm actions the United States has taken in 
recent months -- on grain sales, on technology, 
on fishing rights, in exchanges and on the 
Olympics -- are meant to demonstrate that 
aggression bears a price. 

Most Americans support the steps we have taken . 
For they understa~d at we cannot e❖press our 
national resolve · out individual sacrifice -­
from farmers,~ inessmen, from athletes, 
and others. o eagan apparently does 
not underst~ ·s. He has opposed many of 
the steps~ ~-

~ ' 
When we u ~o these policies, we ha~ no 
ill:i,isions· that y would bring about an -
immediate re i~eration 0£ Soviet policy. 

It will take. time for the Soviet Union to 
reassess its policy. When it does, we are 
prepared to consider realist~c ar=angements to 
restore a neutral, nonaligned A=ghanis~an. 
With the withdrawal of Soviet troops, we would 
end our sanctions. 

We must recognize, however that not all of 
our difficulties in the world today can be 
blamed on the Soviet Union, as Governor Reagan 
has suggested. The world is much more diverse, 
interdependent, and unstable than in the past. 
There is no question that the Soviets, when they 
feel they can get away with it, will take every 
opportunity to expand their influence at Western 
expense. But we forget our world leadership role 
when we blind ourselves to the realities of the 
problems we face by fixing our attention too 
rigidly on the Soviets. 

The profound differences in what our two governments 
believe about freedom and power and the inner lives 
of human beings are likely to remain for the 
indefinite future, and so are other elements of 
comoetiti-on betwee~ the United States and the Soviet 
Union. That competition is real and deeply rooted 
in ~he history and values of our respective societies. 
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• Bu.t it is also true that since our two. countries 
can destroy the world, we share many important, 
overlapping responsibilities. We will seek to 
translate these into concrete understandings, if 
the Soviet Union is prepared to exercise restraint. 
If not, we shall be prepared for any challenge to 
our interests. 

3. REAGAN 

• Governor Reagan has a very simple view of U.S.­

• 

Soviet relations: The Soviet Union is behind 
all the unrest in the world; if theyii}ou d 
behave, there wouldl£be no •~t spots" i .. hE;/ / . 
world. / , ~ k~ 

oaJ ~ -· . 
Governor Reagan has an equal y sirr.ple answer 
to Afghanistan: ~ckade Cuba, cut off all 
communication wi he Soviet Union, send 
U.S. advisers ~m · tary equipment to 
Pakistan, an el')arms to the Afghan 
insurgents. o ,\ .. ~"t,- . 

But, whei?f.~ ~ to action instead of words, 
Governor·~ pposed or temporized on many 
of the specif measures I took to bring home 
to the Soviets the costs· of aggression: 

- He opposed the grain embargo, though pe has 
long advocated halting grain sales to the 
Soviet Union as a moral issue. He wanted to 
stop grain sales after the disclosure of the 
Soviet brigade in Cuba. 

- Governor Reagan at first suggested an Olympic 
boycott, then he swung against it, then finally 
said it was for the athletes to decide. 

He opposed draft registration, one of the most 
convincing signals of our determination.· 

Governor Reagan believes the Cold War never 
ended, so he would see no loss in a return to 
an arms race and to the end of detente. 

,~
0
, • w~vtehrnt .. hore R7daganfbhe~ieves theh~ov~ets are marchi

0
· ng 

/\i /I .. ti e o istory. T is is nonsense. ver 
; · the past several years, the Soviet Union has lost 
r ~, as much influence in the World as it has gained, 
Vt starting with the People's Republic of China · 

in the late 1950s-. Indonesia, Egypt and Somalia 
~ have all sent the Soviets packing. They are not cY, \ \ · l' ~ LA_., ··;(,. ~{.r:·:'•" {-::'1,(,-i-. I ~A I ? 

\1 \~ (; \ ,i] 1 -~~ ' - (_ 
\\ \/'j J \' ': ' ' • ' , _-.: r'' j f / / / , ~ 

• I •-, . ·\\. <. '; 't_ .:•_ .'... - ' ' : _i/ ./ 
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alone. The Soviet Union has fewer friends in 
the Third World today than a decade ago. We 
have moved America to the forefront of world 
history not only because of our technology, but 
also because our dedication to democracy, 
human rights arid human justice makes us a beacon 
to the oppressed everywhere. 

4. CONCLUDING ~J..RKS 

• 

•· 

The way to better relations is open if the 
Soviets alter their conduct. That is clearly 
the path we prefer. We seek no Cold War, no 
indiscriminate confrontation. But we will 
insist that Moscow respect the legitimate 
interests of the~·ted States and o~ other 
nations. 

The American ~e nderstand that our relation­
ship with ~ · et Union contains elements of 
competit~· n o~f;"ontation as well as coopera­
tion. O d - erei;ces are profound. But it is 
also tru t o.tl~Ltwo count=ies share many 
im~o:tant inte:r~~'ts, survival being the most . 
critical. We,wist, therefore, attempt to avoid 
the excessiv~~'wings in our policies toward the 
Soviet Union,.1and pursue a steady, firm course o.£ 
cooperat·ion where it serves our interests,_ as in 
the SALT Treaty, and be prepared for confrontation 
in competition if this is necessa=y. 

Ahead lies the uncertainty of the directions in 
which a new generation- of leadership will take 
the Soviet Union, in the solution of its internal 
problems, and the advancement of its interests 
abroad. With steadfastness and patience, we can 
affect the choices they will make, but if we give 
way to fear and if we cut off all communications 
as Governor Reagan urged after Afghanistan, we may 
well see the next generation of Soviet leaders 
fulfilling our worst nightmares. 



Western Alliance 

Q: President Carter, Republicans ~nd other critics say there 
has been a loss of European confidence in your personal 
leadership and in the reliability of the United States. 
Critics say your policies and leadership have been erratic, 
with sudden flio floos. The neutron bomb is one exarnole· 
the stress on h~~an ~ights in certain areas and not i~ ' 
others another, and our arms sales policies a third. 

A: 

Governor Reagan has said: "I think there is every indication 
that some of our European friends are beginning to wonder if 
they shouldn't look more toward -- or have a rapprochment with 
the Soviet Union, because they are not sure whether we are 
dependable or not." 

When your Administration began, you said strengthening the 
Atlantic Alliance would be one of your principal aims. Yet, 
over the last four years the U.S. and the NATO allies seem 
to be drifting apart on a who~range of irnpo}:tant issues: · 
East-West relations, defei icies, energy problems, infla­
tion and economic stagnat ~ r ations with the Third World, 
the Middle East --~h could go on. Isn't it clear NATO 
is in serious disa - a the Alliance remain unified and 
effective in the f e uch~ep problems? 

~ \~ . 
1. THEME · ~~~ '-: 

The NATO Allianc~is as strong today as it has been at 
· ·- anytime in my memory. Under U.S. leadership, NATO has 

developed a broad, coordinated and ·cohesive strategy for 
strengthening the Alliance . . The Atlantic Alfiance, 
together with our Alliances with Japan, Australia, and 
New Zealand, is now and will remain the bedrock of 
Western collective security. 

2. RECORD 

9 · When I took office, the Alliance was indeed troubled. 
We faced serious security problems in Europe, with no 
common plan for dealing with them. 

A central objective of my Administration was to devise 
an effective response to the Alliance disarray we 
inherited from the previous Republican Administration. 

At the 1978 NATO Summit, the NATO Allies·agreed to 
join with us in increasing real defense spending by 
3% every year until 1986. 

• In 1~7~ we launched a Long Term Defense Program to 
improve NATO's capabilities in ten key areas, 
ranging from air defense to maritime posture. This 
program is being vigorously implemented. 
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~ NATO has made a historic decision to modernize 
theater nuc~ear forces with the deployment of long­
range Pershing and Ground-Launched Cruise Missiles 
in Europe which can strike the Soviet Union. 

o But, our Alli.es ca, do more. The commitments they 
made in 1978 are all the more important in light of 
the security situation in Southwest Asia. NATO must 
face the possibility that U.S. forces we previously 
had hoped would be available for the defense of 
Europe might have to be committed to a conflict or 
crisis elsewhere, especially Southwest Asia. 

• We have recently discussed this situation with our 
Allies and have agreed with them that we need to 
accelerate implementation of critical Long-Term 
Defense Progr~m me ures, and some -<:ountries must-
make a renewed t to achieve th-ree percent real 
growth in def s nding. 

REAGAN <0 ~::, 
o Unlike f[:~~~~n, I do not accuse our allies 

of drif~t "neutralisn" or a desire to 
accommodate t Soviet Union. An Alliance which is 
vigorously implementing a ~ong-Term Defense Program 
to improve its collective military capabilities, which 
-is ·committed to increasing real defense spend-ing by 
3%, and which has decided to implement a major moderniza­
tion of theater nuclear fcrces, is not trying to appease 
the Soviet Union. It is nonsense, and ' damaging to the 
Alliance, to make such a charge. 

G Governor Reagan says he would consult with the allies 
and show them we value the Alliance. Governor Reagan's 
advisers must not have briefed him well on the record 
of consultations with NATO over the last three and one 
half years. I have met with allied leaders in five 
summits. I have had innumerable bilateral discussions 
with individual allied leaders . on every issue con­
fronting the Alliance today. Secretaries .Vance, 
Muskie and Brown have met do=ens of times bilaterally 
and in NATO with their counterparts. The record will 
show an unrrecedented volume of correspondence and 
exchange at the highest levels with our ~llies on 
major foreign policy issues, most of it quite sensitive. 
In short, no U.S. Administration has consulted as 
inten~ively with the Allies as has mine. 
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As an example of hi's forceful policies, Governor 
Reagan says he would deploy the "neutron bomb" in 
Europe. This betrays an insensitivity to European 
political concerns that could cause serious strains 
in the Alliance. Governor Reagan ignores one 
essential fact: NATO is an Alliance of sovereign 
states. We do not tell our Allies that we are going 
to deploy a weapon their territory. We consult with 
them, we examine the military requirements, we con­
sider the political implications, then we as an 
Alliance decide: 

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS 

• Over the past three and one-half years, NATO has 
taken several major decisions to strengthen conven­
tional and nucl~ar orces, to increase real defense 
spending, and r · ribute security burdens in the 
Alliance so~- can direct more effort at pro­
tecting ou~n interests in the Persian Gulf. 

This ha~ chi~~nder U.S. leadership. Without 
a vigor s ortt"P.; myself, my top foreign policy and. 
defense sor~~d the concerted effort of my 
Administration~ATO could not have org~nized and begun 
the difficult task of implementing this tremendous 
effort. I am proud of what we have accomplished and 
I am determined that we shall· do even more- to­
strengthen the Alliance. 

NATO is a healthy, strong alliance of free, equal 
and sovereign nations. From time to time, disagreements 
among free allies over the proper responses to the 
challenges we are facing is understandable. But, our 
common goals -- mutual security and preservation of our 
democratic way of life -- are deep and enduring. Ne 
should work even harder at coordinating our actions in 
Europe and wherever our interest are threatened. But 
the Alliance is dynamic and vibrant; it is not in 
disarray. 
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Persian Gulf. · 

Q: President Carter, your critics have charged that we 
can't affect the course of the war ':Jetween Iraq and Iran 
because we haven't built a policy or a position there. 
Hence we are neutral in the conflict. What have you 
done ab6ut that ~egion and. if the war should escalate 
in the near future, does the United States have the 
capability to protect our vital interests in the 

A: 

region? -

l. 

2. 

THEME 

In recent years the Persian Gulf has become vital 
to the United States and to many of our friends 
and allies. Over the longer term, the world's 
dependence on Persian Gulf oil is likely to 
increase. The denial of these oil supplies -­
to us or to others -- would threaten our security 
and provoke an economic crisis greater than that 
of the Great Depressio 50 years ago. Loss of this 
oil would createi not only in the world economy, 
but for the secu o our alliances. The twin 
threats to th~ of rsian Gul= oil -- from 
regional i~i · ~~· as the current conflict 
between Ir _ a ~, and potentially from the 
Soviet Uni -~~sul t o= its invasion of 
Afghanistan -- ~ire t~a~ we assist our friends 
in the region to enhance their ~ecurity and that 
we clearly state our intention to defend o~r 
vital interests if threatenec. 

RECORD 
/4 ~ tie ci I wo.y .s 

0 I loaiJ a50 recognized the growing importance 
of the Persian Gulf, not just to other oil 
importing nations, but also t.o us. That's one 
reason I have pushed so hard on an energy 
policy -- which means that we are now importing 
24% less oil now than when: was inaugurated. 
That also means that worldwide oil stocks are 
at an all-time high, so that both Iraqi_and 
Iranian oil could come off the world market 
without causing a raal crisis. 

o We have also been building up our ability to 
act in our own interests, and those of our 
friends in the area, if that became necessary. 
We are creating a Rar-,id Deployment Force; we 
have prepositioned military stocks; we have 
two carrier battle groups in the region; we 
are making more use of the Diego Garcia base; 
and we have agree~ents giving us access to 
military facilities in Oman, Kenya, and Somalia. 
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• It was no accident, therefore, that we were 
able to keep the Iran-Iraq war from spreading 
to the oil areas of t~e Gulf a few weeks ago. 
And it is no accident that we have the ability 
to keep open the Strait of Hormuz -- through 
which 60% of the world's exportable oil flows 
no matter what efforts are made to close it. 

As for the war itself, we have strongly supported 
international efforts, in the United Nations and 
elsewhere, to end the fighting and to bring Iran 
and Iraq to the negotiating table. 

• I have exchanged letters with President Brezhnev 
about the situation. It is my belief that the 
Soviets do not want war to break out in a 
general way throu hout the Persi~n Gulf. The 
biggest threat to ur security would be if the 
Soviets shoulLL-~~ empted to move into Iran or 
to move into n ar where they can control the 
Persian G~- elf or the access to it. This 
would be d t t~at, not only to our own 
securi~ t~~~urity of other western 
nation w · ~p . on oil ~upplies from that 
region e~~ ic well-being. President 
Brezhnev is ~~y aware of our views. 

~ We are a.lso _.;orking to keep. the conflict from 
spreading beyond Iran and Iraq. To this end 
we are helping our non-belligerent friends in 
the area who are threatened by this conflict. 
My decision to send advance warning-and-control 
aircraft to Saudi Arabia underscores our 
determination to strengthen the defenses of 
such friends -- so that they can guard their 
own independence and territorial integrity. 
We are also urging all other nations - in the 
region and beyond - to avoid involvement and 
to work to limit and resolve the fighting. 
It is in no one's interest to see the 
hostilities widen. 

• Finally, we have pledged to do what is necessary 
to protect free shipping in the Strait•of Hormuz 
from any interference. We have the ability to 
meet this pledge. 

3. REAGAN 

• We arc told that greater American milit~ry mi~ht 
could have orcvcntcd the course of events in 
Ir~n. Govc~n5r Reagan has said that there was 
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a time that the revolt against the Shah could 
have been halted. He didn't say exactly how. 
But the fact is that in the world as it is, 
American mili~ar forces cannot orovide a 

· satisfacto~y so tion to the internal problems 
of other nat; . If we tried to order the 
affairs of ~r tions by force, we would 
be endl~· t war all over the globe. And 
how wou e9-,.._differ from the Soviet Union 
and :i@~ ns~~ Afghanistan or Ethiopia? 

CONCLU~ING~RK~ 

o Enhancing~ security of the Persian Gulf 
region and~e Middle East will require a 
sustained, long-term commitment .. We are 
prepared to make such a cornr.ii~uent. We 
want to work with all of the countries in 
the region to achieve it. The present 
con£lict between Iraq and Iran underscores 
the vital importance of this task. 



.. 
Iran: . Hostages 

Q: Mr . President, fifty-two Americans remain captive in Iran. 
The response of your Administration has been to try several 
diplomatic initiatives, invoke economic sanctions against 

A: 

Iran and attempt a military rescue mission. The latter, we 
know, was a failure. Less clear has been the effect of the 
diplomatic initiatives and economic sanctions. Now, of course, 
we have the war between Iran and Iraq which has further 
complicated_ the release of our hostages. 

Now that you have had the perspective of time and thought, 
please evaluate for us the effectiveness of the diplomatic 
and economic measures you have taken, and the wisdom of the 
rescue mission and why it collapsed. Finally, what do you 
propose we do now to win the release of the hostages? 

_l. • THEME ~ - . 

No single internatio i ue has caused me greater 
personal concern as lid~ than the continued, illegal 
detention of our~ es ""Iran. Since the first day 
the hostages w a ,'-'l have kept two goals in mi~d. 
First, to pres~';}. ~e ri\)nor and integrity of our Nation 
and to . protect~ i . ests. Second, to take no action 
in this country that ould endanger the lives of safety 
of the hostages nor interfere with their earliest possible 

- ·· ·release back to freedom. 

2. RECORD 

a International condemnation of Iran, the economic 
sanctions which wi have imposed, and now the war 
with Iraq, have raised the costs to Iran of their 
illegal actions and are bringing home to Iranians 
the fact that the holding of the hostages is hurting 
their country and bringing dishonor to their 
revolution. 

• But divisions with Iran have prevented progress, 
and this has been my greatest frustration _as President. 

• I have no regret that we attempted to rescue our 
hostages. Our rescue plan was well conceived and 
had an excellent chance of success. 

• Our intelligence information is that the hostages 
are alive and safe, and that the Iranian authori t ies 
are hdt mistreating them . 
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I believe th~ Iraq-Iran war has not endangered the 
hostages' lives. But, it has complicated our efforts 
to gain their release. 

There are rumors that we are prepared to trade the 
hostages for spare parts for Iranian military equip­
ment. Jher~)-s po sucrr,,iPrR_posr-}- ,J no such dea,J.. / 
;VO f/res I u-.f ~ ik) d/.f,J,t,i>4rV ~ · 
~ cannot, for obvious reasons, go into any details 
about our continuing diploma~ic efforts. However, 
we have made it clear from the very beginning that 
we were prepared to meet at any time or any place with 
anyone authorized to speak with authority on behalf of 
the Iranian government on this issue. The reluctance 
has always been on the side of Iran, because of their 
own internal polit' onsiderations. This problem 
can be solved an wi be solved. But I cannot 
say when a soli.rl::l:,.C,n<will be reached. · 

I also und~ e _wense interest and 
speculation e nJ3,~e of any agreement which 
might lead to e w.Jiease of the hostages. I have 
consistently re~u e~to comment on the Iranian 
conditions or _ossible U.S. response. This is 
not an issue whi - is going to be solved by a_ public 
exchange. It must be hanc.lec. in diplomatic channels 
out of the glare of publicity. 

3. REAGAN 

~ Governor Reagan believes we should have issued an 
ultimatum to Iran. He also wanted to "literally 
quarantine" Iran. 

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS 

• We have pursued a policy of f~=~ness and restraint. 
We have not issued ultirnata, as Governor Reagan has . 
said he would do. Nor have we attempted to "literally 
quarantine" Iran as he has suggested. I believe such 
actions would be reckless and would pose a serious 
threat to the lives of the hostages. 

I can't mislead you by saying that there are some 
immediate prospects that the hostages will be 
released. My hope and prayer is that they will be 
and I believe that we have made as much effort as 
possible to secure their safe return. 
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Middle East Peace· · Process 

' . 

Q: President Carter, there has been no progress in the 
autonomy talks between Egypt and Israel. None is 
expected until after the November election, if then. 
Many believe that the autonomy issues are so intractable 
that the Camp David process is finished. The Europeans 
have apparently reached this conclusion. 

A: 

Would it not be fair to say that the Middle East peace 
process is at a dead end? Would it not be better to start 
on a new approach? 

And, isn't it true that Israeli intransigence on West Bank 
settlements and the status of Jerusalem are the real 
roadblocks to peace in the Middle East. Shouldn't the 
United States bring pressure to bear on Israel to change 
its policy on these issues? 

1. THEME ~ 

My Administratln~ sought to achieve peaceful 
resolutions~ putes in troubled areas of the 
world --1· · , Latin America and the Middle 
East. R confl~ pose the danger of wider 
confront i s and A,:~·i~the interest of the _ Soviet 
Union to . oit ~sorder. We can take satisfaction 
that real pr.og'-~ in the pursuit of peace has been 
made. ~ 

2. RECORD 

• When I took office, peace in the Middie East 
was only a prayer. There had been four wars 
in 30 years between Israel and her neighbors. 

• Two years ago Prime Minister Begin and President 
Sadat joined me at Camp David. Last year they 
signed a peace treaty at the White House between 
their two countries. 

o Today, Israel and Egypt are at peace _. Ambassadors 
have been exchanged; borders have been opened; 
two-thirds of the Sinai has been returned to 
Egypt. 

I am very proud of this accomplishment. It was 
achieved through patient negotiation and hard 
work, by all parties. It was not a1~ved through 

JilJ?o:t5l!flrl w ~ .; ✓/~ 
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o In this regard, the United States has no 
intention of pressuring Israel to make 
concessions in the autonomy negotiations. 
And there can be no peace in the Middle East 
unless Israel is secure . 
that securi~y: 

I am committed to 

nea=ly half of all U.S. aid to Israel 
since its creation as a sovereign state -
more than $10 billion - has been requested 
during my Administration. 

just recently our two countries signed a 
five-year agreement guaranteeing Israel 
access to U.S. oil i= it cannot obtain its 
own supplies on ~he world market. You will 
remember that I ael made a great sacrifice 

Ye up control of· the Sinai 
oil fields~·.--R a of the Camp David accords 
and peac ty.':b"::, 

Despite~ ~~shments of the Camp David 
process'· u ~~ins t.o be cione. Camp · David 
led to th efi....~ treaty between·· Egypt and 
Israel. It a~o established the framework for 
a comprehensive peace anons all parties in the 
region~ Progress has been made toward that­
goal. 

Two weeks ago the chief Israeli and Egyptian 
negotiators in the autonomy talks met in 
Washington. Our special Mideast negotiator, 
Sol Linowitz, · reported that the two sides were 
moving closer to agreement . The negotiators 
will meet again on November 17. And I hope to 
meet with Prime Minister Begin and President 
Sadat shortly after that. We have come this 
far; we don't intend to fail. 

3. REAGAN 

~ Governor Reagan has said that the United States 
should not try to impose a settlement on the 
Middle East or dictate its will. I wo~ld simply 
remind him that neither the Camp David accords 
nor the peace treaty between Egypt and Israel 
were imposed by the United States. Goth were 
achieved through patient and persistent 
negotiation and hard work, not coercion . 
I would also remind Governor Reagan that, 
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at the request of both Israel and Egypt, the 
United States is currently involved as a full 
partner in the autonomy negotiations. As 
Camp David demonstrated, the United States 
can contribute in a major way to the peace 
process -- not by imposing its will -- but by 
acting as a catalyst, and by helping the parties 
overcome difficult issues. 

I also find it somewhat surprising that Governor 
Reagan would express such concern about the 
United States imposing a settlement on the 
Middle East when he has made just the opposite 
recommendation for other disputes around the 
world, including Lebanon, Cyprus, Ecuador and 
Rhodesia, among others. In each-of these 
instances he suggested that the United States 
should use, or th aten to use, military force 
to resolve the ~ute. Governor Reagan's 

settlements appears to be 

CONCLUDING · ~ _ ~"3 
o The Camp av~·· ~ocess has brought peace between 

Israel and t. This is an historic accomplishment 
and one tM.~ ~il Americans can be proud- of. - During 
my next t~tm, I hope to see all parties at peace 
in the Middle East. 

o Camp David has not resolved all the problems in 
the Middle East. But let me remind you of this. 
It is the first time that the two issues of 
Israeli security and Palestinian rights -- issues 
at the heart of the Arab-Israeli conflict -- have 
been at the top of the agenda together. And no 
other approach has been suggested, by Governor 
Reagan or anyone else, that can do that. 



US Policv Toward· China 

Q: United States policy toward the People's Republic of 
China and towarc Taiwan surfaced early as a major 
foreign policy issue in this campaign. 

A: 

Presiderit Cartei, de you b~lieve it would be possible 
to upgrade our unofficial relationshi~ with Taiwan without 
doing da~age to our relations with the PRC? More generally, 
what do you see as the major benefits t"o date of your 
decision .. to normalize relations wi tr, the PRC? 

1. THE.ME 

Nhen I assumed office in 1977, I set two central 
tasks - to improve America's political position 
in the world and to improve our strategic condition. 
Normalization of relations with C~ina.has made a 
positive contribution to both these objectives. 

2. RECORD 

I ~u very please~ri:h the ?regress we have made 
in U.S. -:-China 1t~ns .. 1-lhen I took . office in 
1977, our~ s w~re a~ a ~tandstill. The 
leaderslh Ph,~ ?-ep~=lic were unsure . 
of the li · it~~i t~e u~~~ed States and of 
our det · ati?~-~c :-es?cnc to Soviet activities 
around- th gl~~" The deac.lock in our rela.t.ions­
was broken in~cember, 1973, when I announced 
that we would rormally :-ecog:-.ize the PRC. 

Since that time, the bene:i~s of normalization 
have become clear. T~ade, travel, cultural 
exchange and, most of a:~, ~~e security and 
stability of the Pacific resion is greater now 
than at any time in this ce~tury. And, for the 
first time in our history we have good relations 
with both China and Japan. 

3. REAGAN 

o I am very concerned that Governor Reagan's ill­
advised and confused statements on Taiwan and 
China may place these important accomplishments 
in jeopard~. If the United States weie to 
adopt Governor Reagan's position on Taiwan, 
I believe the damage to our i~µortant strategic 
relationship with China would be severe. Perhaps 
he docs not underst.:i.nd th:-1 t the resumption of an 
official relationship with Taiwan would not only 
be contrary to the January 1979 Joint Communique 
we negotia tcd_ and agreed to •.vi th China, but would 
void all of the preliminary understandings 
beginning with the Shanghai Cor:1munique Presic.ent 
Nixon agreed to in 1972. 
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Governor Reagan's concern about Taiwan also is 
ill-informed. At the time of normalization, 
I made it clear that we would continue oractical 
relations with the people of Taiwan, bu~ without 
an official relationship, and that we would do 
nothing to jeopardize the well-being of the 
people of Taiwan. We have fulfiiled that commit­
ment. There has been no betrayal of Taiwan. In 
fact, Taiwan has done exceedingly well since 
derecognition. The clearest evidence of this is 
that United States trade with Taiwan is at an 
all-time high and that tension in the strait 
between Taiwan and the People's Republic is at 
an all-time low. 

t.t I hope that Governor 2.eagan now .understands the 
importance of our relationship w.ith the People's 
Republic of China. He didn't in 1978 when he 
said "it is hard to~what is in it for us." 
Beyond the question trade and cultural 
exchanges, the fii that our national security 
is enhanced b~ ela: ionship with the PRC. What 
Governor R~a · not~iiin~er~tood is t~at a strong, 
peaceful a e C~~ is in our national . · 
in·terest. . a .A-i'f"ident in its abilitv to 
defend its d~,~'£hbances stability in the Far 
East and contri~es to our security and that 
of our allies. ~ 

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS 

e Over the next four years I hope to see our new 
relationship with China grow. At the same time, 
we have no intention of improving our relations 
with China for tactical advantage against the 
Soviet Union. Ne are developing our relations 
with China on their own merits. We want good 
relations ~ith China and the Soviet Union, but 
we will not slow dmvn progress in U.S. -China 
.relations ju~t because Soviet behavior makes it 
impossibie to move ahead with Moscow. 

We will not sell arms to China. Neither we nor 
the Chinese seek u military alliance r"cla tionship. 
Nevertheless, we cun and will assist China's drive 
to improve its security by permitting appropriate 
technology transfer, including the sale of dual use 
t~chnology and defensive military equi9ment. 

• In the ~bscnce of frontjl assaults o: our conoon 
interests, the United States and China will re~ain 
as at present -- friends rather than allies. 
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Central America 

Q: President Carter, next to the Persian Gulf, perhaps the most 
most volatile region of the world today is Central America. 

A: 

No country seems immune from the revolutionary fervor sweeping 
the region. The Republicans have sharply criticized your 
policy there. They state yo~ haye stood by while Castro's 
Cuba . -- assisted by the Soviet - Union -- arms, -trains and 
supports reyolutionary forces throughout the region. 

· The . Republicans further s~ate that they do not support United 
States assistance to any Marxist government in this hemisphere 
and, specifically, oppose your aid program for th~governm~nt 
of Nicaragua. · 

On few foreign policy issues are the lines so tightly drawn 
between your policies and those of the Republicans. How do 
you account for this sharp poli y differencer Do you believe 
the Cubans and Soviets are nsible for · the turmoil". in 
Central America? How best ~~..--..... e United States influence the 
direction of the changes through the region? 

l. :: U\portant~~erj~_to recognize that ~e live in · 
a changing world, a ~or~~or aivers~ty and turmoil. · scores 
of new nations have -~~ec si:i-::e ~he Second World War. 
The internationa~ ~a~c;pe_has been fundamentally altered. 
We must seek p·ositive rel.at.ions arcu.."'1d the world not because 
we have a compulsion to be liked but because-our interests 
are at stake. We cannot return to the 1950 1 s, a time of 
unique -American military and economic preparedness in this 
hemisphere and the world. By ~~tempting to understand and 
identify with the world as it is, the United States is in 
a much better position to channel this change in a con­
structive fashion and to resolve regional disputes. The 
turmoil in Center America today is a test of America's 
ability to deal constructively with global change. 

2. RECORD 

• Those who are most concerned about the potential for 
radical revolution in Central America and growing 
Cuban influence in the region should be the strongest 
supporters of our efforts to help Nicaragua and 
El Salvador. But, Governor Reagan is not. 
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• We are encouraged that Nicaraguan moderates and 
businessmen have chosen to stay in Nicaragua and 
help work to make it a more democratic country. They 
have asked for our help, and we will not abandon them. 
They have asked for our economic assistance . We have 
provided it, most recently in the form of a $75 million 
economic package to Nicaragua. 

In El Salvador, we have been encouraged by the changes 
and reforms that the new government began implementing. 
The government there is moderate, reformist and 
interested in a productive relationship with the United 
States • . We are providing more than $70 -million of 
economic assistance. 

3. REAGAN 

• Governor Reagan seems to believe that Cuban 
and the Soviet Union~r behind all the problems in 
Central America. It, Governor Reagan has said: 
"The Soviet Un~· n r · es all the unrest that is 
going on. If er~n t engaged in the game of 
dominoes,~ w ~~ be any hot spots in the 
world." I e to forge a policy toward the. 
hemisphere ~4Sn~that perception, he ·is in for a 
surprise. The,~~ple of Latin America and the 
Caribbean_ do n~ view the str1-:ggle between _the_ East 
and West as their principal problem; they care about 
food and freedom, and, under my Administration·, we have 
formulated an approach which identifies with those two 
aspirations. 

I was pleased to hear that Governor Reagan intends 
to initiate a program of "i_ntensive economic develop­
ment with cooperating countries in the Caribbean·." 
He might be interested in knowing that he has proposed 
a program that is already in existence. Since I took 
office, the United States has more than doubled its 
aid to the Caribbean and, working with the 30 nations 
and 15 international institutions known as the 
Caribbean Group. Multilateral assistance to the region 
has increased by 400 percent between 1976 and 1980. 

• Governor Reagan has sharply criticized the presence 
of the Soviet combat brigade in Cuba, and my handling 
of this issue. After the discovery of the brigade, 
I.._ took.- steps to insure that Soviet activities in 
Cubi'would in no way constitute a threat to the 
United States or the region. I have increased 
surveillance of Cuba, expanded military maneuvers 



.... 

Q: 

A: 

Human Ri:ghts· 

President Carter, your Administration has made espousal 
of human rights a central theme of your foreign policy. 
Some argue that you have persisted in advocating human 
rights even when it has damaged other U.S. interests 
and weakened regime~ friendly to the United States. 
The Republicans charge that you have pressed hardest 
on our friends and little on Marxist regimes with the 
worst human rights records, such as the Soviet Onion, 
Vietnam and Cuba. 

You have contrasted your pursuit of human rights and 
"morality" in foreign affairs with the supposed 
indifference to these considerations by the previous 
Administration. In view of the charge that your pursuit 
of human rights has harmed U.S. interests in key areas 
such as Iran, Central America and Africa, do you intend . 
to. continue to assert this as a global, universal 1J.S. 
objective? Are you now ready to show more discrimination 
and weigh other U.S. objectives as well, before attacking 
a regime for alleged abus~ 

l. THEME ~~~ 
In my Inaugura · s'-I emphasized our commitment 
as a nation n ~~ts. Human rights is as 
central to ~ ~ '~ "'i.;n-cere,s-cs -cociay as when our 
nation was ~ b<cf_I?-. __ We know :ram our own _ 
national experien~ \it.hat the d.=:. ve for human f re.edom 
has tremendous f~e. ·our h:..:.-nan ::-ights policy 
identifies Ameri~ with the basic aspirations of 
our time. 

2. RECORD 

~ I regard making human rights an essential 
element of American foreign ?Olicy and an 
item on the agenda of every major inter­
national organization a majo= accomplishment 
of my Administration. 

~ We have made it clear that the United States 
believes that torture cannot be tolerated 
under any circumstances, and that off~cially 
sanctioned "disappearances" are abhorrent in 
any society. We have insisted on the right 
of fr8e movement everywhere. And we have 

_ wor~ed hard to give aid to the world's 
r~fugees, compelled to flee from oppression 
and hardship. 
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I believe our words and actions have left 
their mark on the world. Many governments 
have released their political prisoners. 
Others have lifted states of seige, curtailed 
indiscriminate arrests, and reduced the use 
of torture. We have seen several dictator­
ships, some of them in this hemisphere, change 
into democracies. And, because of our leader­
ship, the defense of human rights now has its 
rightful place on the world agenda. 

3. REAGAN 

- -·----­
··-·---·-----

• 

• 

• 

The Republican Party has stated that it will 
return to the fundamental principle of treating 
a friend as a friend, without apology. I- do nGt 
believe that we should simply dr~p our human 
rights concerns because a country is anti­
communist. Not when that country imprisons 
and tortures its ~it· zens. 

Governor Reaga~ aid: "Isn't it time we 
laid off S~ ic for awhile?" Does he 
really mea . we shou·lq no longer express 
our str~ p s t:.:k.,~ to the racist and 
repugna ~~ca policy of apartheid? 
He has. a ref~~ed to "a .few innocents" -
being caught~· ~~e crossfire of viol..ence in 
Argentina. · he not know when he made this 
statement tha between 1976 and 1979 there were 
at least 6,500 cases of unexplained disappearances 
in that country? 

Governor Reagan has also suggested that the 
United States should stay away from the upcoming 
Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe 
in Madrid, that we should drop out of the 
Helsinki process. To do so would be folly. 
It would only please those who are most guilty 
of violating the principles of Helsink~, 
including human rights. I do not intend to 
let the Soviet Union and other violators be 
freed of their obligation to account for 
their actions before world opinion. A 
Republican administration signed the Helsinki 
Accords in 1975. My Democratic Administration 

- is · -cor.unitted to carrving out those agreements. . . ~ 
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') i'ly co::c."'.,it:-::cr::.:. tc l:u:::.-:i.r. rights is .J.s deeo 2,.,,.i 

irn~crt~nt ~Q ~~ ~cJ2~ as it was when I became 

0 

P .?:2 s iden t ._ ~-:~.- c:-- :;1 f ~ i th in the ~l tima te ou ~C8;'71e 

of this st=~~0~~ is undi~~ed. The American 
?ecrlc c~~ ~0 rr0ud of t~e role the United 
States is ~layinu in promoti~g human rights 
a.rounc the w0rld. 

Human rigr.ts 
o:..:..::- ideals. 
to,-:ard human 
security in· 

just an expression of 
ide in the world is running 

and i~ is in our national 
ts o su=oort it. Our suooort - - - -

for human~· s also enables us to regain the 
;::oli ti~" 1 i ··, :: ::-ounc. in the COiitpeti tion for 
world .;::l ,_ ~e. ~ stands in vivid cont.:::-2.st 
to the ,.. tices~ the Soviet Union. 

t\. 
One_ of the. b~-~~\?ay~ to e:-:pr~ss ou~ commi ~-nent 
to :1ua1,:m ri9.~~ is ... o quo-cs :::-om tne words of 
Archibald Mc.. eish, "The.:::-e are those who will 
say thot ~he iberatio~ cf ju~anity, the freedom 
of man and mind, i~ ~ct~inc out a dream. They 
are right. ·rt is. :::'.s -:.ne .=•,Inerican drearn." 
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Q: Whut arc your top Ecrcis~ rolicy and national security 
priorities for u s~co;;c. c:.cr::c? 

l. ,,.,,.'T ...... 1111.~ 

.l. l l i.:.,; ·1 .C. 

I recognize that ~e li~e ~nan age of complexity , of 
chance, of oolitical ar.d social awakenincr of oeooles 
who demand~ share of t~ei~ own destiny.~ My for~ign 
policy goals hav e heen designed to identify America 
with global change, to promote the rule of law over the 
use of force, to recapture a moral and political leader­
ship role for America, and to keep America strong both 
through its alliances and its own defense efforts. 

2. RECORD 

0 

c) 

As with mv first t 0~will not back awav from the 
difficult a~d coi sial issues which confront our 
Naticn. I have. nt ·on of looking for easy 
ans'.-1ers or qu~· "' ··e~ Rather, I will continue to 
seek solut~· • t~ ~e meaningful and lasting and in 
long-t2rm ·.t ts aJ the United States. 

~-
First, we will·co~nuc, as we have over the past 
four years, to bui!d ~ucrica's military strength and 
strong defense and economic relations with our allies 
and frie:ic.s. 

Second, we will continue to demonstrate to the Soviet 
Union that a pr.:i.ce will be paid for -its refusal to 
abide by the acc:.:~'..:ed norms of international conduct. 
At the same ti:-.,•:!, ·.-:e \-;i 11 ~.J.l~e it clear to the Soviet 
Union that we seek no return to the Cold War, no 
indiscriminate confrontation. The choice is the 
Soviet Union's, we will respond to either. 

Third, we will rem.:.iin deeply committed to the process 
of mutu~l .:ind verifiable arms control and the effort 
to [)rcvcnt t!w sprce1d 2nd further development of nucle2r 
\•Je.J~)ons. I intt--nd to L)llSh fer. the rcitification of the 
Si",l...:' II T:!:·~;1t-,· a;; soon as possible ufter the election. 

fou1:t!1, ':1,:. ·.:il.L pul.-:-;u,_: ,,n .-1ctive diplom.:i-,:y in tl:c 
\·/Ol.·ld, hO:~!-::.in<_: -- toc_rvthcr with our friends .:ind 
oJ.lies -- to i: 1...': ~nh·c L"cqicn..-11 conflicts ,7nd to pro;::o'. · ·" 
;:,c.:.:cc -- ir, t !l'") :-1i,~(:lc E.J.::t, ,,nc1 rcrsi~rn Gulf, sout:!,c::-:1 
1\fi:i.-c.:1, Ccnt:t:-1l 1\: .. -.c ri c:1 , tlH' E.:.istcrn ~-1e:c:i..t:c:.-:.· .,nce:.n. 
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o Fifth, we will strive to resolve pressing inter­
national ccono~ic ~roblems -- particularly energy 
and inflation -- dnd cont~nue to pursue our still 
larger object~ve cf g~obal economic growth throuah 
~~p~nded tr2de 2nd Jevclcpme~t assistance. 

o Finally, and underlying all that we do, we will 
continue vigorously to suppc:::-t the process of 
building democratic institut~ons and improving human 
rights protection around the world. 

3. REAGAN 

o Unlike my opponent, I do not believe a lasting 
world order is achievable by su~stituting the threat 
intervention for diplomacy, by suggesting that we 
quarantine those nations whic~ challenge our interests, 
or by seeking to regain an unachievable military 
superiori~y at an unimaginable cost. 

Unlike my opponent~no-;: bel.:..eve we are a weak 
and floundering lo dismissed with contempt by 
our enemies, aba. ' ed ~our 2.:..li~s and sinking in to 
decline as a~ ~~~ Ra~~e~, I know, our resolve 
is steady ,~i:n ·.::.. ~~- 1.s ?ower:::u~, . our alliances 
are strong n _ ,~~ :;a.:.:-:.:.:::s :1ew rriends among the 
young na.i:i f ~'e wo=l.d. 

Unlike my opponent, r do nc~ believe we can return to 
an early day when America:: i::-, t2:::-ests went unchallenged 
in the world arena. The world of today is a world of 
upheaval and unrest an~ ~ill be for decades to come. 
But, as a power~ul and self-cc~fident nation, we can 
live with ·a good deal of turmoil in the world while 
we protect our interests and be a friend to those 
who seek a new life free from cyranny. 

,. Unlike my orponcn t, I would no:: :::::-eturn us to the days 
of the Cold Wnr. I do not believe, as he does, that 
the Soviet Union is responsible for all the unrest in 
the \vorld t ·od.:ly. •rhc \v~rld is much too di\0erse for 
such ;_1 simpl(: e:-:pl:.rn.-:i.tion. Gut I will continue to 
in~ist, thr01..H.1h our .::i.ctio:1s c1nc.l our •;,,;ords, th.:i.t the 
Soviet U:1ion rl.!spcct the leg i tirn.:1 te in te .t:es t of 
o thcr na tio;,s. 

Un.l..:.kc !11/ ct i : 1oncnt, I h'Ollld not .:iccu:::;c our 2.llies of 
le ,:111j_ ng tc·.:.:ir:- d ,,cco;;,:;1odc1 tion ,,;i th the Sov.:.2t Ur.ion. 
Lc2ding an ~lli~nc~ of proud sovercig11 nc1tions requires 
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tact, pc1 ticncc 
share profo\.~nd 
in t8.!.'."es ts, bu~ 
associaticn 0£ 
must leac1, not 

3 

' ::!1d un.C.erst:i.ndina. i·le and our allies 
~olitical, security and economic 
we must never forget that ours is an 
f~~e peoples, and the United Stat2s 

.. . . . 
.- , , ~- - .,...~ , __ ..._ '-1...o.. ._c • 

·.--: -, : . .... .... . 

o Unlike my opponent, I would not abandon the arms 
control process, which has contributed to our Naticn 1 s 
security and has taken so many years to construct. 
That would be the consequence of his intention to 
scrap the SALT II Treaty. 

G 

Unlike my opponent, I would not jeopardize our new 
relationship with the People 1 s Republic of China by 
tampering with the form of our good relations with 
the people of Taiwan. Our new relationship with China 
is clearly in our national interes~ and contributes to 
the peace anu secu~~-y of the Pacific region. 

And, finally, 1· ~ opponent, I would not jettison 
hu.~an rights a un amental objective of U.S. foreign 

are.best d honS.:ing the ·ideals of our heritage. 
policy. I b~-· the true interests of our Nation 

. ~~:- . ; . 
CONCLUDING RE!•' . CV,. .. ,, . 

·- .') I do not belie~~tiJ American people share Governor 
Reagan's view o~he fut~re, a world filled with fears 
of change and 1.hlrest and damaging self-doubts about 
our military cc1p2.bili ty ._and strength, in which foreign 
policy is reduced to threats, bluster and reliance on 
military po:,;er. 

o I have le~rn2d .::i. good deal in my four years of office: 
I know more new about the limits of power; I know . better 
ho0 hard it is to put policies into effect; I under­
stand llm·1 frus tr.::i. ting it is to see one I s policies 
distorted and misdirected . I know that· a leader cannot 
achieve Gvcrything he w~nts, or knows is desirable. 

~• But, my vi~-;ion r.cm.:i...i.ns. T t is ba:sed on rcali ty, and 
f ille<l with L.1i th ~rnd un unbending determin.:1 tion to 
.:i.chi(:.:vc a .l.i. f,:! oi 1'.1c.:ininc; cJnd pu:::-pose for every 
l~rncr i .c; .:;;.n in u Nd ti.on U1.::1 l is strong o.nd _secure. l\bovc 
all, I wont u::; to be whut the founders of our Nz..tion 
m8ant us to bcco::1c -- c1 syr.1b0l of freedom, pc:icc und 
hope tllrou<Jhout the '.•:oi:lc.1. 
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TO: Patrick Caddell 

FR; Sam Popkin 

RE: 3alloon Popping 

Whether it is in the debates, or in the last minute final 
appeals to voters, there are a number of lines Ronald 
Reagan is certain to use. Indeed, these lines are used so 
often that anyone who spends a few days reading his trans­
cripts soon finds that the same basic lines are being used 
today that were used in '76. The lines are excellent 
demagoguery and if allowed to stand on their own are very 
effective. But there are some extremely effective ways for 
President Carter to deflate these lines, to calmly, and 
quietly pop Ronnie's rhetorical balloons. And the bal~oon 
popping can be done in ways that make it obvious to all 
that Reagan is superficial and lightweight, and has old­
fashioned trite ideas which are risky in the real world. 

These are not finished "worded-for-the-President" rBolies 
but outlines of the themes which deflate the Reagan stan~bys. 
The President must have an answer to each of these ready in 
case there is a debate. There should also be answers ready 
because some of these answers, particularly about ~e hostages, 
must be ready if Reagan, as is very likely given his press 
record, demagogues on hostages at the end of October. 

Indeed, might not the best way for the President to have basi~ 
answers ready.for debates be for the President to cut some 
spots to have ready for the last minute contingencies1 



Balloon Popping 
September 15, 1980 
Page -2-

Reagan refrain #1: 

"The=e was a time , when I was a young er man I when 1 -:: ·,.;as just 
comrnon;::ilace that an American ·caught in a war or re vol u ::io:1 in 
any other country could walk through that war and that 
revolution with no finger being laid upon him if he just put 
a little American flag on his lapel. When the people knew 
that he was an American, they knew that he had the protection 
of the United States. And, were that respected. I would like 
t o see that again." 

There are of course many variants to this refrain: "There 
was a time when we were the respected leaders of the f=ee 
world. Now ..• ". And there is a simple, effective way to 
counter this. Talk about all the places where this President 
is welcome and other, recent Presidents have not been welcome. 

President Eisenhower was forced to cancel a trip to Japan, 
today Carter is welcomed with open arms. Ric.hard Nixon was 
booed and stoned in Venez~ela, today, open arms. For years 
no American President could go to China; today, we have 
normalization! In every part of the world there are countries 
that have warm strong relations with the USA, where there were 
hostile relations in past years. Henry Kissinger could not 
even land his plane in Nigeria, Egypt was once Russia's base 
in Middle East. 



Balloon Popping 
September 15, 1980 
Page -3-

Reagan ref=ain #2: 

" ~ e h a v e ~ ee ~ ti~~ ~ a n d v accil~a t i ~g a nd ~ha~•s why . .. . . " 
Whatever happens, Reagan likes to say it is happening 
because "We have been timid and vaccillating." 

Reoly: Only the trigger happy confuse our steadiness and 
flexibility for timidity and vaccillation. 

In 1956 the Hungarian people demanded more freedom, and 
Russia crushed them. In 1968 the Czech people demanded 
more freedom and the Russians crushed them. In 1980 the 
Polish people demanded more freedom and they won!!!! 

Some critics laughed at our human rights campaign, they said 
nothing mattered but weapons. They were wrong. Human rights 
is one o~ our most important accomplishments. Anyone who 
thinks that human rights is not important, ·anyone who thinks 
that human rights does not scare Russia ... let them tell that 
to the people•_of Poland. 

Some critics said that the grain embargo wouldn't hurt the 
Russians. Some critics said that the Olympic boycott wouldn't 
hurt. They were all wrong. 

Better to think twice than not at all. 



Balloon Popping 
September 15, 1980 
Page -4-

The President might believe concessions are necessary 
because we're no longer #1. My own view is that we 
become again #1 (so that concessions will no longer be 
necessary.) This line has been used on SALT I, SALT II, 
?anama and numerous others. 

Re~lv: We are still #1 and our allies are 3, 4 ,5,6,7, e~c. 
Russia has lost China, that's a billion people, 
Russia has no friends or influence left in the 
Middle East, Russia can't count on any support from 
East Europe, Russia has energy problems, inflation 
and food shortage. She is a flailing giant with no 
respect anywhere. Even when communist countries 
have a chance they break away from Russia, i.e. China, 
Rumania. 

. , ~11 . 1, • +-h .. ' Now Russia is still dangerous, a , sne ~nows~ ~ a~ sne 
is in trouble, losing allies and respect everywhere. So we 
have to keep up our military strength but we also, in the 
decade ahead, have to try and encourage the Russian rulers 
t o change their ways. 

And the sports metaphor is useful here. When you're number 
one, a lot of people take shots at you; hut we're still r.umber 
one. The way to stay #1 is by preparation and h ard work, 
you don't stay number one by counting on long ~ombs as y our 
whole game plan. 

I'm not panicking about being #1, I'm just making su=~ that 
-..; e s ta y s t r o ng . 



Balloon Popping 
September 15, 1980 
Page -5-

Reagan refrain #4: 

"I f we were #l no one wou l d dare ~a;( e ou= :-ios t a g es ." o := 
"No man who lets a ragtag mob humiliate us deserves to be 
re-elected." or 

"Everything that is now'being don€,_should have been done 
sooner." 

"No man who can't get back our hostages deserves a second 
term. " 

Reply: Th ere is a t errorist probl~~ in the world today a n d 
everywhere you go there is respect for the self­
control w~ have shown. 

Th ere is no honor in rash action. ·r know that some · Americans 
are frustrated and they are itching, for military action . I 
k now that some Americans would applaud any show of force I 
~ake. But the important thing is that the hostages are ali ve. 
Every day I ask myself if I have done everything that I could 
for those heroic Americans. The easy way would be to show 
force and get all the Monday morning quarterbacks off my back. 
But my responsibility to those brave hostases comes first. 

It is not true that all the things we are doing now could tave 
bee n done earlier . You must let passio~s cool, you don't corr~it 
a l l y our chips on the first hand, you don't use all your 
formations in the first half. 
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Balloon Popping 
September 15, 1980 
Page -6-

Reagan refrain #5: 

We face economic disaster. We have lost our capacity to be a 
great producing giant and, we have lost it through regulation 
and punitive taxes. 

The answer is to get government off our backs and out of our 
?OCkets. 

Replv: Talk about computers, agriculture, OSHA, and Love 
Canal. The most basic industry is agriculture. We're 
the most productive agricultural nation in the world 
and everyone knows that it comes from farmers assisted 
by government research and development distributed to 
farmers bv the world's best extension service. The 
most glarn;rous industry in the worl~ is computers and 
again we dominate the world markets. And so much of 
the basic development in these areas comes from govern­
ment assisted research or as direct spinoffs of space 
programs. And as for getting government off our backs, 
Governor Reagan has been attacking Occupational Safety 
and Health legislation for years .... 



.·.Y ~:::t~.::: c:~:::e:,uw:~=" 
.r (/ .. ~ce a~ai:~· -·~ t m~~ ~ ·-stressed -~~t we. -~~-nt to win votes, n~-~ debates, 

and b,at there is a great deal of difference between the two.Debating 
skill,unlike integrity,intelligence,vision etc. is not seen as a skill 
necessary for a. President. That means that persons can easily stay 
with a poor debater: , And it means that any focus on winners or losers 
detracts from our chance to raise b,e salience of the L~emes and issues 
·.-.1hich we want to dominate the last week of the ..a.eoci:G.. ca M f?O. ,· ::::P. 
?he ~eagan camp has taken a major ~isk by agreeing to meet us in a 
a eoac.e. !:€bates can have major impacts on re:=ssuring voters and ;:_he,; 
can have major impacts on the salience of different issues. Given the 
major reservoirs of potential optimism in the p:,pulace about Pres. 
Carter-specifically the number· of persons who believe he would be 
bettet .next ·te·nn--there - is --· a-go·od ·chance, for the .President to _remind 
?cople of his high points and put all the focus on the next four years. 
There is also a substantial risk to b,e Reagan camp b~at they can win 
the ::,attle on "war and peace" and lose the war. That is, if Liie debate 
results in higher salience on issues of war, peace,nuclear arms,etc. 
Reagan can be a loser even if he narrows the President's lead in these 
areas. In 1976,contrary to conventional wisdom, the foreign policy 
debate did not really hurt Ford . despite the Poland gaffe. The debate 
lowered his edge over carter on issues of crisis management and foreign 
policy,but it increased the salience of the issues enough to increase 
the edge that international issues were giving him. So Reagan can 
decrease our gap on international issues and still lose votes by 
getting rrore attention in the voting tooth onto these issues. 

_ We are not debating Ronald Reagan! We are letting the American people 
compare our responses to similar questions. We are speaking for L~e 
audience not for our opponent.~ Furthermore,t.,e part of t.~e audience 
which will be attentive and which will be most influenced by what is 
said are college educated and women!!! Past debate research shows 
these two groups most influenced by the content of b,e debate. 

We want to maxm1ze incumbency advantage. We want persons to walk into 
the voting !:oath wondering at:out b"'le _, next four years under a 
seasoned,tried under fire carter,a man who has kept us on course 
through perilous times and who has L~e intelligence and energy for the 
job--- versus the next four .Years under a man with dangerous 
tendencies, dubious judgment and who doesn't understand the 80s. 

Ha-J _ REAGAN CAN WIN THE D~Jf 

I.Turn issues of war and peace into issues of character. If he can get 
away with the approach t."'lat he is using in his daytime TV acs,"~ow 
could a grandfather like me want war?" He can defuse the war and peace 
issues. This should be rat.~er difficult for him to do however,as the 
only issue area where he has lost subatantial ground since Labor Day is 
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' . ·: , - handiing foceign- · policy~W.e .want: to be. sur~: t;hat. _we- make · t.11e difference . 
as clear · as can-be· between .nice people and nfce p::ilicies~ You have to· 
'"'ork hard for · peace; you . have .. to . think twice .before you shoot;you .must. 
_wprr;y about prolifer~tiory {...tl<3t if. _Iraq -or - Iran -. had the borcl)?) Any 
character attack hurts .-us doubly; . it removes -our . Presidential edge and · 
i t deflects attention from . issues of life and death. 

II .SPend the !:€bate Avoiding Pins and Slipping Punches 

The road i s l ittered with smart clever FQliticians who L~ought that 
~ecause ~easan i sn 't too intell i gent, and beca use Ronal j ?eagan i sn't 
t oo substantive they could pin him down·. Ronald Reagan may not be a 
genius and he certainly has no deep grasp of substance but he is very 
hard to pin down and he is,to quote Marty Franks, superb at slipping 
punches. rt is impossible t:oth to look Presinential. and to chase 

. ·.· Reagan • .. :No bne·:1oc::iks digni.fied :-cha:sJng .:afte·r,-,butterflies ._ 2nd no . . one 
luo k.s in co1nn2md w" hen the i r punches are miss i ng. (Remember how good t he 
/ oung Mohammed Ali l ooked l eaning back against Lfie ropes ·..mi l e ass o rt ed 
heavies exhausted themselves tryi ng to make contact.) We do not need 
t o catch Reagan,and we couldn't if we wanted to. Better that we !X)int 
out,over and over, that you can't avoid ~~e tough ci ecisions i n the 
whi t e House, that the buck s t ops with L\;e President, t:hat it is t::..""ie 
President who has to decide among conflicting experts,that the 
President can't turn things over to the experts. 

I II.Focus on Four Years of Economic Failure 

I f the debate talks at:out four years of inflation and unemployment the 
e lection becomes a referendum on the Carter Presidency.We want a vote 
between t'wO tutures not a vote of approval or disapproval on the l ast 
four years. That means we want L~e focus on how we have come t o grips 
th r ough developing an energy program,devising means to revi t alize 
~e troit and leading the way in breaking OPEC. A healthy economy first 
of all requires an energy FQlicy and a balanced program. Coes anyone 
real l y bel i eve that we would be better off today if we turned our 
energy probl ems over to ~~e oi l c8m-pan i es? In a wo r l d o f worki ng women 
Jnd two job f amilies who is f ighting f or economic j ust i ce, Car t er or 

Reagan? In a world of dangerous t echnol og i es who understands G~at i t 
t akes government action to prevent Love Canal and regulate dangerous f ec~~oloj'(. 

~ow Carter Can Win 

A Carter victory depends upon raising doubts about Ronald Reagan and 
i ncreasing the feeling that Jimmy Carter i s safe. To wit, since t here 
i s a basic reservoir of optimism about Carter we need to work on the 
g roup who feel that he has leArned and grown in office and wi J l t€ 
be t ter next term. 

I r.creasing the risk in RR means focusing on h i s 
policies,prticularly pronouncements ~nd FQlicies 
candidate for office. RR loves to say that he will 

?ronouncements and 
he has made while a ­
look it up or find 



. ?Ut: or. as.sernble the expe.rts;1f he· has - already soundecf ·;ff on· a subject 
, t neeas to b-::2. brought up. ( and of course .that turns·. it into one . more 
·: iine wh~n he · shot from .the hip)_. 

To increase the sense ·of simplicity· behind Reagan we need to point out 
over and over ·. ::hat· Presidents· ·can ·'t <'luck the hard-ones,that: the buck 
~tops in the Oval Office. We cannot call RR old and simple, but we can 
em~hasize b~e· triteness and simplicity of his approach wiL, lines like I 

·tou make it sound easy but there is more to it. 

':'cu make it SOCT.d as easy as 1,2 ,3 

you make it sound as easy as apple pie 

You make it easy to beli.eve ih· the happy ending,but 
.. .. - . . .. .. , •.· , .. .. . .. ... , · . .. 

\ -~ 
ThcJ t is nice . but it doesn It ·'com"e- ·to . : _.· ... • • ;• .. , .. . 

grips 

'd1a ~ souncs good but it i s dangerous b surrender to il l usions. 

That sounds good but nostalgia w>0n 1 t solve ourproblems. 

Everywhere we want to continuously make the I=Oint that Ronald Reagan 
doesn't understand the future. That he doesn't understand weapons, 
technology or science.(Can you imagine RR in front of a computer?) 

To increase the sense of a strong Carter we must continually leave 
personal and pol icy footprints ,a i:-ecord to ;.,hich we can i:-efer ~ 

I strongly believe 

I have always stood for 

I have always had a firm corrmi 1:!nent to 

?S I said again and again • 

. ;nd again it is valuable to take b~e conus along wiL~ ~~e onus. Take a 
~olicy like wheat arnbargo(and we will never carry a wheat fan.er 
dnyway) and defend the pol i cy to the hilt t o show 'd1at you are tough n 
enough to lead ~~e fight. The convention line on RR doesn't know if ~e 
wants to feed them,play with them or fight them was terrific. Or 
energy policy. where is RR going to get the 227 Billion he wants to 
gi ve back to oil companies? 

And what could show better the rightness of the dire~tion we are now 
going then RR's f ailure to spell out any policies of his own any detail 
at all. I think there is real possibility Eor gain in hitting at cffi's 
ducking the inflationary impact of Kemp- Roth,it is worth referring t o 
the claims made in previous debate and to Jane Bryant Quinn's retort 
that he either didn't know what his own people were up to or he was­
lying. "I chaJlenge my opponent to explain why he dicin't keep the 
promise made. in front of SO million americans. the government 

·, 



:,-

CK , 

~conomists say ... " 

•Jn defense it. i~ worth hitting.-h~rd' at RR for riot ~aving . any : critical 
ir-,proach to new weapons. Jimmy has '.a science background and is willing 
to make the hard choices among systems. · All we neerl is one weaPJn RR 

, !=JU.Shed. whi:'ch: we:.didn: .. t . b~i.ld' :,and _ _. is. ~q:re_ady, ?.L1~9d_E;<l- • 

Don't ever say we made a mistake. We tried policy mixes which were not 
~deal but the y were the ::est p:>licies to t:-y first. 

When RR goes on and on about red tape and bureaucracy and gecting 
sovernment of: our backs,talk about the cheap -programs \.vhich make a 
complex economy possible. People have faith in our banks due to 
FDIC,they get their pensions due to pension reform laws, they get safe 
airplanes due to FAA,medicines that wo.rk due to FDA •. 

En_c _l9.~rl __ u~- <"If) . c1ppend1x \:s. <:!fl earl i .er memo "popping halloons" which 
contains .typ1.cal re·agan . refrains' "'with· iines-'. which·. can . be used to 
cef lace ~~em and show jirn up as silly. 

Sam Popkin 
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Prot:0sedC:arter-Tactics for Cebate ·ana: c:arrcaign Mve.rti.sing. 

10 (zo(s 
--------

1.) carter plans to ex;:ose Reagan flip-flops. 
E.g. P.eagan's p::isitions on tax breaks for private education: 

Before: in favor of tax credits for high sdx:ol and college. 
After: in favor of credits or,.ly for college. 

E.g. Reagan's FOli tions on bilingual education . 
' E~ g-~•. P-eagari' s p:,lition . on OSHA . . . . 

Where Reagan has r.ot flip-fl9pped, Carter plans to p::irtray him as havi...ng 
blurred or dangerous p:,sitions. 
Where•·· Beagan· · has· changed ,:his. ~sit.ion·, carter · plans to ix,rtray Reagan as 
imecisive, as a :s=olitical ~rtunist, or as ~sed to an enlightened 
set of · :s=olicies, (esp?Ci aJ Jy on· such questions· as EPA and Minimum Wage) 

2.) Carter is ooping to be p:,rtra.yed as the underdcg in the debate. But in 
the ~ preceding the debate, he hopes to a::m: across as having rrare.'f"ltun. 

31) Carter plans to brand P.eagan-Kemp-P-oth as an "Alice-in-W:mderland" rredic.ine. 

4.) Carter is p.lease:i with the recent statistics sh::,wing an econ::mic uptw:n. 
But he is very conca:ned about the high interest rates. He plans to 
blarre the Fed for these, but he fears that the people '..al' t l::e able to 
distinguish be~ the Fed and his Ow'1'l administration. 

5. ) He plans to continue to harp on the · wan?Dnger issue. 

6.) He plans to raise the age issue again. He plans to :s=oint out that 'When 
Bush was a ccng:ressman, he pro~sed a bill that \o.O\ll.d require mandatory 
retirerent for congressn:n at age 70. carter oopes to point out the 
.incongruity of the situation. 

7. ) Carter rray have ads -which intern.ew Reag~ old classmates in order to 
highlight hew old they are. 

8.) Carter is trying tc get a hold of film-clips of Reagan filming campaign ads. 
(He may al.ready have such film-clips. ) These clips appareiltly shew 
Feagan 1:eing corrected tiJie and again for various mistakes by voices of 
aides who are saying: "No, Governor, the figure is 75% and oot 10%" •••• 
"No, Governor, the head of the OSSR is Brezhnev not Khrushchev'' and similar 
such correcticns. 

9.) Carter rray use a film-clip of Reagan asking ''Woo is that?" when reference 
in conversation is made to Giscard d'Estaing. 

10.) carter's ~ple are afraid of the effectiveness of the Reagan ads whic.11 
use the bar graphs sh::lwing the inflation rates and the ad:: wru.ch ~ 
the grocerJ carts. 
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Reagan Bush Committee 

M E M O R A N D U M 

TO: 

FROM: 

Ronald Reagan 

Richard B. Wirthlin 

October 24, 1980 DATE: 

RE: Summary of the Debate Strategy* 

1. Be yourself. Don't hesitate, however. to attack Carter 
strongly on his record or ta diffpse with disarmjpg: bJJWQI 

his personal charges when they become overblown. 

2. Focus the thrust of each answer on Carter's incompetence 
and weak record. 

3. In the presentation of your public policies show how they 
will impact people. 

4. Cite the specific steps in your strategies for peace and 
economic growth. 

5. Millions of voters are frustrated and disillusioned; they 
are looking for a competent, compassionate leader capable 
of giving them hope about the prospects for the future. 

6. The key to the debate is to motivate Republicans and 
ticket-splitters to turnout on election day. 

7. 

8. 

Our advantage lies in the fact that you are the best 
electronic media candidate in history. 

Regardless of Carter's challenges, it is critical that 
you demonstrate constraint, firmness, moderation and 
compassion. 

Use selected examples of Carter's mismanagement of government, 
his misstatements and flip-flops. 

*Attached is a longer memo for your perusal. 

Paid for b,· Reagan Bush Committee. United States Senator Paul Laxall. Chairman Ra ,· Burhanan . Treasurer 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

Re.agan Bush Committee 

M E M O R A N D U M 

Reagan / Bush Campaign 

Richard B. Wirthlin, Richard S. Beal & Myles Martel 

October 21, 1980 

Reagan-Carter Debate Strategv 

Campaign and Debate Axio~ 

If the Governor succeeds Tuesday in making Jimmy Carter's record 
the major issue of the debate and the campaign, we will succeeG 
in the debate and win the general election. 

If, however, Carter makes Ronald Reagan the issue of the debate 
and the campaign, we will lose both. 

The above axiom holds because the major debate task turns on 
enhancing Ronald Reagan's perceived trustworthiness. 

• Simply, if voters believe Ronald Reagan is 
more worthy of their trust after the debate 
than they did before, his vote support will 
expand and strengthen. 

• This can be accomplished if the debate focuses 
on Carter's incompetence and weak record in 
office, and Reagan's compassion. Neither 
position can be reinforced when the Governor 
defends past positions. 

Target Audience and the Voter Turnout Objective 

The target audience consists of a key segment of the American 
vote--Republicans and ticket-splitters. ;tis these voters, not 
·the panel and certainly not Cai-ter the Governor is addressincr. 

• The Governor has already built a coalition 
large enough to win the presidential election, 
and hence, we want to use this debate to re­
inforce our base and motivate -them to turn out 
on election day. 

Paid for b,· Reagan Bu~h Committee. United States Senator Paul Laxall . Chairman. Rav Hurhanan . Tn•u sun• r 
. . . 
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• Our empirical st'udies show that if we increase 
the turnout of our voters by 2% over Carter's, 
it increases our electoral margin by 30 
electoral votes. 

The campaign strategy has been to deal initially to our Republica~ 
and conseivative base, then to broaden our appeal, and fina l l v 
to return to the base during these last two weeks of the ca~p;ign. 

• The surv eys show that we need, at this juncture, 
to increase our appeal among Republicans and 
ideologically moderate ticket-splitters who 
need to be reinforced through the Governor's 
debate performance. 

• In answering the questions during the debate, 
the Governor must remember that ticket-splitters 
are solution oriented, somewhat skeptical and 
more interested in the issues and public policy 
than the image traits of the candidates. 

These voters will respond to references to the 
"Nine Steps" in the Governor's peace strategy 
with the three cri t ical elemen ts of the "Strategy 
for Economic Growth . " It is extremely important 
to avoid references to "Republicans and Democrats" 
or "I _am a conservativ e" because ticket-splitters 
are non-partisans who are put-off by these words. 

The Anderson debate helped, generally, to broaden our political 
base. Today the Reagan vote is larger, more committed and in­
cludes more segments of the voting population than does Carter's. 
Carter's base remains very fluid and uncertain. 

The debate should help to solidify further the Reagan base and 
motivate them to turn out on election day. Only 22% of the 
electorate are self-identified Republicans, hence without the 
support of these ticket-splitters the Governor could not be 
elected. 

Major Advantages 

The principal advantages the Governor maintains going into this 
debate are: 

• He has already debated six times before in 
this campaign and is more accustomed to such 
events. 

• He is the best electronic media candidate in 
history. 

• He will appear robust and vigorous by comparison 
to Carter who will likely appear bleached out 
and tense. 
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Principal Strategic Objectives 

Televised political debates focus on image attributes more than 
issue positions. The image attributes we need to reinforce are: 

• Competence 
• Compassion 
• Reasonableness, moderation, and thoughtfulness 
• Strength 

Essentially, the debate objective is: 

Present Ronald Reagan as a reasonable and 
compassionate man with a vision of America 
and the competence to take us from simpl y 
providing the hope that vision conveys to 
its actualization. 

How is this objective achieved? 

Carter's attack strategy will undoubtedly try to represent 
Reagan's policies as "naive, unrealistic, anachronistic, and 
Alice-in-Wonderlandish." In resp6nse to this attack, the Governor 
has an excellent opportunity to show constraint, thoughtfulness 
and strength. And, when the attack becomes overblown, he should 
use disarming humor which will build both rapport and trust with 
the electorate. 

It is essential for the Governor ~o use his answers to show 
that he is aware of different sides of the issues, that they are 
complex and that only after thoug_htful consideration has he 
settled on a particular policy - orientation. In response to the 
Carter attacks that "he has flip-flopped," the Governor can use 
such attacks to demonstrate reasonableness and the lack of policy 
rigidity. 

Carter's Attack Strategy 

Exploit Reagan's flip-flops. 

Make extensive use of Reagan 
quotes, e.g. during Democratic 
Convention. 

Attack the Reagan California 
record and how Reagan has 
"distorted it." 

Reagan's Response Strategy 

Use changes to show reasonableness; 
defend public policy changes because 
circumstances have changed. 

Counter with Carter and Kennedy 
quotes; avoid unnecessarily strident 
reactions; bring the discussion back 
to the Carter record. 

Defend with confidence and indignation 
moving as quickly as possible back t o 
the Carter record as the real issue; 
avoid unnecessary stridency; counter 
with "when Governor Carter approached 
this problem in his state, the recor d 
shows ... " but the real issue of this 
is the Carter record which show he 
still hasn't been able to solve the 



Carter's Attack Strategy 

Attack Reagan's ideas as 
"quick fixes" that are 
unrealistic and even 
unworkable. 

Suggest Reagan would be a 
dangerous man in the White 
House. 

- 4 -

Reagan's Response Strateqy 

problems and maintain presidential 
tone and demeanor; act humored by 
Carter California record attacks-­
he doesn't understand the problems 
of California anymore than of the 
nation. 

Given the Carter record, the Carter 
Administration is incapable of 
evaluating what would work or not 
work; argue most Carter po li cies 
are in place for such a short time 
before Mr. Carter changes his mind 
that their only impact is a quick 
fix. 

Respond with righteous indignation; 
no one wants peace more than I, 
after all, what reasonable person 
would not; the difference between 
Mr. Carter and I is my commitment 
to deter conflict by being econ­
omicall y and militarily strong, and 
pursuing a consistent foreign policy; 
uncertainty in our foreign policy is 
more apt to cause an international 
crisis that would result in war, 
than to have a strong economy and 
military. 

Several general points should be followed in the Governor's 
response strategy during the debate. 

• It is not necessary to answer or respond to 
each of Carter's charges. 

• It is especially important that the Governor 
be prepared for Carter's distortions of the 
California record. A good response to much 
of what Carter will say in this regard is 
something the Governor has already said: 
"You know, it's one thing when the Carter 
Administration jimmies its own economic 
figures to make its record look good, but 
when Mr. Carter starts jimmying my figures, 
that's going too far." 

• The bottom line on the California record is 
that Californians were better off after the 
Governor's two terms of office, than this 
country is after four years of Jimmy Carter. 



- 5 -

• The Gov erno r's responses must appear c o nfi d e n t 
and strong, not strident . 

Reagan Attack Strategy 

The Gov ernor sh o uld use his answers to remind the public o f : 

• Carter, instead of leading the people to 
greater peace and prosperity , was content 
t o declare there was a malaise in t h e country 
and that it would not mat t er wh o was Pres i de n t 
the economy would be just as bad. 

• Carter has failed to provide a steady hand 
at the helm, especially in foreign policy . 
We have very little support from our allies 
and largely unde v eloped a n d fragmented 
policies toward our adversaries. 

• Carter has been .indecisive, and unwilling to 
pursue vigorously domestic and international 
policies. 

• More than any previous admi n istration, the 
Carter Administration has politicized the 
cabinet and compromised the non-partisan 
functions of the Departments of State and 
Defense . 

Tactics and Special Considerations 

• Emphasize strength and decisiveness while 
avoiding stridency . Anderson ,' s stridency 
hurt him in the prev ious debate. 

• Use of a combination of "Mr. Carter" and "President 
Carter" with more frequent use of "Mr. Carter." 

• Remember the debate is between Ronald Reagan 
the candidate for President, and Jimmy Carter 
the candidate for the same office. When making 
references to the 1976 campaign, use "Jimmy Ca r t er." 

• Compassion is most eas i l y communicated by re­
ferring to situations during the course of 
carnpaisn experiences. 

• Make use of the voter appeal of George Bush 
by referencing consultations and policy 
discussions with him. 

• Avoid unnecessary references to "the past" 
and buzz words that alienate blocs of voters, 
e . g . "de ten te . " 
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Reagan: Competence and Compassion 

The man who ~ill be the President of the United States for the 
next four years is: 

The man who correctly identifies the nation's 
most pressing problems, and has the drive and 
ability to resolve them compassionately. 

• What the American people want most is 
leadership in the White House that will 
give them hope that the country is heading 
in a direction that will mean greater 
security and prosperity. 

• They are tired of pessimism and the 
acquiescence to mediocrity. But they 
are equally wary of political promises 
by office seekers who are not truly 
committed to the welfare of the people. 

• Americans are looking for specific policy 
options such as those enumerated in the 
two speeches--"Strategy for Peace" and 
"Strategy for Economic Growth," which 
will already be given by the time of the 
debate. The Governor should not hesitate 
to repeat the steps outlined in each. 

The Governor must communicate to the America, people through his 
answers that it is the people's interests he intends to serve. 
The people say the thing that is killing them is inflation, and 
a weak economy. What will restore this country to its proper 
bearings is a President committed to reducing inflation and 
improving the economy. 
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MEMO TO: 
FROM: 

RE: 
DATE: 

Governor Reagan 
James A. Baker III/Myles Martel 
10/28/80 Cleveland Debate Strategy 
October 24, 1980 

1. When responding to a question or being attacked, turn to 
Carter's record, proposals, campaign style, or a fault y logic 
as soon as possible. 

Attack him harder on domestic matters than on international 
matters. Even anger may be appropriate on economic issues. 

Meet offensive with offensive. Don't feel obligated to defend 
particulars of your positions. 

Teddy Kennedy quotes and verbatim 1976 Carter promises can be 
most useful in waging the anti-Carter attack. 

2. Let Carter set the attack tone of the debate. Attempt to 
equal -- but not surpass -- his tone. He will probably --
but not definitely -- attack you hard on most fronts: Cali­
fornia record, misstatements, flip-flops, positions, .programs. 

3. You are debating "Carter the candidate" more than "Carter the 
President". 

4. Show righteous indignation in respo~ding to: 

a. Carter's attacks or innuendos that you are dangerous 
b. Attacks directed at your California credentials 

Looking directly at Carter in such instances may be very effec­
tive. This not only causes Carter's strategy to backfire, but 
also makes you appear strong and in control. 

5. Humor or a confident smile can also disarm Carter ~hen he 
thin~s he 1s got you where he wants you. 

6. Avoid appearing too defensive when responding to a sharp attack. 
Remaining in control -- composed -- Presidential is an ab­
solute must. 

7. When Carter is speaking -- especially when he is attacking you -­
look at him or take notes. Avoid looking downward (Baltimore). 

8. Wherever possible, weave your major theme into responses. 

"Jimmy Carter has had his chance and has blown it (relate 
to examples that fit question); you offer promise 
hope." 
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10/28 Debate Strategy 
October 24, 1980 
Page two 

9. When referring to Presidential actions, call Carter "Mr. 
Carter". When referring to Carter's 1976 campaign promises 
as you should -- refer to him as "Jimmy Carter". 

10. When answering a question about a "people problem'', identify 
with the problem (compassion), then state your position. 

11. Conclude your responses with an attack line against Carter 
or a people-oriented line based on your proposals. Try to 
balance negative and positive endings of responses. 

12. Avoid unnecessary references to the past and buzz words that 
alienate voters, e.g. detente. 

\ 13. Work George Bush into your responses. 

\ 14. 

\ 
Show compassion by drawing from experiences on the campaign 
trail as you do so well (anecdotal references). 



Reagan and Carter Advisers 
lVork on Debate Strategies 

' THE NEW YORK TIMES, 

WASHINGTON, Oct. 23-In next Tues­
day's Presidential debate in Cleveland, 
which both sides regard as the potentially 
decisive event of I.he campaign, Ronald 
Reagan and President cane:- are aiming 
toward several collisions oo the issues as I 
well as contrasts of style. 

The Republican challenger has said 
that he sees the deb.are as an opportunity · 
to come off t.he defensive on foreign 
policy a.'1d to press Mr. Carter on his 
record, especially his handling of th~ 
economy. "It's a unique opportunity t.o 
point out the failures of the Carter 
record, " said Edward Meese 3d. Mr. 
Reagan 's chief of staff. 

Mr. Reagan's adviser; have set up 
three days of briefings to prepare ·their 
candidate so that he comes across to 
voters as knowledgeable and reasonable 
and to reassure the still etinsiderable 
body of undecided voters that he is ,nei-
ther rash nor rislr.y. . • 

The Carter side sought to structure the 
· dP'-".te for a maximum amount of ex­
' ;e and l"!buttals between the two 
n ..... s, to giv,! th·! President a chan~ to 
show his expertise as well as to confront 
Mr. Reaga.a on his specific positions. 

'Sm~ll of Political Expediency' 
::E,eaga.n..J,.i_wlnerable on both last­

mm~t~_posiTicos that ~ the sme~ of 
~cal e~ency and Ill terms of o er 

· posmoiis'" that ~t Rotlcao(e." said 
.f'ody Powell, th~teouse press sec­
retary. "We're Qoin~ to have at that_in 
prettv direct fas on. ' 

• .,.; e expect Cai'ter to come oo pretty 
hard." acknowledged Mr. Meo..se. "But 
it's go:ng to be a lot harder for Carter to 
er.gage ln low bl~ v..ith someone there 
facing him." . 

Some Presidential strategists are al-" 
ready counseling that he should soften · 
what some have criticized as the shrill 
tone of some of his attacks on Mr. Rea­
gan. "We wouldn't want him to look too 
tough." said one senior caner aide .. 
. A few Reagan aides hope the President 

'Will have a sharp edge, expecting to gain 
from a backlash among viewers . But 
most believe that Mr. Carter v.ill deliver 
a cool and polished performB.Ilce. 

By HEDRICK SMITH 
~ ID Tl>t N.,. Yen n,,,.,. 

' 

Appe&ral)Ce, Not Facts 
The Reagan camp does not want Its 

man to try to make debating points 
against the President or match Mr. Car­
ter fact for fact, on the ground that the 
Califoma..,'s great strength is in convey­
ing re.assu:-ance to viewers with his call'!: , 
teieger:ic ma.-.ne:-. his soot.h.ing voice anc 
his easy s:niles and folksy nods . 

"I t.r.:.::i< a;;;::-earance is en ore impor-..an, 
than a whole bwic.h of facts - how you 
look, how you act, and how you present 
yourself, " said William E. Timmons, Mr. 
Reagan's de;,uty campaign manager. 
"Reagan will be calm, cool and ~llected 
and the President will be tense, just as he I 
was at the AJ Smith diru.er In New York 
the other night." 

Right now each side is seeking to lower 
expectations and talk up the other ma.n's 
skill. Reagan . aides contend that the 
President , as i.nc:umbent, has an advan­
tage because of his detailed knowledge of 
the day•t~day workings of the Govern­
ment. But Caner lieutenants say U-,at 

1

1 
their man has more to lose because the 
public expects more of him. 

For the Carter side, I.he ideal result 
would be !or Mr. Reagan to make a gaffe 
that would leave rum· on the defensive. 
For the Reagan team, the best outcome • 
would be for the ?resident to aime across 1• 

as tense and shrill. 
Nelther Side Taking Chances 

. Each side has laid on extensive prepa­
rations and slowed its pace so its candi­
date can catch his breath and aicies can 
focus on this one event. · 

The Reagan camp, followi.ng tec.h­
nioues 1.LSed !or the earlier dt-bate 11,ith 
Jo!ui B. A.m!erson, is maJdng plans to set 
w;, r-•--:-;: ;:,":i'.:'!S of questic,~.ers eve:- the 

Wttkend to run Mr. Reagan through i.!ve ' 
rehearsals of likely questions. . 

Getting re.ady for the Anderson debate, 
Mr. Reagan was put through his paces by , 
Senators Hcr,,.-ard H. Baker Jr. of Tennes- ! 
see and John G. Tower of Texas , former 1 

Treasury Secretary William E: Simon : 
and Representative Margaret Heckler of . 
Massac.fiusetts, who actea a.s_questioning 

1

, 
I reporters. David Stockman, a former A.Ii-

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 24, 1980 

derson aide who Joined the Reagan cam­
paign. was a stand-in for Mr. Anderson. 

James A. Baker 3d, the Reagan deb.ate 
manager, refuses to say who wiH stand ill 
for President carter In the rehears.a.ls. 

Movies and Brleflng Books 
Although Mr. Reagan ,;r,1ll probably be 

shown movies of the 1976 Presidential de­
bates to study .Mr. Caner's debating 
style, Mr. Cuter's a.ides said th.at the 
President had already watched Mr. Rea• 
gan debate several tunes this year. Mr. 
Carter will use the extensive question­
and-answer briefing books that he nor­
mally employs for oews coo!erence:s. · 

The Carter team inltlally pro~ that 
the two men debate each other with only a 
moderator and no questioners. But the 
Reagan side objected, Mr. Meese said., on 
the ground that Mr. caner would be eva- , 
sive and that a structured format with j 
follow-up questions would "make it easi•I · 
est to call him into account. " 

Mr. Powell said the caner side was 
partic:ularly pleased that the deb.ate, / 

!
which 11,ill be held in Cleveland Cocveo-­
tion Center, would permit reporters to 
I follow up questions and the candidates to 

I rebut and etiunter-rebut each other. 
"I don't t.hi!'..k anyone's counting on get­

' ting Reagan rattled," he sai<1. "'il.0[11,r 
w ' · · make sure he .. 
called on ln istenc1es ao lCl ausibil-
t.les in s posiuons." 

Other Utter a1des disclosed thai 
,memorandums had been prepared detail­
ling shifts in Mr. Reagan's positions on . 

!
tuition tax credits, the Iranian host.age 
issue, relations with Moscow, Social Se-
cwity and the selection of judges. . 

Reagan aides said their man would 
welcome the chance to talk more about 
war and peace issues as well as the econ­
omy. They said that he would be ready to 
discuss the host.age issue but would not 
raise it. "That's a hand grenade for both 
sides," said one Reagan aide. ' 

1----------------



LIKELY CARTER ATTACK LINES 

e Carter Attacks 

@ RR Flip-Flops 



CARTER ATTACK LINES 

Economy 

1. RR economic proposals are wildly inflationary. 

2. RR can't cut taxes, raise defense spending, and balance 
the budget -- unless he uses mirrors or drasticall y cuts 
social programs. 

3. RR plan is Robin Hood in reverse -- take from the poor 
and give to the rich. More GOP trickle down. 

Energy 

RR claims of massive domestic oil and gas supplies are 
exaggerated. 

RR ' s plans would greatly enrich big oil. 

Environment 

RR believes pollution is caused by elements of our own 
env ironment trees, volcanoes, etc . RR thinks pollution 
under control; yet, there is a long way to go. 

Urban - Housing 

RR proposal to turn urban problems over to cities means 
abandoning urban areas to further decay . Fed must help 
because local governments don't have resources to help 
themselves. 

Labor 

RR pretends to be a friend of labor, but opposes decent 
minimum wage, Davis-Bacon wage protection. 

Health 

RR at one time opposed Medicare and Medicaid, and now 
opposes comprehensiv e national health insurance, yet 
there are so many individuals who can't afford priv ate 
care. 

Education - Welfare 

RR opposes Department of Education which will provide co­
ordinated, comprehensiv e policy of education for this 
country. 



Women's Issues 

RR doesn't support keystone of women's rights campaign. 
Supreme Court suggestion is sellig seat for votes. 

Minorities and Civil Rights 

RR has been insensitiv e to the needs of blacks and other 
minorities. Would divide nation. 

Defense 

RR has habit of calling for use of military force in 
e very tense international situation. A dangerous habit. 

Defense -- Arms Control 

RR would scrap SALT II treaty, leaving no arms control 
policy in place and no basis for SALT III. This would 
encourage arms race. 

Nonproliferation 

RR states nonproliferation is "none of our business." 
This simplistic policy leads to dangerous potential 
for expansion of nuclear club and nuclear holocaust. 

China 

RR would disrupt the U.S. friendship with China over 
Taiwan issue, a policy which has been prompted by 3 
Presidents and has provided for increased trade oppor­
tunities, as in the case of grain sales, and is help­
ful in counterbalancing the power of USSR. 

Overall 

RR has been flip-flopping on issues just to win votes. 
Who is the real Ronald Reagan? 



DEFENSE ON REAGPu"J "FLIP-FLOPS" 

Carter and Mondale have been charging that RR is 
shifting his position on many issues (e . g ., OSHA 
NYC bailout, Chrysler, etc.) in order to win votes ~ 

Points to be Made: 

1. Amazed that Mr. Carter would dare to raise that issue -- giv en 
his performance. Since 1976, he's changed his position so many 
times that State Dept. may have to stop giving policy briefings 
ev ery day -- and make them every hour. 

5 economic policies, 3 in past 8 months 
Changed his mind on defense, natural gas deregulation, 
UN resolution on Jerusalem, etc . , etc. 

2 . Wi th regard to RR's position, his philosophy has not changed -­
basically believes that we must get America moving again and that 
i nstead of a weak America, we must have a strong America. 

3. On some issues, RR has indeed modified his stance but these 
have been for good reasons: 

On some issues, circumstances have changed. Example: 
Mayor Koch has done an excellent job in NYC that RR 
believes Washington should continue to support the 
city. Anyone running for President must know enough 
to take changing circumstances into account. 

RR also knows that a President -- to be a good President -­
must represent all the people -- rich and poor, white and 
black, hardhats and shopkeepers -- and that's what he I 
intends to do. 

4. So, there may have been some changes and no doubt, if elected, RR 
may occasionally make changes in the future. But there is one thing / 
that unfortunately cannot be changed today -- and that is the record 
of the Carter administration over the past 4 years and the misery , 
suffering it has caused. That is the heart of this campaign -- and / 
that is what we must address in this debate. --J 



RR ATTACK / CARTER VULNERABILITIES 

• Broken Promises from 1 976 Debates 

• Selected Quotes from 1976 Debates 

• Carter Flip-Flops 

• Carter Misstatements 

• From Friends of Carter 

• What Foreigners Think of Carter 



BROKEN PROMISES FROM THE 19 76 DEBATES 

l . Never raise taxes 

"I would nev er do anything that would increase t h e 
taxes for those who work for a living, or who are 
presently required to list all their income." (1st debate) 

2. Reduce unemployment to 4½ % 

3. Control inflation 

4. Balanced budget by end of 1st term 

5. High economic growth; 5-5½ % a year 

6. Increased development and use of coal 

7. No food embargoes 

8. 

"I would never single out food ... as a trade embargo i tem." 
(2nd debate) 

Stand by Taiwan 

"I would never let that friendship with the People's 
Republ i c of China stand in the way of the preservation of 
the independence and freedom of the people on Taiwan." 

(2nd debate) 

9. Strong and respected overseas. 

10. Less sacrifice than under a Ford Presidency 

"We'll never have a balanced budget, we'll never meet the 
needs of our people, we'll never control the inflati onary 
spiral, as long as we have seven and a half or eight million 
people out of work, who are looking for jobs. And we 
probably got two-and-a-half more million people who are 
not looking for jobs anymore, because they've given up hope. 
That is a very serious indictment of this administration. 
It's probably the worst one of all." (3rd debate) 

Other :Promises: reduce White House staff and budget. .reorganize 
.government the federal government ... merit selection of judges. 

do nothing to encourage abortions ... good health care. 

Total Broken Promises From 1976 Campaign 

667 
130 
227 
238 

Total Promises Made 
Kept 
Broken 
Unkept, Unkeepable, Unverifia~le 
(Source: RNC, January 1980) 



SELECTED JIMMY CARTER QUOTES FROM THE 1976 DEBATES 

Balanced Budget, Economy 

"I believe by the end of the first four years of the next term 
we could have the unemployment rate down ~o 3 percent, ... a con-
trolled inflation rate and have a balanced growth of ... about 
5%, which would give us a balanced budget ... " 

9/ 23 / 76 

"We'll never have a balanced budget, we'll never meet the 
needs of our people, we'll never control the inflationary 
spiral, as long as we have seven and a half or eight million 
people out of work, who are looking for jobs. And we 
probably got two-and-a-half more million people who are not 
looking for jobs anymoie, because the y 've given up hope. 
That is a very serious indictment of this administration. 
It's probably the worst one of all." 

10/22/76 

Foreign Policy, Defense 

"I think the Republican Administration has been almost all 
style and spectacular, ... not substance ... the Ford Administra­
tion has failed ... Our country is· not strong any more. We are 
not respected any more. We can only be astrong overseas if we 
are strong at home. And when I become President, I will not 
only be strong in those areas but also in defense." 

10/6/76 

"We also want to revert back to the stature of and the respect 
that our country had in previous Administrations ... it will come 
if I am elected." 

10/6/76 

"The number one responsibility of any President, above all else, 
is to guarantee the security of our Nation, an ability to be 
free of the threat of attack or blackmail, and to carry out 
our obligations to our allies and friends, ... " 

10/6/76 

"With our economy in such terrible disarray, and getting worse 
by the month ... this kind of deterioration in our economic 
strength is bound to weaken us around the world." 

10/6/76 



CARTER FLIP-FLOPS 

Natural Gas Policy 

'76 Campaign -- promised deregulation of natu~al gas. 
Sent letter to gov ernors of 3 states (Okla., La., Miss.) 
to win critical votes. 

'77 -- came out for continued regulation and expanded 
regulation. Called decontrol a rip-of f . 

Gco~::y-- signed deccntrol legislation. 

L 5 Economic programs in 3½ years. 

National Defense 

'76 Campaign -- promised to cut military spending by 
$5-7 billion. 

'77 through December '79 fights Congressional attempts 
to increase defense budget, delays MX, cancels B-1. 

'80 Campaign -- claims to be increasing military spending 
(Democratic Senators say "hypocrisy".) 

Government 

'76 Campaign 

'80 Campaign 

Military 

promised to reduce size of government 

created Departments of Energy and Education. 

Convinced Helmut Schmidt to accept neutron bomb deployment 
in West Germany . 

Then left Schmidt open to attack by left-wing faction when 
decided not to deploy; pulled rug out from under Schmidt 
2 days after Schmidt public announcement. 

Foreign Policy 

9/ 7/ 79 -- Said of Soviet brigade in Cuba "unacceptable" 

Three weeks later, accepted Soviet brigade. 

On Cuban Refugees 

Anounced "open heart and open arms." 

Ten days after, ordered halt. 



CARTER MISSTATE~.ENTS 

Senator Henry Jackson 
--Carter said Senator Jackson has a habitually "warlike attitude" 

toward other nations. March 31, 1976-New York, Times. 

--Carter accused Jackson of "making deliberately false statements 
about me" and "consistently telling fal3ehoods." 

--He also accused Jackson of exploiting the busing issue and its 
"racial connotations" in Massachusetts. 

President Lyndon Johnson 
LBJ: A LIAR 

--Carter in his Playboy interview said of Richard Nixon and 
and Lyndon Johnson, "But I don't think I would ever take on 
the same frame of mind that Nixon o-r Johnson did-lying, cheating 
and distorting the truth." November 1976-Playboy Interview. 

Senator Hubert Humphrey 
--Carter apologized for having said Hubert Humphrey was "too old" 

to be President. March 31, 1976-New York Times. 

Vietnam 
--U.S. bombing of Vietnamese villages reflected "racial discrimin­

ation." By May on the campaign trail he was calling the war 
"racist" and condemning the U.S. decision to "firebomb villages." 
Ju~y 7, 1976-Washington Post. (Reappearance-Democratic Issues­
Noverr.ber 23, 1975.) 

"Killer Rabbit" 

"I was by myself in the boat, and I saw this ani.mal swimming ... 
toward me ... When it got close enough that I could see the rabbit 
was going to come in the boat with me, I took the boat paddle and 
hit the water at the rabbit , and he eventually and reluctantly turnec 
away and went to the shore ... the rabbit I don't think was trying 
to attack me ... it was a fairly robust looking rabbit." April 29, 
1979-Washington Post. Repeated-August 29, 1979. 

~Temporary Inconveniences" 

In response to a question about inability to solve problems of 
inflation and unemployment, Carter responded (in part): 

"you know people tend to dwell on the temporary inconveniences 
and the transient problems that our nation faces." October 20, 1980. 
Appearance in Youngstown, Ohio-Washington Star-Repeated October 21, 
19 80. 



FROM THE "FRIENDS" OF JIM.'1Y CARTER 

lo Senator Edward Kennedy 

"You really have to be sniffing the roses in the 
Rose Garden to think there is no suffering in the 
steel industry." 
-- April 4, 1980 Washington Star 

''We have an administration that believes in throwing 
people out of work to fight inflation. That is an 
administration without heart. " 

April 1, 1980 Washington Post 

On the UN vote bl under: '' . makes American foreign 
policy the laughingstock of nations throughout the 
world." 
-- New York Press Conference 

Asked about Carter's view that the economy was looking 
up. "What Carter is saying i s that the country is 
getting better because it's getting sicker at a slower 
rate." 
-- May 24, 1980 Washington Post 

"The only environment he (Carter) wants to save is his 
own rose garden." 

May 31, 1980 LA Times 

o State Senator Julian Bond (Georgia) (on Black issues) 

r 

;; In 1976, this nation turned to a man who clearly knew 
the words to our hymns, but who in less than a year 
had forgotten the numbers on our paychecks." 
-- July 19, 1980 Washington Post 

Senator Daniel P. Moynihan 

"I will go up and down the state of New York and sav 
that the Administration broke its word. I am tired 
of people lying to us on this first subject. " 
-- January, 1980 hearings on tuition tax credits 

"President Carter's likening of the 'Palestinian cause' 
to 'the civil rights movement here in the United States' 
has properly evoked utter disbelief . " 
-- August 2, 1979 

Senator Henry Jackson 

"'We appear to be going from one crisis to another.'" 
-- May 13, ·1980 Wall Street Journal 



o Senator Ernest P. Hollings (Senate Budget Committee Chairman) 
(Democrat, S.C.) 

Accused President Carter yesterday of the "height of 
hypocrisy" and "outrageous, deplorable conduct" for 
assailing a compromise congresisonal budget plan as 
too defense heavy . 

May 29, 1980 Washington Post re FY 81 defense 
spending plan. 

• Representativ e John E. Moss (Demo, 

"President Carter has been the least effective presi ­
dent since he (Rep. Moss) came to Capitol Hill." 

February 8, 1978 Washington Star (on retiring 
after 26 years in Congress) 



FOREIGN COMMENTS TOWARDS CARTER 

Helmut Schmidt sought repeatedly to determine U.S. plans on l y to 
"read about it, with newspapers." (Time reports Schmidt broke into 
tears over Carter's failure to understand his responsibi l ity as 
leader of the U.S.) · 

Singapore's P.M. Lee Kuan Yew: "a sorry admission of the limits 
of America's power", refering to Carter's vision of U.S. role. 

Time, August 18, 1980 

High-level British pol i cymak er: "Consultation by the Americans with 
their European allies has been at its lowest ebb since Suez." 

-- Time, June 30, 1980 

The prestigious London "Economist" says in its 10/18/80 edition: 
"The conviction that Mr. Carter is a dangerously second-rate 
president rests upon the observation that his first term has 
been marked more by failure than by success, and the fear that 
there is something in the man which makes it unlikely that the 
pattern would change in a second term. 

The following quotes were taken from the Chicago Tribune, 
August 21, 1979: 

"The American presidency is experiencing its most serious crisis in 
50 years, in many respects more serious than Watergate." 

-- Il Giornale, Milan 

"Placing a 34-year-old imagemaker, Hamilton Jordan, at that power 
level of the Western world leaves some people uneasy. The members 
of carter's young team are the most expensive apprentices in the 
world." 

-- Handelsblatt, · Dusseldorf 

"Jimmy Carter's difficulties are the result 
relationship with the traditional political 

of his ambiguous 
groups that dominate 

Congress." 
-- Le Matin, Paris 

"After 30 months in office, Carter appears to be more a preacher 
than a statesman, with many exhortations but little action." 

-- Frankfurter Allgemeine Ze i tung 



Memorandum To: Governor Reagan 

Sub ject: Carter's Welfare Record i n Georgia 
From: Caspar W. Weinber ger 
Copies to: Ed Meese 

Martin Anderson 

October 20, 1980 

The Governor and Carter were both governors during the period 
1970-1974. 

Under Carter: Welfare rolls rose in Georgia by 19.3%. The 
average bGnefit declined by $1 per month (from 
already very low levels) 

Under Governor Reagan: Welfare rolls in California declined 
8%. (If you use the period 1971-1974, 
they declined 23%) The average 
monthly benefit rose $67 a month (or 
34 % ) • 

State Employees: During the same period, State Employees 
increased 8% in California, 34% in Georgia. 
The average increase for all states was 16%. 

Spending: In Georgia, 1971-1975, all state spending rose 35 %. 
In California, same period, state spending rose 
only 9%. 

The national average state spending increase during 
this period was 25%, so state spending was held 
well below the national average in California 
during these 4 years; ...b-1::1-t--in Geg.i:g-i-a ---i-t~ 
tha.Fl: b,icc the nat-i-o:a-a-1----av~-age-:-

The above figures came from Warren Brooks of the Boston 
Herald. I checked with him, and he confirms those figures. 
His sources were: HEW for the Welfare figures (based on 
reports from the states); the U.S. Statistical Abstract, 
published by the Census Bureau, for the years 1974-79. The 
spendi ng figures are in constant 1971 $, measured by the 
GNP deflation. 

Caspar W. Weinberger 

CWW:pl 
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REAGAN'S CALIFORNIA RECORD ON THE TOUGH ISSUES 

Spending 

•Between 1967 and 1975, California's rate of per capita spending 
growth was the lowest among the ten most populous states, and 
was lower than.in 45 of the other 49 states. 

•Reagan reduced the real (inflation-adjusted) rate of spending 
growth by two-thirds of what it had been under Pat Brown. 

•Reagan vetoed 994 bills in his two terms, which prevented an 
estimated $1S!l billion in spending. Only l veto overridden. 

LBet,~een 1971 and 1975, when both Reagan and Carter were governors, 
real per capita spending grew by three percent in California 
versus 14 percent in Georgia. 

Taxes 

( •Between Reagan's first full fiscal year in office (FY 1968) and 
the end of his second term (FY 1975) per capita state taxes in 
California grew at a lower rate than in 47 of the other 49 states. 

•Per capita state and local taxes combined grew at a lower rate 
than in 45 of the other 49 states between fiscal years 1968 .and 1975. 

•There were some tax increases during Reagan's terms, but they 
helped to turn a million dollar a day deficit when he took 
cffice to a $554 million surplus when he left. 

•Prudent fiscal practice paid off. When Reagan was Governor, 
California's bonds were upgraded to the highest possible bond 
rating, Moody's Triple-A, for the first time in 31 years. 

State Government Employment 

•The civil service work force under RR's control grew as much in RR's 
entire eight years as it did in only one year under his predecessor. 
Based on State Personnel Board figures, California's full-time civil 
E=rvice work force grew by only 6000 employees (5.8%) in 8 years, 
or an average only 750 employees a year (less than one percent 
annually). 

•state employment, relative to population, grew at less than one-third 
the national state average (10% versus 33%) between 1966 and 1974. 

D 
. . 

Between 1970 and 1974, the approriate benchmarks for comparing 
Carter's and Reagan:s records as Gove:nor, California state.ei;1ployrnent , 
relative to population, grew at one-sixth the rate of Georgia s 

(4% versus 26%). 
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Welfare 

Reagan's welfare refonn program began in January, 1971 throuah 
administrative means, and was incorporated into legislation in 
October, 1971. The results were: 

•The California welfare rolls were growing at the rate of about 
40,000 per month as 1971 began. But between April and November 

· of 1971, as the refonn program began to take effect, 175,000 
people left the rolls. The decline continued through the 
end of 1974. 

•From the time the welfare refoi:ms started to take effect in 
1971 until late 1974, the close of the Reagan Administration, 
there were over 850,000 fewer persons on family welfare and 
general assistance programs than had been projected by legislative 
and other experts prior to the 1971 refonns. 

•Between fiscal years 1967 and 1975, real per capita welfare 
spending in California grew 42% versus a national state average 
growth of 131%. 

•Benefits to truly needy increased by an average of more than 40%. 

Consumer Protection 

•Reagan reorganized the various consumer protection bureaucracies 
into a single Department of Consumer Affairs, thereby giving 
consumers a single department with which to deal. 

•Reagan supported the establishment of a Division of Auto Repairs 
to crack down on unscrupulous practices, signed legislation p r otectin~ 
the public against unordered merchandise, and approved legislatio~ 
giving consumers the power to sue for damages and injunctions in 
deceptive practices cases. 

Environmental Protection 

•Reagan created an Air Resources Board which greatly strengthened 
the state's powers to control air pollution. 

[ 

· d ram that outfitted cars with the most 
Reag~n 7mplemente a progl devices available, reducing hydrocarbon 
sophisticated smog contra •a C lif had toughest anti-
emissions by 90%. Nader group later sai a • 
smog laws in the U.S. 

•Reagan played a major role in enacting the California Water Quality 
Quality Act of 1969--the strongest water pollution control law in 
U.S. history. 

Occupational Safety 

•Reagan presided over the 1973 creation of Cal/OSHA, Californi a's 
safety agency. None of Cal/OSHA's standards have been challenged 
in court since the agency's inception. 
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C:-iIO: Facts 

Khen Carter proclaims economic revival, RR can partly 
rebut by telling him to look around at some of the econ­
omic misery in Ohio: 

Ur.e::tployment: 

Youngstown: 

Ohio 10.2% 
9.l"s 

'Ueveland (city) 

10/8 trip by RR 

(July, 1980) 
(l\.uq., 1980) 
12. 7°" (July, 1980) · 

• RR spoke at largely abandoned Jones and Laughlin plant in 
Mahoning Valley, where 13,000 jobs have been lost in last 
3 years ... and buildings were "shells of what once were 
busy rolling mills and blast furnaces. 

Cleveland: 

• Ford Motor Company -- out of 8500 workers, 7000 have now 
been laid off. 

• City economy: City defaulted on $15 million in ~unicipal 
notes in 1978. Has embarked on 3-year recovery plan, now 
has first balanced budget in long time. ~uch of progress 
due to new Republican mayor, George V. Voinovich. But for 
complete recovery, city needs healthy national economy. 

• ~ort0age rates for 30-year mortgage, now 12.7%. 

• Housing costs (medium priced new/old home sales average) 

1976 

1980 

1984 

$43,200 

$64,300 

$95,800 (projected under Carter inflation) 

For the Cleveland, Akron and Lorain areas. 



ECONOMY 

• The Economy 

• A Bright' Economic Future Under Carter? 

• Attack Points on Carter Reindustrialization Program (RIP) 

• Reagan's 5-Point Strategy for Economic Growth 

• Responding to Carter's Attacks on RR's Economic Plan 
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THE ECO:--i01·1Y 

~e 
( Hl s 

Carter Record--Worst of any President in SO years. 
"Se ven Deadly Sins:" 

I 

I 
I 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 
j . 

6. 
7. 

Created the worst inflation since t.1-..'II 
--As high as 18~ this spring 
8 million unemployed now--highest s ince 
Great Depression 

✓ --If a~l the men and women out of work st e ed 
in line (2 feet apart), the line would 
stretch from New York to Los Angeles . 

Nearly doubled the level of taxation . 
--The a verage family of 4, pay s 

$5,000 more in taxes a year. 
Increased federal spending by more t han 5 0 %. 
Four y ear deficit is biggest of an y Presid en t 
in histor y . 
--Last year's deficit (including off budget) 
single largest in histor y ---$77 billion. 
Increased national debt by o ver 40%. 
Hi;hest interest rates since the Civ il War. 

When Carter 
Elected Today 

Inflation 
Unemployment 
Misery Index 

4.8% 
7. 3 

12 

12%+ 
7 . 5 

20 
14 Mortgage Interest Rates 9 

Carter in 1976 debates promised that by end of 1st term, 
would reduce unemployment to 4½ %, inflation would be 
controlled, budget would be balanced. Also promised in 
deba t es ne ver to raise taxes for working people. 

~hat 4 More Years of Carter Will Be Like: 

Another four years of Carter inflation will 
mean that goods will cost twice as much as 
when he was elected. In t h e September '80 
fi gures released last Frida y , the cost of 
groceries was escalating at the annual rate 
of 25.3 %. Examples of 1984 prices with continued 
Car t er i n flation: 

✓ Milk 
Bread 
Hamburger 

S3.60 / half gallon 
1. 8 S / loaf 
2 ·~ 1 7 /pound 

Senate budget committee estimates that with Car t er 
programs, federa: taxes will double once again by 
1985 (to $1 . 1 tr i llion). 

Under Carter economic programs, Washington sc hed u led 
to take 30 cents out of every new dollar earned in 
the economy. Washington already taxing at war-time levels . 

\ ' 



THE :::co:~O.M Y: Page 2 

Carter Blames Evervone But Himself 

1. Has blamed OPEC 
2. Has blamed ~~erican people (the ir ~alaise) 
3. Has blamed Federal Reserve mo.;t rece:1tly (even 

though he appointed 5 of 7 members, · including 
the chairman). 

I 
Sy~~ol administration: Finger pointed the other wa y. 

Carter Still Fails to Recognize the Source cf the Problem 

September 12, 1979 speech: 
reduce inflation." 

"Go ver n;-;-, en t c annot ... 

Oct. 14, 1980 speech. Listed as first ca..1se of inflation 
"The failure to raise adequate rev en..1es at a time of 
greatly increase public spending." 

Carter Also Fails to Appreciate the Suffering 

Oct. 20, 1980, speech, when asked abo ~t inflation and 
un employment, told audience in Youngstown, Ohio: 
American people shouldn't dwell on "te:-:c:::>orarv inconveniences." 
--Not temporary inconv enience to elderly and poor. 

Under Carter, "real spendable median income" (after taxes 
and inflation) has dropped about 10% since 1977. (NOTE: 
some other measurements show slight increase since 19 7 7, 
but all show that upward escalator has stalled for personal 
income i n U.S. The pie has just stopped growin :; .) 



A BRIGHT ECONOMIC FUTURE UNDER CARTER? 

The nation's economy is "well on the way to a full 
recovery ... I think the future looks very bright for us." 

Jimmy Carter 
Youngstown, Ohio 
October 20, 1980 

Points to be Made: 

1. Inflation may choke recovery: There is a widesoread 
concErn among economists that high interest rate~ a~d 
high inflation will cause the fragile recovery to stall 
out within a matter of weeks. 

"As we look ahead, after several months of 
improving real activity, the recovery is 
likely to suffer a setback around the turn 
of the year ... The recent run-up in interest 
rates reduces the likelihood that the summer 
economic rebound will initiate a sustained 
recovery." 

Walter Heller 
John Kennedy's chief 
economic advisor 
October 17, 1980 

2. Can anyone trust Carter this 
promised us less inflation, less 
budget -- and look what we got. 
again? 

time? Last time, he 
unemployment, a balanced 
Why should we trust him 

Example of Carter's lousy forecasting: At 
beginning of 1978, he forecast a 6% inflation 
over next 12 months. Turned out to be 13%. 
Jimmy Carter's license as a forecaster ought 
to be revoked. 

3. Even Carter's own men don't believe him: Consider 
recent comments from some of those closest to him: 

✓ "We're not going to see any quick progress 
for inflation ... it will take seven or eight 
years for the rate to drop" to' an acceptable 
level. 

Treasury Secretary 
William Miller 
New York Daily News 
October 23, 1980 
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On that same day, Alfred Kahn, Carter's chief 
inflation fighter, warned that consumer food 
prices will rise sharply for the remainder 
of the year nearly 12 % in months ahead . 

Washington Post 
October 23, 1980 

4. A Reagan Dare: If Jimmy Carter believes the 
economy is so bright, I agree with what Ted Kennedy 
said some months ago -- he's been so busy sniffi ng roses 
in the rose garden that he's lost touch with America. 
I dare him to come with me tomorrow morning -- and I'll 
take him on my own plane -- to see the real America of 
1980: 

South Bronx 
Youngstown (Jones & Laughlin) 
Detroit (where auto sales announced last week 

were sharply below a year ago) 



ATTACK POINTS ON CARTER REINDUSTRIALIZATION PROGRAM (RIP) 

• 

[ 
[ 

• 

Carter revitalization program is fifth program in this 
administration and the third economic program in last 
eight months. 

Program jeopardizes pension funds by using them to bail out 
firms in financial trouble. Very troublesome for union 
members. 

Many observers believe this plan is election-year 
window dressing. Has never been sent to Hill and 
there is little evidence that serious work is being 
done on it. 

Federal tax burden would rise more than $80 billion 
next year. 

• Carter plan does not significantly impact unemployment. 
Administration's own spokesmen say that even with the plan 
unemployment would run at 8.5% a year. 

• Credit against Social Security tax is meager, a bandaid for 
larges~ peace-time tax increase (Carter social security tax); 
barely offsets inflation of last 4 years. 

• Economic Revitalization Board designed to create a working 
partnership for business and industry, has potential for 
further government interference. We don't need another 
agency. Federal welfare for business. Parallels British 
economic sickness. 



REAGAN'S FIVE-POINT STRATEGY FOR ECONOMIC GROWTH 

1. REDUCE GOVERNMENT SPENDING 

Reagan Proposed Percentage Reduction in Senate Budget 
Committee Projected Spending 

1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 

Expected Reductions 2% 4% 5% 6% 7% 

Reductions Goal 3% 6% 8% 10% 10% 

--Carter projects annual federal spending will increase 
from $563.6 billion in FY 80 to over $900 billion in 1985. 

--RR expects to cut the FY 85 amount e,y $64 billion . ($13 billion 
in FY 81) 

- Through comprehensive assault on waste and inefficiency, 
including: 
- Appointments of men and women who want spending control. 

Immediate freeze on level federal employment (note: par­
tial freeze now in effect). 
National Citizens' Task Forces to rigorously examine 
every department, agency (as RR did in California). 
Spending Control Task Force (chaired by Weinberger, for ­
mer 0MB director) to submit detailed report during tran·­
si tion on elimination of waste, e xtravagance. 
RR plan will carefully preserv e necessary entitlements 
already in place -- e.g., Social Security. But RR will 
restrain Congressional desire for "add ons" and will 
make administrative savings. 

2. REDUCE TAXES 

--Senate Budget Committee estimates federal tax revenues will 
wore than double e,y FY~ to $1.1 trillion~ year (rise of 
about $117 billion a year, total of $584 billion). Taxes 
next year will rise by $86 billion under Carter. 

--RR proposes a three-part program: 
Til Across-the-board reduction of 10% a year in indivi­

dual income tax rates, 1981, 1982, and 1983. 
(2) Indexation for personal income tax brackets thereafter. 
(3) Accelerated depreciation to stimulate job-creating invest­

ments. 
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3. 

Revenue effects 
Estimated loss in taxes: $172 billion · in 1985. 
Cuts would stimulate an additional 1% in annual 
ecoriomic growth by FY 85. Conservative Senate 
Budget Committee estimates are that such growth 
will produce an additional $39 billion in revenue 
in FY 85. RR, as a supply sider, has confidence 
that more revenues will be generated. 
Federal budget would move into balance in FY 83 -­
the first time since 1969 -- and would show surplus 
of $93 billion in FY 85. (Source: U.S. Budget 
FY 81). 

--Federal share of GNP 
Under Carter"; Federal share of GNP rising steadily: 
1976 18.5% (Source: U.S. Budget FY 81) 
1981 21.7% (projected) 
1985 24.4% (projected) Highest rate in history 
Under RR plan, federal share of GNP in 1985 would 
be 20.4%. 

16% lower than Carter and much closer to historical 
average. (Source: Sen. Budget Committee Minority) 
~ote that under Carter, Washington's projected 
share of economic growth through 1985 expected to 
' -3 • oe stunning 31%. 

Note RR still in favor of repealing destructiv e 
element{ windfall profits tax, estate and inheritance 
taxes, and providing tuition tax credits. But these 
not included in above estimates. Would be phased in 
when fiscally possible. 

DEREGULATION 

Thorough and systematic review pledged; RR to see 
how regulation has contributed to economic deteriora­
tion without backing away from general goals. 

Steps to implement include: 
Effective economic impact statements re future regs 
weighing cost against benefit. 
Working with Congress to tighten the reins on regu­
lators -- too much discretion today. 
Priority analysis of every current regulation to 
see if needed -- like sunset review. 
Special task force (headed by Dr. Murray Weiden-
baum, one of nation's foremost authorities on subject) 
to submit detailed recommendations in November. 
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4. SOUND MONETARY POLICY 

Independent Federal Reserve; but RR appointees 
would be men and women who share commitment to 
restoring value of US dollar and believe in sound, 
stable, and predictable monetary policy. 

5. RESTORE PUBLIC CONFIDENCE 

Carter has announced 5 new economic policies, 3 in 
the past 8 months. Uncertainty has created mass 
confusion, undermined credibility of his policies 
(only Carter certainty: more taxes, more hardship, 
more confusion). 

RR plans to establish and implement economic policy 
early -- within first 90 days -- and then stick to 
essentials of this policy. 

Policy wil be oriented toward the long-term; no 
sudden or capricious change of "rules of the game." 
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RESPONDING TO CARTER ATTACKS ON RR'S ECONOMIC PLAN 

I. Carter: RR economic proposals are wildly inflationary . 

1. Would never take advice on inflation from economists in 
the Carter administration. They have been about as helpful 
to the economy as the iceberg was to the Titanic. 

Gave us the worst inflation in peactime history. 

Act as if no one can cure. But Gerald Ford cut 
inflation in half in less than 2 years. And 
Germany and Japan, even though they are more 
dependent on oil than U.S., last year had inflation 
rates less than half our own. Inflation can be 
controlled. 

Finally, they misunderstand the cause of inflation. 
Carter said last year that "government cannot ..... . 
reduce inflation" (Washington Star 9/12/79). 
Absolutely wrong: government is the chief cause of 
inflation. 

2. RR would cut to the heart of problem by cutting the 
growth of govt spending. Would cut at least 7% -- goal 
of 10% -- from projected Carter spending. Comprehensive 
assault on waste and · fraud, begin to return some responsibilities 
to the states. Would balance the budget by 1983. 

3. Cuts would be joined by reduction in tax rates designed to 
spur economic growth~ increase productivity of our workers. 

By producing more goods, we will finally end the 
inflationary cycle of too much money chasing too 
few goods. 

Disagree with Carter economists that it is not 
inflationary for government to spend your money 
but is inflationary for you to spend it. That's the 
kind of elitist thinking that has gotten us in such 
a mess. 

4. The projections in my proposal are very conservative 
project inflation rate of about 7 . 5%, but convinced that if 
we finally jolt the economy out of stagnation, we can do much, 
much better. 

Ford -- with his strong use of veto power -- actually 
brought the inflation rate down 20% faster in 1975 than his 
advisers predicted. 

RR in California also brought down inflation. 
Veto a powerful weapon there too. 

So it can be done. 
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II. Carter: RR can't cut taxes, raise defense spenctinq and 
balance the budget -- unless he uses mirrors or drastically 
cuts social programs. 

1. Accept the fact that Mr. Carter sincerely believes this -­
because the way he intends to balance the budget over the next 
four years is to raise taxes by over a trillion dollars. Under 
Carter, Washington alone will take better than 30 cents out of 
every dollar in the economy over next four years. 

2. But the Carter economists are living in the past with ideas 
that no longer work. They still cling to the notion that the 
answer to our economic and social problems is for Washington 
to spend and spend, tax and tax, elect and elect. That may 
have worked 40 years ago, but it is bleeding us dry today. 

RR puts his faith in new and more powerful idea: 
economic growth through a revival of the supply side 
of the economy. Inject new life into the private 
sector. 

3. RR has been working with some of best economists in country 
two former chairmen of the Council of Economic Advisers 
(Greenspan and Burns), a Nobel laureate (Milton Friedman), 
former secretary of the Treasury (Simon) and others -- to build 
an economic program based on hope -- not despair. 

4. Because Carter has built so much inflation into the economy, 
tax revenues will be growing faster than Washington will be able 
to effectively use. Carter wants to have Washington spend most of 
that extra revenue; RR wants to give some of it back to the 
taxpayers. 

5. Cuts in tax rates will then allow both consumers and business 
to expand their buying power, will increase overall growth. 
Start up the economic engine again -- while also keeping all of 
Washington's social commitments and still balancing the budget. 

6. One point often overlooked: the underground economy. 
Professor Edgar Feige of University of Wisconsin has recently 
estimated that underground economy may be as high as 27% of GNP 
and it is growing at roughly triple the rate of the rest of the 
economy. (WS Journal, Oct. 20, 1980) 

Most Americans want to live within the law. If taxes 
can be lowered, RR believes that a good deal of this 
~nderground economy will go above ground -- becoming 
tax-supporting again. Carter economics is just driving 
them below ground. 

Also noteworthy that in underground economy -- where 
there are no real taxes -- prices may be as much as 
20-40% lower than above ground. Shows what can be done 
in a more tax-free environment. 

7. But the key point is this: RR is putting his faith in private 
enterprise and economic growth. Carter is putting his faith in 
more government -- and economic stagnation. 



III. Carter: RR plan is Robin Hood in reverse -- take from 
the poor and give to the rich. More GOP trickle-down. 

1. When Mr. Carter came back from Texas last week, he brought 
some of that horse manure with him. He's absolutely wrong about 
these tax cuts -- everyone in America gets the same cut in tax 
rates over the next three years. 

2. Proposal is heavily weighted toward middle income people, 
because they are the backbone of the American economy. Under 
RR plan, those who make under $30,000 each year would get more 
than half of the tax benefits -- even though they pay less than 
half of the taxes today. (Joint Committee on Taxation) 

3. As for the rich, just recall the tax cuts of Jack Kennedy that 
were so successful in the 1960s and ignited one of the strongest 
periods of economic growth in 40 years. RR plan very similar to 
Kennedy's. After Kennedy cut taxes across the board like this, 
the taxes paid by millionaires doubled within two years. 



ENERGY 

• Conservation desirable, but key is higher production. It can 
be done: 

US has 47 year supply of oil (including shale) 
27 years of natural gas 
321 years of coal. (1980 report from DOE & reports 

from US Geological Survey) 

• Carter talks about more production, but his actions discourage it: 

His Dept of Energy ($12 billion, 35,000 pages of regs) has 
increased red tape, bureaucracy . 
Oil: 
- His "windfall profits tax" will reduce production by 

500,000 barrels / day by 1990 (enough for 250,000 cars /year). 
- Burdensome restrictions on offshore leasing. Only 4% of 

Outer Continental Shelf offered for lease; no off-shore 
leasing in Alaska, and Carter has locked up nearly 100 
million square miles · of Alaskan land. 

Coal: 1,000 new pages of regs has contributed to one of worst 
slumps in history (22,000 miners out of work) 
Natural gas: His opposition to dereg and then signature on 
faulty bill (creating 23 pricing categories, extending controls 
to intrastate natural gas) holding production down. 
Nuclear: Under JC, net of 4 new plants ordered, 36 orders 
cancelled. Net loss of 32 plants equivalent to 900,000 
barrels / day of oil. 

Result of Carter policies: production far below potential 

Oil: In lower 48 states, production has fallen each year 
under JC; overall, down 12% (Total US production has gone up 
slightly because of new inflow from Alaska -- but that's only 
because of Alaskan pipeline, built over objections of many 
Democrats in Congress & long before Carter). 
Natural gas: production up only 2% in JC's first 3 years. 
Coal: Carter promised in 1979 to double production by 1985, 
but it has been increasing only 4% a year under JC so far. 
Nuclear: no new orders in 2 years. 

• American consumers also paying high price for Carter policies: 

• 

l 

Gasoline prices have doubled under JC; frequent long lines. 
Horne heating oil also up sharply. US average has increased 
from 41¢ per gallon in 1976 to $1.00 per gallon in 1980. 
Oil import bill has also doubled, creating worst trade deficits 
in US history, weak dollar. 

Reagan 4-Point 2nergy Policy 

1. Greatly accelerate production 
Dereg oil and natural gas ASAP. 
Accelerate federal leasing for oil, eliminate unnecessary 
regs on coal (consistent with good environment) 
Streamline nuclear licensing, upgrade nuclear safety 
standards, accelerate solutions for waste. 
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2. Encourage greater conserv ation, rel y ing primaril y on mar ket. 

Between 1973-78, industry on own produced 12% more goods 
with 6% less energy . 
Continue tax credits, faster depreciation to encourage 
greater energy investment. 

3. Accelerate development of national petroleum reserv es 

4 year old program is now 3½ years behind schedule . 
Designed to ha v e 6 month suppl y , has onl y 2 weeks. 
Carter vulnerable in l i ght of unsettled situation in 
Middle East . 

4. For long term future, provide research funds to stimulate 
new technologies such as solar, fusion. 

Other Notes 

1. Abolition of DOE: Carter will criticize as simplistic. RR would 
transfer necessary functions such as defense research to other 
departments. Reduce reg / related programs now costing $2 billion 
a year. 

2. Synthetic Fuel: RR has opposed Carter call for $88 billion 
Syn Fuels Corporation which cornmrnits government to subsidize 
syn fuels. More big government; could create white elephants . 
Better to support research on new technologies, let private 
enterprise develop the most promising. 

Windfall profits: Carter will assert RR trying to enrich big oi l . 
But the tax actually hits small independents who drill 80-90% 
of exploratory wells essential to new oil finds. Tax also makes 
US most expensive place to search for oil. 

4. 55 mph speed limit: RR does not reject -- wants to leave to states. 

5. Other Carter attack lines: 

RR statement about more oil in Alaska. Some estimates do 
show potential in Alaska greater than Saudi reserves, but 
critical point is Alaska shouldn't be locked up. 
RR statement that US could be energy self-sufficient in 5 years. 
Critical point again is to move consistently in right direction. 
Not like Carter. 
RR statement that conservation only means running out more 
slowly. If Carter raises, point out pure conservation/anti­
production will lead there. Critical point is to achieve balance 

US dependence on OPEC. Carter may claim it is down from 1979. 
But reason is the recession in 1980 and skyrocketing prices. 
If we get economy back on track, will discover that we are still 
excessively dependent on OPEC. 



NUCLEAR POWER 

• In next several years, U.S. has no choice but to rely upon 
more nuclear power and increased production of coal. 

• Carter agrees, but his ineffective leadership has jeopardized 
nuclear industry: 

JC unable to prevent Democrats from adopting platform 
calling for phase-out of nuclear plants. 

Since 1977, plans for 32 nuclear plants (net total) have been 
cancelled. Will mean loss of nearly 900,000 barrels of oil/day. 

Cancellations due in large part to public concern about safety, 
unresolved issue of nuclear waste disposal. 
- Carter Administration apathetic about safety until Three Mile 

Island. Then appointed Kemeny Commission to review safety 
efforts of Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Safety recommenda­
tions welcomed -- and we should proceed on them; give us a 
safer foundation on which to build. 
Administration and Congress also slow to address problem of 
nuclear waste. Technology has been largely developed, per 
experts, but hard political decisions still must be made on 
waste. Carter hasn't shown enough leadership here. 

• Reagan Approach: Move ahead with safe program. -1. Accelerate development of nuclear power through technologies 
that have been proven safe, efficient. 

2. Streamline licensing process through consolidation of present 
review process and through standardization of reactor design 
(outrageous that U.So, once the pioneer in nuclear power, now 
takes more than twice as long to plan and build new plant as 
Japan, many nations of Europe). 

3. Accelerate safety effort along lines of Kerneny report. 

4. Demonstrate waste disposal alternatives and try to solve 
difficult siting problems (no one wants in his backyard). 

'• I 



ENVIRONMENT 

• Healthy environment not a luxury but a necessity. 
to no one in commitment. 

• As Governor of California 

RR bows 

Clean air program left California with "toughest anti­
smog laws in the country," according to Na&r group. 
1st major revision of water quality laws in 2 decades. 
Added 145,000 acres of park land. 

• RR concerned that federal government going overboard. In 
the name of environmental purity, many regulations bring 
little environmental gain but have devastating impact on 
the economy. 

Example: Steel industry subject to 5,600 regulations, 
terrible unemployment, failing to compete. 
Carter election-year conversion not believable. 

• As President, would carefully balance environmental and 
economic needs. 

Move positively on urgent environmental problems 
toxic and nuclear wastes. Must be no more Love Canals, 
and we must solve the nuclear waste problem. 
- Carter response has been weak on both; extraordinary that 

1976 Toxic Wastes Act insufficiently funded until FY 81 
budget; that little progress made on nuclear waste disposal 

Comprehensive review of all regulations, modifying those 
that are inadequate, streamlining the burdensome, and 
eliminating the unnecessary. 
Re-evaluate goals and standards set by legislation passed 
nearly a decade ago (e.g., Clean Air Act up for review, 
renewal in 1981), using updated scientific evidence. 
Permit greater flexibility in meeting federal standards. 
Set standards but let individuals and companies find 
best way to meet. 
Open up more federal land to exploration for energy and 
minerals. Example: Alaska. 

• Summary: Make no mistake. RR will not permit the safety of 
our people or our environmental heritage to be jeopardized, 
but RR reaffirms that economic prosperity of our people is 
a fundamental part of our environment. 
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• Other Notes on Env ironment 
l. Carter may attack RR on: 

a. Recent press statement that air pollution "substan­
tially under control. 11 Carter rrnsunderstands RR' s 
point: namely, that U.S. has made great deal of 
progress in cleaning up air pollution, but cost of i achieving absolute purity (as some extremists want ) 
could be extremely high in terms of lost jobs, weak 
economy. Carter's own Council on Environmental 
Quality, in latest report (Dec. 1979, pg. ix) 
said that "overall, the nation's air quality 
is improving." 

b. Idea that pollution comes from trees, Mt. St. 
Helens. The general point is that pollutio n 
comes from many sources; some are more dangerous 
than others; what the nation needs is a bala nced 
program to preserve environment while also 
bringing economic growth . 

c. Carter may also charge ~h at RR as governor defied 
Clean Air Act of 1970, proposing air pollution con­
trol program reJected by EPA on 5 counts . RR re­
buttal: that was draconian plan for sta t e, would 
hav e included gas rationing, parking restrictions, 
land use control, restrictions on 70-80% LA auto 
traffic. CA and other states rejected such plans. 
RR vindicated in 1977 when Congress revised Clean 
Ai r Act, preventing EPA from carrying out such 
impractical measures. 

2. Acid Rain: current issue in North East, Great Lakes 
(including Ohio), and eastern Canada. Acid rain be­
liev ed by many to come from weak sulfuric and nitr i c 
acid precipitation resulting from power plants (coal 
esp.) . CEQ has said that cause and impact of acid 
rain still not clear. RR recognizes that problem 
needs further study . 

3. Toxic wastes: Hot issue. Public aroused by Love 
Canal in NY where 263 families evacuated. CEQ esti­
mates 1200-2000 U. S. disposal sites may pose risks; 
bu t 76 law (enacted under Ford) insufficientl y f unded 
under Carter. FY 81 budget finall y requests increases. 
Costs estimated for clean-up range from hundreds of 
millions to billions of dollars (Love Canal alone as 
high as $150 million). Controversy continues, especiall y 
regarding $4-5 billion Superfund which Congress now 
debating. Two issues involved: (1) Coverage -- should 
oil spills be covered, for example? (2) Who should pa y -­
industry, government, combination? 



URBAN & HOUSING POLICIES 

URBAN 

• The Carter Record: Carter proclaims his "Comprehensive 
Urban Policy"; the only thing comprehensive about it is 
its comprehensive failure. Examples: 

South Bronx: promises cruelly broken. 
Cleveland: out of 8500 workers in Ford plant, 7000 
laid off now. 
Detroit: unemployment this summer hit 18% (for minor­
ities, 56%) . 
Miami: riots showed unrest seething below the surface. 
New York: over past 5 years, has lost 73,000 manufac­
turing jobs (problem afflicting other cities). 
Mayor Koch has hands tied by Federal regulations in 
trying to solve problem. 
Overall, number of large cities operating in the red 
has doubled over last two years (over half of cities 
of over 100,000 now in red according to Joint Economic 
Committee report)~ 

Note: Carter claims big progress on legislation, but all three 
of his major bills abandoned by Congress because too complex. 
Carter's own 1980 National Urban Policy Report documents 
continued pattern of decline in central cities. 

o Reagan Agenda for the Cities 

1. Economic growth -- single most important solution. 

2. Private enterprise zones: in depressed urban areas, 
taxes and regulations would be reduced, encouraging 
new investment, job creation. Idea from England and 
now being tried there. 
/l'/611.E GIIMPUll£M~lllt 

3. Urban Homesteading: initiated by Ford in 1975, scaled 
down by Carter to bare minimum. Part of effort to 
revitalize neighborhoods. 

4. Give cities greater discretion over federal aid (block 
grants) . 

5. Reduce federal regulatory requirements that increase local 
tax burdens or skew expenditures. 

HOUSING 

• Carter Record: As RR saw in housing development in Kansas 
City, Carter economic policies have been devastating for 
American housing: 

Under Carter, cost of new housing has doubled; housing 
starts (while showing temporary improvement) are half the 
level when JC took office; rental construction down 12%. 
Under Carter, int~rest rates have been highest since Civil 
War (prime rate recently raised to 14% by major banks; 
mortgage rates now at 14%). 
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In 1976, Carter attacked Ford on basis that only 25% 
of families could afford new home; today, less than 
10% can afford. Median monthly payment on new house 
up to $556. 
Total loss to economy of housing slump est. at $125 billion 
in lost jobs, income equivalent of bankru~tcy of 5 Chryslers. 

• Reagan Agenda for Housing 

1. Economic growth -- again the solution. 

2. Encourage new savings through tax provisions (saving 
rate at lowest level in 30 years). 

3. Reduce regulatory maze (Seidel study for Rutgers est. 
that local, state, federal regs add 20% to cost of new 
house). 

4. Expand home ownership thru alternative mortgage instu­
ments for new homebuyers, older Americans, middle income 
Americans. 

5. Place greater emphasis upon rehabilitation of existing 
stock (thru local initiatives for neighborhoods). 



REAGAN AS FRIE~D OF LABOR 

RR haoov to run as friend of working men and wome~: 

1st Presidential candidate in history who is former union 
president. 

Solid labor record in California. 

Welcome endorsements of Tea~sters, Maritime ~nions. 

Basic goal is that shared by working men and women: 
economic growth with lower inflation. 

Also firmly support: 

Open door in Oval Office for everyone - including labor. 
Safety and health in workplace; no retreat; 
Adequately funded unemployment relief programs 
Fair trade as well as free trade - make US exports 
competitive again. 

How can 4 more years of Carter econo~ics help working people? 
Look at 1st 4 years: 

8 million people out of work (highest since Great Depression) 
Hourly wages going down for past 2 years (real terms) 
Taxes are nearly doubled. 
Inflation has tripled. 
And industries like steel, autos fighting for their lives 
against ever-increasing imports. 

New Carter economic plan -- in c urious reversal of roles for 
parties -- tilts more heavily toward business. Carter forgetting 
the working man and woman. 

Note: During campaign, RR has spoken out on several key labor 
issues that show he is friend of working men and women. Among them: 

Agree with Labor on 
Don't repeal Davis-Bacon -- seek administrati ve improvements 
Don't dismantle OSHA -- reform it. 
Don't apply anti-trust laws to labor. 
Support collective bargaining in public sector. 
Support for Polish workers. 

Disagree with Labor on 
Hurnphrey-Haw~ins Full Employment Bill (RR does not support) 
Labor law reform bill (RR does not support) 



HEALTH CARE 

Carter Record abysmal on 3 counts: 

1. Soaring costs of health care 
Cost of hospital bed in NY up 36% under Carter -- from 
$169 a day in '76 to $230 in '79 (Hospital Assn. of NY) 
Prescription drug expenditures up 33 %. 
Nursing home expenditures up 56%. 

2. Has created legislative merry -go-round 
His mandatory, national health insurance program never 
moved in Congress. 
Now pressing cost containment proposal that has twice 
been rejected b y House as regulatory nightmare. 

3. Failed to curb fraud/waste in Medicare & Medicaid 
In '76, claimed Medicaid "a national scandal", claimed 
as much as $7.5 billion wasted/ stolen each year. 
In '77, set up special unit in HEW to attack but only 
has 54 inspectors, has managed only 21 indictments. 
When Sec. Joe Califano resigned last year, said massi v e 
fraud still plagues federal health, welfare. 

Reagan sees 4 critical problems to address in 80s: 

1. Cost of health care 
Must cut general rate of inflation (that accounts for 
over half of health care increases in 80s). 
Reduce regulatory burden (NY Hospital Assn. has esti­
mated that 25% 6f cost of daily hospital bed due to 
federal, state, local regulations) . 
Encourage "V ..:: luritary Effort" already underway in hospitals. 
Has shown promi~ing results over past 2½ years; since 
late '78, health care rising more slowly than CPI; Con­
gress endorsed idea in 1979. Better than cost containment. 

2. Access to health care 
Instead of federally directed systems (favored by JC), 
RR favors tax incentives, loan programs to encourage 
physicians to work in underserved areas. (U.S. moving 
toward a physician surplus b y mid-80s per experts) 

3. Insurance coverage 
Key problem the working poor. Middle income / upper income 
mostly covered through private plans (180 million Americans 
now enrolled in private plans); poor mostly covered by 
Medicare, Medicaid. Working poor 11-18 million strong 

have the serious problem. 
RR would stimulate private system (through tax incentives) 
to broaden coverage to these, also has supported cata­
strophic coverage during campaign. 

4. Root out fraud and waste in health/welfare programs 



EDUCATION - WELFARE 

• Career taking countrv down wrong track : 
--Only ~ccomplishment is creation of new bureaucracy, the 

Dept. of Education ($15 billion, 17,000 employees). Will 
cre~te more paperwork, more federal intrusion. Parents, 
local go vern~ents losing control of ed~cation. 

--Carter also broke 1976 campaign pro~ise, working against 
t~ition tax credits. 

--~e3nwhile, test scores on college boards fallin0: lack o~ 
~isioline continues to plague many sc~ools. 

--A report released this month by the White House entitled 
"Science and Engineering Education for the 1980s and Be\·onc" 
-:oncluded that most Americans are headed toward "virtual 
scientific and technological illiteracy." 

• Reaqan Alternative 
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--Reduce federal intrusion, paperwork -- 5,000 man-years de­
voted by principals, teachers on federal forms ann ual l y . 

--Encourace local leadershio -- that's the ke 1' to quality 
education. 
- convert 70 categorical qrant orogra2s to block f~nding 

for elementary-secondary education. 
- tuition tax credits: strengthen parental freedom over 

children's education. 

Carter Failures 
--Has failed to make much of a dent. So~e 18 million now on 

welfare rolls; in NYC , one out of 6 on so~e form of welfare. 
In some fanilies, beginning 2nd generation of welfare. 

--Carter 1st proposed massive federalization (cost est. from 
$20-60 billion: Sen. Long put $60 billion price tag on it). 
PlaI'- failed in Congress. More recently, Carter has proposed 
scaled down program ($3-5 billion) but points in direction 
of guaranteed income, reduce? work requirements. (Moynihan 
terms abandonment of reform in exchange for tireless tinkering 
of bureaucrats). 

--Democratic platform of 1980 calls for federalization. 

?eaaan Alternative 

--Build on CA record, where trends reversed, number on welfare 
rolls reduced by 350,000 while benefits to truly needy up 
40%. Proved good state leadership co uld sol ve much of problem. 

--Would decentralize through states; free states from wasteful 
federal rules (saving s could help truly needy); orderl y trans­
fer of authority and financial reso~rces to states. 

--Economic growth -- as in other areas, that again will ta ke 
sting out of welfare problem. 



wOMEN'S ISSUES 

General 

• Ronald Reagan firmly committed to equal rights; but 
interested in results, not rhetoric: legislative and 
Executive action rather than Constitutional amendment. 

• As President, Ronald Reagan proposes: 

At the Federal Level: To follow President Ford's 
suggestion for legislation to make effective the 
intent of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 re sex discri­
mination in federal programs. 
At the State Level: To set up a liaison with Governors 
of the 50 states to seek out and change laws which 
continue to discriminate against women. 
Appointments: To appoint qualified women to important 
positions throughout the government; to make one of his 
first appointments to Supreme Court a woman. 
Programs: Tax credit policy for locally-based dependent 
care programs (children, elderly, disabled). 
Correct inequities in social security and pension 
systems. 
Eliminate (not reduce -- Carter) discriminatory 
marriage tax. 
Explore alternate work schedules (including part-time, 
flex-time, job sharing).· 

• Carter has substituted rhetoric for results. 

Under Carter median average income of women has remained 
59.4% of that of men. , 
Carter has ignored suggestions of his own Justice Dept. 
to attack sex discrimination in federally assisted 
programs. 
Despite '76 endorsement ERA, no state ratified 
since he was inaugurated as President (Democrats 
control 13 out of 15 state legislatures that ha v e 
not ratified ERA). 

• Staff Notes 

Avoid references to supporting "protective laws '' for 
women (e.g., maximum hour limits); these laws are 
invalid und~r Civil Rights Act of '64, and EEOC 
administrative rulings. 
Stress link with President Ford. 
Do not reiterate abortion position. 
California Recvrd. Established credit and improv ed 
property rights for women; signed laws prohibiting 
sex discrimination (employment, real property, insur­
ance, business); ini t iated programs to develop and 
improve child care centers. 



MINORITIES AND CIVIL RIGHTS 

Carter has been tremendous disappointment for Blacks, other 
minorities: 

• Minority groups (Blacks, Hispanics and Indians) hardest 
hit by inflation and unemployment. Minority unemployment 
today 13.6 %. Unemployment among black youths 40%+. After 
previous gains, black family income as a percentaqe of 
white family income has fallen under Carter to 57%. 

• Carter Administration has not met its minority goals: 
Example: South Bronx (which Carter promised would be 
showpiece of his urban dev elopment program) remains in 
poverty, with 1/3 on welfare. 

Reagan Approach 

o Sound economic policies to reduce inflation and provide 
permanent, not makework, jobs (including tax cuts and 
accelerated depreciation to encourage investment for 
jobs) . 

c Enterprise zones to bring new businesses and jobs into 
urban communities. 

o Put life into Urban Homesteading program started under Ford. 

o Reduce government spending and regulation to stimulate pri­
vate jobs. 

o Vigorous enforcement of laws protecting minorities in 
marketplace. 

o In area of education, tuition tax credits to give minority 
parents a choice in their children's education. 

o Temporary youth differential minimum wage to help minority 
youth. 

9 Will work with Congress to improve enforcement provisions 
of Fair Housing Act. 

Other Notes: 

• Endorsements by Ralph Abernathy/Hosea Williams/Charles Evers . 

• RR has good record of minority appointments in California . 



FOREIGN POLICY AND DEFENSE OVERVIEW 

• Carter inheritance; As with the economy at home, Carter 
inherited an international situation that was greatly 
improving: 

Ford was healing wounds of Vietnam, and America was 
at peace. 

\,/-- A supportable SALT II treaty was 90% complete. 

After decade of Congressional cuts in defense budgets, 
Ford in 1976 dnd 1977 achieved a tu~naround of about 5 % real 
budget authority increases per year; he put in place a 

sound defense budget for the future. 
-- Alliances were solid (leaders of Germany, Japan, Israel 
all publicly agreed on that). 
-- Soviet ambitions held in check in places like Persian 
Gulf, Afghanistan. 

• Carter has squandered that inheritance thru ool.icies tha~ 
are inconsistent, incoherent, inept. 

Inconsistencies 

e.g. , In Sept. 1979, said Russian troops in Cuba 
"not acceptable"; three weeks later, he 
humbly accepted them. · 

In March, 1980, administration failed to 
veto UN resolution condemning Israel's 
policy on Jerusalem; 2 days later, reversed 
course. 

In summer, 1980, announced "open heart and 
open arms" to Cuban refugees; 10 days 
later, doors shut. 

Many other examples: Korean troop withdrawal, 
support for Shah, etc. 

Incoherence 

e.g.' In June, 1978, Carter asserted his "deep belief" 
that Brezhnev "wants peace and wants to 
have a better friendship"; on New Year's 
Eve, 1979 (3 years into Presidency), admit­
ted Afghan invasion made him realize "what 
the Sov iets' ultimate goals are." 

For 3 years, hacked away at defense budget; 
cut Ford's budgets by $38 billion, delaying 
or cancelling vitally needed programs like 
MX, B-1; now campaigning for military build­
up, MX, etc. 

Human rights policy has stuck it to U.S. friends 
(e.g., Argentina) while turning blind e y e to 
genocide in S.E. Asia (some 4 million have 
died there) and repression in Soviet b l oc. 
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Ineptness 

e.g., Failures hastened downfall of Shah, allowed 
old friendship with Iran 'to be destroyed, 
contributed to seizure of hostages, out­
break of war in area. 

Emasculation of CIA (fired 816 personnel, in­
cluding top experts on Iran, China, USSR, 
Middle East) left U. S. blind in a dangerous 
world. 

Negotiated defective SALT II treaty that has 
been blocked by his own party in the Senate. 

• Carter's tragic legacy; Decline of U.S. respect & power; 
Soviet threat growing; rising tide of violence and war­
fare; many fear that world is slipping toward chaos. 

Under Carter, a number of countries have fallen under totalita-
rian Marxist rule for 1st time; Ethiopia, Afghanistan, 

Nicaraugua, South Yemen. 

American embassies have been stormed or burned in Libya, 
Pakistan, Iran, Afghanistan; an American Ambassador 
has been murdered in Afghanistan. (When was last time 
Soviet embassy or ambassador was hit?) 

On single day that shall live in .infamy(2/14/79) 
U.S. ambassador killed i n Afghanistan, U.S. embassy 
stormed in Iran, U.S. President publicly insulted 
in Mexico. 

Soviets invaded Afghanistan (1st direct military inter­
vention outside Warsaw Pact since WW II) and military 
influence has grown in Persian Gulf, Asia, Africa, 
Carribean 

Massiv e Soviet military buildup and weak U.S. response 
has allowed them to open "window of maximum danger" 
for U.S. in early 80s; our land-based missiles ~ulnerable 
to pre-emptive strike. 

Number of Cuban troops overseas has doubled -- from 
20,000 to 40,000. 

War in Gulf area between Iran, Iraq. Chaos 
in Iran may turn out to be most critical event of 
postwar period. 

At time of growing danger for U.S. our alliances are 
frayed; 

Schmidt and Giscard much less inclined to follow 
U.S. lead. 
Latin nations like Argentina, Brazil, Mexico have 
expressed anger, frustration with U.S. human rights, 
nuclear policies (Argentina openly defied U.S. call 
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for grain embargo). 
Pakistan, once one of staunchest friends, openly 
refused U.S. aid after Soviet troops marched 
into Afghanistan 
Saudis, other moderate Arabs worry about U.S. 
sticking power. 
Other friends (like Israel) privately worry about 
U.S. tendency to dump old allies (e.g., Taiwan) 
As detente falls apart, new areas of world (e.g. 
Caribbean) began to appeal to Soviet appetite. 

• Stark symbol of U.S. impotence; Hostages (debate marks 
359th day). 

THE REAGAN 9 STEP STRATEGY FOR PEACE 

1. 
2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Improved policy-making structure for State, NSC. 
Clear approach to East-West relations (seek balanced, 

realistic relationship) 
More realistic policy toward hemisphere (intensive 

economic development in Caribbean, North American 
Accord with Canada and Mexico) 

Plan to assist African and other Third World development 
(promote more priv ate investment overseas) 

Send U.S. message abroad (strengthen Voice of America, 
Radio Free Europe, etc.) 

Realistic policy for strategic arms reduction (move 
directly to Salt III) 

Strengthen armed services (better compensation, bene­
fits; reinstate GI bill) 

Take leadership role concerning international terrorism; 
beef up CIA. 

Restore margin of safety for peace. 



SEND IN THE MARINES 

Carter likely to charge this is RR's instinctive reaction. 

Points to be Made: 

l. 

2. 

3. 

Quoted out of Context: Mr. Carter has distorted many old quotes, 
blown them way out of proportion. Let's set record straight. 

There are rare occasions when America must show its strength 
in order to keep the peace. 

Examples: 
a. Dwight Eisenhower sent the marines into Lebanon in 1957, 

preserved freedom there, permitted elections to be held. 

b. John Kennedy stood up to Russians and their Cuban missiles 
in 1962. 

c. Even Mr. Carter sent troops into Iran to rescue hostages from 
their humiliating captivity. The mission was badly bungled, 
but all Americans supported it in spirit. 

No American President has ever totally renounced the use of force -­
nor can he. 

But force must always, always be a last resort. 
For America to stay at peace -- as we must -- there must be two 
bulwarks: 

First,we must have an effective foreign policy -- one that is 
bipartisan in nature, closely coordinated with our allies, 
principled and consistent. That is lacking today, and I intend 
to rebuild such a policy. 

Second, history shows that America has never gone to war when 
America has been strong. I intend to rebuild the strength of 
America so that we can keep the peace for the rest of this 
century. As a parent -- as a grandparent -- my deepest wish 
is that my children and my grandson may grow up in a stable, 
peaceful world. 



DEFENSE 

• RR's purpose is peace. Peace is best assured by strength 
and preparedness; it is risked by weakness and vacillation. 

• Peace is in jeopardy. The margin of safety enjoyed for 
more than 30 years has eroded, as Soviets have engaged in 
most massive military buildup in history(outspending U.S. by 
over $200 billion over the past decade), while the American 
defense effort has relatively declined. 

1) Armed Services readiness has badly deteriorated 
--Six of the Army divisions in the U.S. not combat ready. 
--Six of thirteen carriers not combat ready. 
--All services suffer severe shortages of key personnel, 

both NCOs and officers. 

--$40 billion backlog of needed operations and maintenance 
funding. 

2) Ammunition and spare parts shortages critical 

3) Navy cut in half; Chief of Naval Operation says l½ ocean 
navy fo~ 3 ocean world. Navy can't meet basic requirements 
Ford 157 ship 5-year construction program has been slashed 
to 97. 

4) Army Chief of Staff (Gen. Meyer) says "we have a hollow army":. 
"inadequate fudns to provide the type of Army we need." 
--Commander of Army in Europe says we have an "obsolete" 
Army in Europe. 

5) Warsaw Pact outnumbers NATO on Central Front in Germany by 
3-1 in tanks (Soviet tank armor a generation more advanced 
than any Western tank), 3-1 in artillery (generally better 
than ours), 2-1 in aircraft; and has more rapidly modernized 
than NATO. (Soviets and strategis advantages, large advantage 
in theater nuclear forces.) 

6) U.S. airborne divisions too heavy to move, too light to fight; 
to date, rapid deployment force has not really proceeded beyond 
250-man staff in Florida. 

Note: Carter has attempted to paper over our problems; Services 
ordered recently to "emphasize the positive in evaluation 
reports. 

• Carter Administration bears orime responsibility-Ford was seeking 
to reverse U.S. decline, but Carter--fulfilling campaign pledges 
--sought to gut Ford program. 

Since taking office, has cut $38 billion from projected Ford 
budget, and is underfunding his own inadequate program. 
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--Has cancelled or delayed many key systems; 1-1, TRIDE~T, 
naval buildup, Minuteman III, etc., and has failed to provide 
needed improvement~. 

--carter now talking tougher, but after 4 years cf 
him, can't afford another 4 of indecision, uncertainty 
end continued delay. 

--Not until 1980, did Carter call for real increases; 
his first two years had real decreases in budget 
authority; he rejected Senate call for 5% real 
increase in September. 

--consistently opposed funding increases supported by 
Congress. In May, his Secretary of Defense said 
increased funding not needed. Joint Chiefs, tes­
tifying before the House Armed Services Committee, 
unanimously disagreed and testified they were not 
e 'J en consulted. Each specifically said, "I do not 
agr-:e" with the President and Secretary of Defense. 

• My concern, as any President's should be, is not based on p~rtisan 
consideration. 

I 
--Distinguished Democratic Senators (Sam Nunn, Fritz Hollings, 

Scoop Jackso~) have deplored record, in particular his - · · 
budgets: · 

--"height of hypocrisy"--Hollings (Chairman, Senate Budget Comm­
ittee) 

--Carter programs are "business as usual" when need is urgent-
1990 "solutions" to 1980 problems. 

--Carter Adrnini stration corning up with i·nvisible aircraft (Stealth) 
to go along with its invisible army and invisible navy. 

A Reagan Administration will seek to restore the margin of safety 
--to put U.S. in a new peace posture that will ensure world sta­
bility. 
--Would make volunteer force more attractive; more respected. 
--Would restore fleet to 600 ships. 
--Would build a new, modernized borober. 
--Would ensure that weapons systems are made to work, modernized; 

improved acquisition. 
--Would take immediate steps to erase critical vulnerabilities 

in deterent forces and deficiencies in all forces ·in a timel y 
fashion. 

--Would close window of vulnerability as quickly as possible. 
--In short, would put into place a plan that would convince our 

adversaries they dare not seek conflict with us. 

I 

With that plan underway, can then turn to larger task: negotiating 
for arms control. Can achieve peace only when strong. As John 
F. Kennedy said in his inaugural address, "Let us never negotiate 
out of fear. But let us never fear to negotiate." 

• Staff Notes: 

Make sure audience asks itself: Why did Carter try to cut -defense 
budgets, oppose Congressional pressures to increase defense until 
the Presidential campaign 



Defense 
Page 3 

Carter claims RR p · t · ·1· ,--~-:--_:...;~~~---=-.:.::.:.. .... :..:O:::..::.S-=1 .;,.on on, m_ l. i_ tary S":Jeriority will 
lead to all out arms ----~~=~~~~~~·~-=r~a~c~e~, sKimping on conventional forces. 

Response: 

Not_so. The Russians need to be contai~ed not accommodaten 
until they give up their idea of being to~ dog. Second to 
~one must not becom~ second to one. U.S. deterrnin~tion to 
increase i~s military_strength is more likely than anything 
else to bring the Soviets to the bargaining table, and 
thus reduce the risk of an all out nuclear confrontation. 

~ Carter will also claim RR inaccurate re ?ord defense record and 
Carter accomplishments. In 1977 he clai~s no program for a mobile 
ICBM, no final decision on MX or how to de?loy it, no cruise 
:nissile program, no plans to deploy additional Minuteman III, 
TRIDENT bogged down in contracts disputes, lame duck naval ship­
building program. 
--Carter says he resolved TRIDENT disputes, cancelled B-1 because 

doubtful it could penetrate Soviet defenses, favored a workable 
basing system for MX, signed into law 11.7% military pay increase 
effective 10/1. 

Response: 
Carter is wronf in each instance: While no final decision 
(prudently so on MX basing in 1977, MX program was scheduled 
for initial deployment in 1983 and basing choices were reduced 
to two. 

--Carter indecisively delayed the decision, flirting with 
some half a dozen different schemes, before choosing one 
agreed by all to be s~b-optimum . 

--Cruise ~issile progr~~ was begun in mid-1970s, before Carter, 
and has, in fact, been delayed under Carter. 

--Sea launched cruise missile program, in particular, is en­
countering serious delay. 

--Ford decided to keep ~inuteman III production line open 
in 1976 to produce more :-1MIII in order ot have SALT-hedge 
option of additional deployment. Carter closed the line, so 
that now U.S. has no active ICBM prdduction line while Soviets 
have four very acti ve :mes. (Note: S.:l.!.. 7 II would permit 
production and stockpile of as arnny ac.ditional ICBMs as wished 
and Soviets are doing it.) 

--TRIDENT submarine has ~een further delayed under Carter, and 
most recently announcei slippage must ~ow be slipped again by 
several months. Carter h as also made ?lans either to delay the 
TRIDENT II missile or to cut it altogether. 

--Carter mistakenly cancelled B-1, as Chairman of Joint Chiefs 
recently acknowledged a~d as Congress also knows in calling 
for Administration to ::ecide on a bomber program by early 
next year. His "workable basing mode" for MX is subject 
to much uncertainty and opposition; and is a 1990s solution 
for 1980s problems--MX program will not be fully operational 
until 1990 optimistically. Need more rapid, effective, stream­
lined solution to problem of immediate ICBM vulnerability~ . 

--Yes, Carter signed 11.7% military pay increase. but only after 
he had strongly opposed it and Congress voted 1~ over his 
opposition. 
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A.RMS CONTROL/SALT 

Objective for strategic arms negotiations on reductions 
in Soviet weapons. Will sit down with Soviets for as 
long as it takes, 

President Carter would like the public to forget aoo~~ 
what happened during the 1979 Senate SALT debate. 

--Dem-controlled Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
only reported treaty out of Committee(9-6 vote) 
with more than 20 recommended changes. Other 
Senators would have offered amendments from the 

V floor. Senate Armed Services Committee voted 10-0 
(with 7 abstentions) declaring SALT II not in our 
national interest. 

--Dem-Chairman Senate Budget Committee Fritz Holli~gs 
thinks the Administration is "wrong as can be ioout 
SALT II." Senator Henry Jackson, the rankinq Democrat 
on the Armed Services Committee, said that ''to E.nter 
into a treaty that favors the Soviets, as this one 
does, on the ground that we will be in a worse 
position without it is ... appeasement in its purest 
form." 

--senator Glenn (D-Ohio; former astronaut) also 
opposes SALT II, rightly "not at all pleased that 
those of us expressing reservations and cone~:~ 

✓ regarding the Treaty are characterized by some as 
warmongers?" As to the warmonger charge, Senator 
Sam Nunn, Democrat form Carter's own state of 
Georgia, advised Jimmy Carter to let the Russia~s 
invent their own propaganda; they shouldn't play 
back ours. 

• RR regrets the Carter record on arms control has been 
mostly rhetoric 

--Why should the Russians agree to arms reductions when 
the American President continues to fight a strong 
consensus in Congress that we need to strengthen 
American defenses? 

• RR approach: immediate preparations for negotiations on 
a SALT III Treaty. SALT II is fatally flawed and would 

/ not gain Senate consent. Goal of beginning meaningful 
arms reductions that are equitable, verifiable, and set 
a good precedent for future negotiati6ns at significantly 
lower levels. · 

When Carter became President, he sought a new approach 
with his Spring 77 "Comprehensive" proposal. I would -
also - as perhaps any new President would - invent a new 
approach - only I would not be so clumsy in proposing it 
to the Soviets publicly and so willing to fall back and 
concede to Soviets as Carter has. 

If asked: SALT III should include a yariety of provisions 
aimed at actually reducing weaponry equally, e.g., 
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NOTE 

Reductions should be not only in numbers but 
in capabilities (It does no good to limit and 
reduce numbers and then allow Soviets to continue 
to expand capabilities). 

Missiles and warheads should be limited1 not 
just "launchers" 

Urgently reduce or eliminate hea vy ICBM's. 

Count the Backfire bomber as part of SALT. 

But _RR does not want to negotiate in public. 
~ mistake of Carter Administration to rush in 
p~c propo.§_al. 

It was 
with 

• Carter will claim SALT II is in our interest: 

No reductions in U.S. strategic systems while 
Soviets will have to reduce 250. 

U.S. will be able to carry out modernization programs. 

Soviets limited to one new land-based missile instead 
of fo·.1r. 

U.S . would be required to spend $30 billion more over 
10 year period. 

Response 

The claims made on behalf of the treaty were thoroughly 
debunked during SALT debate. If it is such a good treaty, 
why didn't the Senate pass it? If SALT is the centerpiece 
of our foreign policy, and the votes were there, why didn't 
Mr. Carter bring it up for a vote last year? Why is he 
playing politics with SALT II now in his faltering campaign? 
In politics, there is an old adage, "if the issue is 
important and the votes are there, vote it." 

~ Carter may also claim he tried SALT III approach in 1977 
a nd failed, therefore went for modest SALT II approach. 

Response 

Carter presented Soviet Union with two proposals. Just 
like saying, here, we can't decide, you decide for us. 
Why present the fallback position at the same time we 
present a proposal for reductions? And then he caved in 
on his "SALT III" approach at the first Soviet Nyet. In 
addition to being a better negot i ator than Jimmy Carter, 
I will take steps to assure the survivab i lity of our 
strategic deterrent and I will move to reverse the 
adverse trends in the strategic balance, trends which are 
due to Mr. Carter's failure to keep our forces strong and 
modernized. He's been too late, with too little. 



ARMS CONTROL/SALT 

• Carter may say RR stance on SALT contrary to RR stance 
on develooinq closer relations with allies; ·Germans 1.n 
particular c-our: ting on _§ALT 1.!.. 

Response 

RR would keep commitment to allies on jointly agreed 
arms control approaches. Allies will see his approach 

Page 3 

to SALT far more in their interest than Carter's approach. 

a 
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George F. Will d ~ 
On Honorable Disagreement 

MEMORANDUM TO: Ohioans and otherswho, - . , •~t is unesniaI.because it permits the continued 
like me, admire Sen.-John Glenn. _ ·. ' · <lep: oyment, ou..side the Treaty ceiling, of a Soviet 

RE: Carter's improvident U8e of SALTiI as an bomber 1the, Backfire] that has the capability to 
issue. _ operate over intercontinental distances against tar-

Three years ago this week, at a Democratic nilly in -gets in the United States. . 
Des Moines, Carter, as is his wont, got carried away. "It is unequal becaus:, it permits the Soviets to 
He declared that within "a few weeks" he would pro- deploy more warheads on their .strategic missiles 
iuC: a SALT ~en~ The fact that he was re- than we are able to deploy on uurs. 
vealing to the Rl!-8s~ his h~er for an agreement, "The SALT II Treaty constraints on the growina­
md was pressunng his negotiators, guarant.eed that S · h · · · · · "' ·he R · uld ·t f, • that hi oviet t reat are not militarily significant . • .• 
;egotia~~;eo ~~---~--=;~t.o---offer~~-li:ithin _ the_J_r:_e~.!),:_ !4.£! S~vi: t U;!_ig~ coµl~oy 
;aid then that he would 'get an agreement, not· in a out as m~y warhe~ds as is believed they ':":ould 

ks b t be~ th 1980 electi · d th t . reasonably wish to do 1f there were no Treaty . 
.vee u .ore e ans, an a it Wh . . ..-
.vould be so weak it would be unratifiable - - en.the committee said SALT II 1s unequal 

Even the· dovish Senat.e Foreign ·Rel.au~ Commit. - in fav()! of the:~oviet Union 8;;~• thus, is inc_onsis­
:ee approved it only 9-6~1ess than the two-thirds mar- __ tent ..ytth Pub1i~ L~w 92448, 1t was refemn_g t_o 
;in requi.>'ed in the full -Senate

0 
The Senate Armed standards enacted m response to SALT I, pnnc1-

3ervices Committee
1 
which .unlike Forelgn Relations 15 _ pally because. of _Sen. Henry .Jackson (D-Y{..fl::5h_.). 

~xpert afuut armaments, voted 10-0 for the report op- - Carter, early i~ hl.5 term~ sent Jackson a hangwnt­
JOSing ratification. The committee said; inter alia: ten nott: pled~g-to.9:ch1~ve a SALT II agr~ent 

"In our judgment the SALT n Treaty .•. fails - .that ,satISfied eight c~teria. The agreemenp:Garter 
:o meet the criteria laid .down in.1972 when the - ,accepted does not satisfy even one. - .:uo~ 
:ongress adopted an amendment to the resolution _ Now in desperation. C 
1uthcf~g the interim agreement that qille~ for_ . mant e o or. e imp~es that in ;P~~uc-
!qw:t.. ..n any future SALT Treaty. , .. mg e mere y otted the i's and cr~the 
, "~e ~aty is un1rgual be~use it confers on the . ~t's 01; what J:>,resident Ford ~d negotia~ I:9fpc~m­
,oviet Uruon the. nght to epfoy modern large - phatically disagrees. Ford, like Reagan artq~'ttlany 
iallistic missiles with multiple warheads, a right Democratic senators, supports the SALT p~e-
ienied to the United States. plores .Carter's incompetent participation',inrfdmd 

· - opposes ratification of SALT Il as .negotiatedn&:ar-
ter's attempt to. implicate F-ord in_ Carter's -SM.[f II 

.fiasco is one reason Ford, normally the least a♦.l8IY of 
men, today '.l?ums with a hard, gem~like flfilne of 

· det.ermination "to see Carter defeated; ·· -;~ • 
· <Carter. '°in his new-found "moderatiori ~ :, -

: : '• taken,to p ~ l 

~ w ey sa ,- ___ ou.ng:. st 
':; _ -__ ; _ . _ e;,tbe election of ~an wo~ 

--that -'~killing niggers" is acceptable. , And:>liHits 
. · placidly while Leo~d Bernstein· ( who is rutiood a 
- musician and political thinker as Ezra Pound 1Nas a 
· poef 1md'·politicafthinker) libels Reagazr~°the 

' -candidates.of (among"-~ther people) anti-Semi'ta _ 
. But:Carter .reserves for himself the pleas~he 

accusaµ911 _~t because Reagan opposes SAhT II 
·as negotiated, Reagan.threatens pea~e~ -,1·/.? 
: ~IGh calurouy js tbreed~:!J;afgw. Last. ¥.ea:r 

Sen . .JohnGlenn (D-Ohio) e e •. - • J • 

~am"not-at all pleased when _lli9§e pf PS :emss 
in · · 

... 

-li-lenn oppose e r oreign Relations 
Committee. Had ·Carter pushed for.a vote ,on :the 

. _ £L-.... r-1~-L-; .... 1,- .. ~•L -,C,\ l.J. + Y'"'i ...i ~• ' 1, -. 

'.IS!.IlB!tpf sd are AV - "BA"M 'NOJ,S3:'IBVH:) - -

.I,nJtt.L•d~l?lSOH U! Udds /1Sd.l1.S, -

·famd 



RELATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION 

"With our allies, we can conduct a realistic and balanced 
policy toward the Soviet Union. I am convinced that the 
careful management of our relationship with the Soviet 
Union depends on a principled, consistent American foreign 
policy. We seek neither confrontation nor conflict but 
to avoid both we must remain strong and determined to 
protect our interests . " 

RR TV Actress, 10 / 19 / 80 

• Carter Presidency marked by naive view of Soviets: 

Early in term, in 1977 address at Notre Dame, Carter warned 
Americans against "inordinate fear of communism;" 18 months 
into presidency expressed "deep belief" tbat Brezhnev "wants 
peace and wants to have a better friendship ... " Only the 
Afghan invasion 3 years into term, by his own confession, 
made him realize "what the Soviets' ultimate goals are." 
And even now, that is open to doubt. 

Approach to arms negotiations has reflected this same naive 
view. Began with ambitious proposal, immediately backed 
down, and wound up with badly flawed SALT II treaty. 

Similarly, backed away from his early, tough stance on human 
rights in USSR, and, more recently, backed down on Soviet 
troops in Cuba. 

Also slashed away at Ford defense budget despite Soviet 
buildup. 

e In face of U.S. weakness, Soviets have become more aggressive 
over past 4 years . 

Invasion of Afghanistan first direct Soviet military 
intervention outside Warsaw Pact since WW II. 

Soviet military involvement has also increased in Africa 
(the Horn, Mozambique & Angola); Persian Gulf (South Yemen); 
Asia (Vietnam); and Latin America (influence growing in 
Carribbean). 

Soviets have also encouraged a doubling of Cuban troops 
(from 20-40,000) for use outside Cuba. 

Soviets continue most massive military buildup in peacetime 
history. 

REAGAN SOLUTIONS: 

Rebuild U.S. defense capabilities, 

Restore reliability of commitments to allies and friends. 

Negotiate genuine arms limitations (SALT III) 



Work with allies on common approaches to East-West trade; 
minimize technolo~y transfer of help to Soviet military 
capability. (No more grain embargoes unless made effective ; 
call off current one.) 

Support Helsinki Accords on human rights (U.S. should take 
vigorous human rights stance at Madrid conference starting 
in mid-November where 35 nation signatories review the 
Helsinki Accords). 



RELATIONS WITH CHINA 

"There is an historic bond of friendship between the American 
and Chinese peoples, and I will work to amplify it wherever 
possible. Expanded trade, cultural contact and other arrange­
ments will all serve the cause of preserving and extending the 
ties between our two countries." RR TV Address 10/19/80. 

e RR Approach 

Strengthen and extend relationship with PRC; welcome 
close cooperation on areas of mutual interest, while 
safeguarding Taiwan's interest. 

Continue to supply military equipment to meet Taiwan's 
defense needs. 

--Agrees China and U.S. have mutual interests in deterring 
expansion of Soviet powers. 

--Favor economic relations, with prudent precautions on high­
level technology. Does not preclude limited and prudent 
arms sales to PRC. 

0 RR's Disagreement with Carter over China 

In eagerness to normalize relations with PRC, Carter abandoned 
old, valued friend. 

First time in history that U.S. unilaterally terminated such 
a treaty . 

Friendship with Taiwan stretched back 30 years--upheld from 
Truman on. 

In negotiations, Carter conceded on all ~PRC demands but 
backed down on U.S. demand--Peking guarantee not to use 
force against Taiwan. 

RR belief: can carry out Taiwan Relations Act (i.e., he would 
of course not turn back clock) and still enjoy expanding friend­
ship with People's Republic of China. 

DeP,g Xiao?,ing ilst deputy) is key Chinese leader today . 
(DUNG SHAU PANG) for pronunciation. 



PERSIAN GULF 

to Western security: 

of oil to non-communist world; 19% of 

Currently only a 100-day supply of oil in non-communist 
world. 

• In past 4 years, dramatic increase in instability & Soviet 
threat to Gulf area. Most serious threat to world peace toda y . 

Iran, once a bulwark of peace in region, now totters under 
tyrannical regime. 
-Shah fell in January, 1979; a year earlier, Carter had 
called him an island of "stability.'' U.S. probably could 
not have saved Shah, but Carter vacillation hastened his 
downfall, led to radical regime, planted further doubts 
about strength of U.S. friendships (Saudis shaken). 

Area now aflame with . Iran-Iraq war (five weeks old). 
-Iraq has nearly taken over oil-rich province of Khuzestan. 

- In past 4 years, Soviets tightened pincer movement on the· 
Gulf, moving troops into Afghanistan, setting up puppet 
regimes and arsenals in South Yemen, Ethiopia. 
-Before Afghanistan, Soviet fighter planes were 700 miles 

from Straits of Hormuz; today, there are only 300 miles 
away -- within easy striking distance. 

• Carter response has been dangerous. 

First pursued arms agreement with the Soviets for Indian 
Ocean which had Soviets accepted would have prohibited our 
present naval deployment there. 

This January in State of Union Address, asserted "Carter 
Doctrine" -- assault on Gulf will be repelled, if necessary 
by force. Six days later, administration admitted it didn't 
have military strength to enforce. 

Carter's Rapid Development Force still an empty shell. 

Hostage humiliation a stark symbol of declining u.s: ·capability 
in region. 

e RR APPROACH 

Strengthen U.S. defense forces. 

Work more effectively with Allies on coordinated approaches 
to Gulf. 

Develop secure and defensible U.S. presence. (Carter trying for 
military facilities in unstable Somalia; should explore more 
secure bases, perhaps in Sinai.) 



THE MIDDLE EAST 

1. The Carter Record: A Violation of Commitments 

• In October 77, Carter agreed to joint approach with Soviets 
for Geneva talks, calling for "corr,t->rehensive" settlement and 
teco1rat1e11d1ng Joint Soviet-American "guarantees". This approach 
was incompatible with UN Security Council resolutions 242 and 
338, 

• Then Carter prejudged the final outcome and threw 'monkey wrench' 
into autonorn negotiations by aligning himself with Arao 
pc~itions. Proclaimed in news conference' sett ements 1n 
occc.pied territories are illegal and an obstacle to peace". 

• ·1978 sale of 60 F-lS's to Saudi Arabia destabilized the balance 
of power, causing increased arms purchases by both sides. 

• Carter failed to veto UN resolution condemning Israel's presence 
in Jerusalem; 2 days later, reacting to public outcry, Carter 
reversed position, blamed Secretary Vance, yet the Vote on 
Record in UN was never amended as it should have been. 

o Carter Administration has even courted the PLO: Andrew 
Young, U.S. Ambassador in Vienna. 

• This August, Muskie gave a long speech publicly denouncing 
pernicious U.N. resolution on Jerusalem, then abstained when 
time came to vote. 

2. Reagan Approach 

\ 

Peace Making and Camp David 

Peace between Israel and her neighbors should be governed 
by Resolutions 242 and 338; RR will not - tolerate any 
effort to supersede or be divorced from- these resolutions. 

Camp David started as a repudiation by Sadat and Begin 
of Carter's comprehensive peace plan (including Soviets) 

But, since Camp David accords derive from Resolutions 
242 and 338, we will continue the Camp David process as 
long as there is utility in it. 

RR will not try to force the hand of either Israel or 
Egypt at the negotiating table. RR will support the 
agreements made between Israel and Egypt as long as no 
outside pressures. 



• Jerusalem 

Jerusalem is central to religious faiths throughout the 
world. Thus, Jerusalem must remain one city (Optional: 
under Israeli sovereignty) undivided and with continued 
free access for all faiths to its holy places. Thankfully, 
Jerusalem today -- unlike the time prior to 1967 --
enjoys freedoms. 

e Arms Sales 

UN 

RR would avoid shipment of massive quantities of 
sophisticated armaments to so-called ''moderatett Arab 
states who might directly threaten Israel's existence 
once in possession of such arms. These sales could 
promote dangerous arms races. 

Defeat any U.N. resolution to expel Israel; if necessary, 
use threat to stop U.S. funding. 



,J 

Africa, Third World 

9 Carter Record 

--During Carter years, Cuban and Soviet presence in Africa 
increased, adding to the refugee misery. 

--carter Administration claims success in relations with 
Africa and other "Third World" nations. Yet, its policies 
have led to needless confrontation, encouraged radicalization, 
and enabled Castro to posture as leader of Third World. 
Carter claims to have improved relations with Nigeria, opposing 
racial discrimination. 

e RR Approach 

--Not lump so-called "Third World" nations together. Deal with 
these nations on bilateral basis. 

--Opposed to racial discrimination in any form. Continue progress 
towards peaceful solution of problems in Southern Africa. Put 
political pressure on Castro to reduce his mercenary forces 
in Africa. 

--Reduce large U.S. trade deficit with Africa by encouraging 
u.s. exports--enhance private investment. 



REFUGEES & HUMAN RIGHTS 

REFUGEES 

• Carter's poor handling of Cuban refugees. 

• RR 

Inconsistent, uncoordinated policy based on crisis 
planning. Over 10 thousand Cubans now lc2ked up on 
U.S. bases. 
No effective effort to develop real consensus. 
No one country can carry full burden, provide resources; 
international solution needed. · 
Trying to dump 1200 refugees on Puerto Rico (no elec­
toral votes). 

Approach 
Need to distinguish between refugees from oppression 
and refugees from want. 
- economic problems of other nations should be addressed 

through development and investment. 
- political problems through coordinated international 

effort to encourage both political improvements and 
provide humanitarian relief and resettlement. Note 
that largest number of refugees flee from communist 
countries. 

Sustain long-standing American value of openness to 
immigrants and refugees. 
- must recognize impact on U.S. labor markets. 
- protect basic civil liberties and .human rights of 

citizens and immigrants. 
Most important: Develop worldwide consensus on a 
strategy to deal with refugee problem. RR would 
make this a priority because worldwide there are 
estimated to be more than 15 million refugees (U.S. 
Commission for Refugees). 

HUMAN RIGHTS 

r Carter policy very inconsistent. 
In Inaugural Address: "Our commi trnent to human 
rights must be absolute." 
But applied it selectively -- most strongly against 
those least able to resist (usually pro-Western gov­
ernments) as opposed to regimes, such as Cambodia, 
engaged in genocide. 
- in Argentina, Brazil, South Korea. 

and not in Poland: in Poland Carter praised 
human rights situation in 1977, and now Muskie 
tells Polish people to be sensitive to Soviet 
pressure. 



• Carter Administration in U.N. ;ave suoport to Po 1 
Pot whose regim-t killed 3 mi l l.ion of his peopie 
(Cambodia) . 

~ RR Approach 
Support human rights; has long been U.S. objective. 
Develop refusee policy. 
Vigorously use Helsinki Accord to improve human 
rights in Eastern Europe and Soviet Union. 
Convey to the world the value and strength of 
American principles of freedom, justice, equal 
protection. Carter Administration failed to 
use our moral resources; instead retreated in 
front of totalitarian propaganda. 




