
Page Six 
Tax Issues 

Platform -- the platform document states: 

"We will eliminate unnecessary and ineffective 
tax provisions to business and substitute 

'effective incentives to encourage small business 
and capital formation in all businesses. Our commitment : 
to full employment and sustained purchasing power 
will also provide a strong incentive for capital formation." 

(6) Tax Policy and Chari·tabl·e Giving. 

Carter -- has stated that "basic tax reform proposals 
should give proper consideration to the role of private 
philanthropy in education." 

Mondale -- under the minimum tax amendment 
adopted by the Finance Committee, the Mondale 
proposal, and the provision ultimately accepted on 
the Senate floor, a tax preference item was included 
for all itemized deductions (except extraordinary medical 
expenses and casualty losses) exceeding 60% of adjusted 
gross income. Since charitable deductions are itemized, 
the inclusion of such a tax preference arguably impairs 
charitable giving. Even though the charities have 
provided no extensive opposition to the minimum tax 
provisions .considered by the Senate, Senator Curtis did 

' / propose that charitable deductions be excluded from 
the tax preference • . The Curtis proposal was defeated 
by a vote of 29 to 56, and Mondale voted against the 
Curtis amendment. 

Mondale has supported provisions, contained in the 
tax reform bill, that would enable private foundations 
to operate mo~e effectively. 

Platform 
givings. 

contains no specific reference ' to charitable 

(7) Social Security Taxation 

Carter -- has apparently made no specific __ ~ ~ _'~ statement 
with respect to social ' security taxes. 

Mondale -- has opposed President Ford's proposal to 
increase the rate of social securi~y tax on employees 
and employers • . For the short run, Mondale feels that$ocial 
secul;'i ty . taxes :.' need not be increased. For the long 
term, an increase in the wage base or the use of . 
general revenues would be preferable to an increases 
in the social security tax ,rate. 

Platform -- the platform document states as follows: 



" 
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Page Eight 
Tax Issues .. 

, 
"The Ford Administration's unwise and unfair 
proposal to raise the regressive s~cial securi~y 
tax gives new urgency to the Democratic Party's 
goal of redistributing the burden of the social 
security to tax by raising the wage base for earnings 
subject to the tax with effective exemptions 

' and deductions to ease the impact on low 
income workers and two-earner families. Further 
reV1S10n in the social security program will be 
required so that women are treated as indlviduals." 

Corporate Reorg'a,niza,ti'on~, ' 

Carter -- h~s ma,de ~o specific sta,temerits ~e~a,rding 
those sections of the Interna,l Re~eriue eodetha,t fe~~it , 
corporations to be merged or othe'rwise reorga,nized 
tax-free. However, ,he' bas ca,lled for a simplified 
tax code, and the reorganiza,tion sect';lon~ a,re 'a,mong: :' 
the most complex in the tax laws ,,' , Moreover r his ' 
sta ted goal of integ'ra, ting corpora, te 'a,nd indi vidua,l 
taxes will require a careful re-exa,mination o~ 
all corporate tax rules, including reoF9~nizations. 

Mondale ... - has taken no public position on this 
question. There is no reason to suspe~t tha,t his 
goals in this area would differ ' from Ca,rter's, Thi:? 
staff recommends that he not interpret thepla,tform 
sta tement ' tin'fra} to mea,n tha,'t the 'ta,x~free trea,'tI'l)erit 
ot' all corporate reorganizations beelimina,ted, Unde~ , 
the present tax stru6ture~ the, ~eriera,l conce~t ' , 
of tax-free reorganizations ha's merit; yet" ',refinenierits 
can be made to elimina teabuses. If corporate 'and indi vi-oua,l 
taxes are integrated) a thorough ~e~e~a,mination of , 
the reorganization provisions should be 'underta,]<,en, 

Platform ,- ..... states that '·we 'will seek and eliI'l}inate 
proviiions that encourage uneconomic cotpora,te me~ge$ 
and acquisitions. n 
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Revenue Sharing 

Carter 

Carter has proposed to extend Revenue Sharing for five 
years with an increase in the annual funding level to compensate 
for inflation and with enforcement of the civil rights provisions . 
He believes that all Revenue Sharing funds should go to the 
cities and that localities should be allowed to use these funds 
fo defraying the costs of health , s ocial s e rvices and education . 

Mondale 

You are a cosponsor of the Administration's bill which would, 
in the main , continue the present program . You have spoken 
before the Senate and before State and local officials that you 
do not favor major changes in the distribution process . 
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Scie nce and Te chnology 

Carter 

Carter has proposed that the Office of Science Adviser 
t o the President be upgraded. 

Mondale 

You were a cosponsor of the Science Advisor bill which 
accomplished this. 

You are also a prime sponsor in the Senate of the 
NSF authorization bill for FY 1977. It provides for an 
$832.4 million authorization. 



Consumers 

Carter 

Carter wants to establish "a strong nationwide program 
of consumer education". 

He would also establish a consumer protection agency. 

He would institute an "all-inclusive sunshine law". The 
law would not pertain to narrowly defined national security issues, 
to unproven charges similar to grand jury proceedings, and to 
cases where preliminary knowledge might cause damage to the 
economy. 

He would t oughen control over lobbyists. 

Mondale 

You have supported the creation of a Consumer Protection 
agency. 

You were a sponsor of the Federal Meat Inspection Act. 

You supported the Mortgage Disclosure Act, and the truth in 
lending legislation. 

You were directly involved - iri-- the Auto Safety Recall Act. 

k 
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S:~P..LL GUS I:!ESS 

Carter ha s outlined no specific position s re~ a rd i ng small bu siness. 
I ·j:;li nk t~lat you can point to the accomplishr,~ent s of t~l e Sr:la ll Bus i nes s 
CO; i, littce cl ~Jring you r ter;n as sol id evidence that yo u have supported 
th2 concerns of small business~en . I am working with the staff of 
t he Small Bus i ne ss Comn ittee to deve lop more extensive issue br iefs 
in t !lis area and t o document the inadequacies of the ford Administration . 

As a res~lt of your efforts, the Senate Finance Comm ittee adopted 
legislation that would more than double the current exemption of 
$ 60,000 to $ 13n , I)OO, effective January 1, 1977. p, tax credit of 
$ 30,000 \':ould be s:Jss titute:d fG r' th is hi gher l evel of 2xr:i,1ption , 
since a credit is a i:101'2 pl'o 'J n~ssive tax feature . Thi s cred it I'ioul d 
be increased over the n~x t four years to a l eve l of S 50,OJO whi ch 
is the equivalent of a $ 200,000 exemption . 

The Finance Committee s easur2 ulso increases the narital dedu ction 
for s~al l and med ium- sized estates , ext2nd s the ti me for repaymen t of 
the taxes to 15 years , and provides that farm land will be valued for 
estate tax purposes at its use as farm land. 

CORPORATE TAX REFORM 

The 1975 Small Bu sines s Ail1end i~ent s to the Tax Reduction .l\c t 
prov i ded si gn ificant benefits to small businesses. They lowered 
the tax rates on the first $ 25,000 of corporate income to 20 percent 
and the next $ 25,000 of income to 22 percent. These cuts resulted 
in t ax savings of q percent on corporate earn ings be low S 25,000 
and by no pe rc ent on earnings between $ 25,000 and S 50 , 000 . 

~ore rema ins to be done in this area . Studips have shown that 
sr.lall businesses pay an "effective ti'lX rate" of 1l1()r'C U1<:.n t\<lice that 
of their 1 arger cour:lterparts. The 1 C!76 f.nnlJd 1 r: C: jHJrt of the Senate 
Ssal1 [3us;ness COl1mittec cited fi nures thilt S;'h1 11 IlICi nllfClcturers l'lith 
"·.·. I · t~ Ilndc' r t l l,lil l; ()r\ I' ,lid -! Il j',·lfl?C.tb l· I ., " 1 .1 1" flf '; 1 l J!' rc ~ nt, 
· .. ·l ll:1 e ,lS II Uro up uf the li11 ' JI ~ ~ L 1 .. l.' II ·() I-01 t"i1.·li ·. 11 iI ·1 .t Il I II !:d I 'If.: I-ate 
of r.2 rcrcent in 1974. 

The Ford Administration's prilJritif!~ : r(~ c1 f' iir from their proposal 
to reuuce corporate taxes by un across-till?' !.ooll·d reduction from 48 
percen t to 46 percent . By Sir:lon 's mJn te· ! b dllY III:> fore the Finar.ce 
r (' ~i:il ittee , 81 percent of the hencfi ts fr'( ·' 01 111(' r Ilrd pr0posa 1 go to 
lhe Ln',]est 1.3 percent of the cor pnt'JI. 1\,,, ' .it ld I' ~' 1' ( TC l~ n t 00 to 
Lhe l JI'~es t 0.2 percent. 
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P/\PER\'!ORK 

I\gencies of the executi ve br u. :lc h clll' r ent ly requ i l~e small busi nesse s 
t o file t en billion sheets of paper pe r yea r on over 6 ,000 di f f er en t 
forms. The cost to all bu si nes s of :ii2 eting the 1~2pC)rting r equhements 
of go vernme nt at all l eve ls is esti mated at S 20 ~ ill i o n by the Federal 
Pc. [:E:f'.'!ork Cor.:ni ssi on. It costs ~ OV e ni:1l Cll t i'.not ;le r $ 20 billi on to 
proces s and store the se r epo r t s. 

You can ::1ake th2 al'Ju:il2 nt tha t i:10S t of t!"1C' S2 n:po l~t i ng r equiremen ts 
lld'ie been 2st ilb l i s;)(?d by the ;:xGcuti vc .1:]e r! ci l; s. T ;~t;y al' C t:1 Il e­
con sur.1ing , cost ly, redundant , end oTten unneces sa ry t o t he i f'1p l e!:1entat i on 
of Congress' l egi sl at i ve intent. 

The S~all Bu siness Comm ittee has been active in urging various 
executiv e depart ments to reduce the papcn/O rk bu r dens t hey impose. 
The Labo r Cepa rtDe nt and IRS, und er pressure fr om the Comn i ttee, 
ha ve reduc ed t he re porting requirenents unde r t he Em ployment Retirelnent 
Security Act, and suspended its requirement of an accou nt ant's 
opin ion on small business pl ans. This latte r action alone will 
save t he se sli)al1 busi:less es bet \;,'een $ 500 I:l ill io n and $ 750 mill i on 
i n addit i ona l co s t s t his yea r. 

For ull of i ts l' het lJ ric, the Ford j\d ili in istration ha s f a iled to 
sup ;;or t t he r:lajo r s,i1a ll busines s c.s s i stanc e progr ams. In constant 
ci oll ars the o b li ~a ti o ns i nc urr ed by SBA in its major small busi ne ss 
l oa n p ro ~:jl'aiTI S \/el~e l ess in FY 1975 than in FY 1970. fInd the 
/\d lil inist rat i on's budget esti iilates call for furt her reductions in 
tI) e r ro gr ans' ob l i ~a tions fOi~ both fiscal y(;a rs 1976 and 1977. 

I\ 1] 0od eXili:l ;J lr. of the dis astl'ou S effec t of the se )' estri ctions 
is the Surety CCl nd Gua r?nt ce r rofJ r.} ~!l, \·:h ic h you have been instrUiTlental 
in savi ng on several occasi ons. Th is program pl'ovides bond sua r ii ntees 
t o sr.lall (and often ::1 inority) cont r octlJ rs, \" hic h t lley r equire to stay 
in IJusiness. The t, um inistt'ntion has r ef used to c. u t l-lori ze an obli qa ti cnal 
.' I/ ! h:Jl'ity ";! If f ici ,.'n t t o :,10 pt til" ,1 Id i1.i nn,11 Iw ~d f nr thr. rr')(: l"'l1n . 
" I I !I II WJ I, i L:.i ,ldd i L i (tl ilt 1 Lu:. l \ .\ ' ll1 d ! q : 11 111 y '; :1 (I I i IIi Uti . 1\5 il \' I~ ::' U 1l , 
it ""1S f aced ir:lI lJ ;nent disc (: ll ti nuati oll on t hr (:c occasi ons i n the l ast 
yp.a r, throvJing small business contractors ev (: rYl'lhe re i nto a pa nic and 
t , j ~ ri n u s ly undermining the l)J'o ~lri1m'S cl'{;uibility. Only pressure from 
./o u anti a couple of other conc ern ed Senators has kept the pro~lrarn 
rlJ n c ti () nin~ unint crrur ted. This exemplifi es t he Admi nistration's 
ca ll ou s i nd iffer enc e t o sl:1a ll business assi st unce p ro g~' arn s. 
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EDUCATION 

D.EJI.TIO~·l OF A SEPARATE DEPARHiEflT OF EDUC,I\TIOfl 

'{ou and Carter ~gree that there should be established a separate 
!Jcpal'tnie nt of EdJcatioll to strengthen the hand of education at the 
fe~ e ra l level. You bot h recom~end tha t this new depa rtme nt consolidate 
t.le grant pr'Jsral:ls, job training, early chilrlhood education, li teracy 
ti'aininC], and othel' education fu nctions cunently scattel'ed t!lfoughout 
the govE r n; j',ent. 

:Iote: This Pl'oposal to establ ish a separate DepartfTle nt of 
Education is strongly supported by the i~EA . ;10 \'leVe r, Shankar has 
rxpressed his reservations that such a Department would actually 
ioprove the administration of education programs and particularly 
his concern that it wo uld be advanced as a substitute for additional 
funding for education. 

F1C REAS ED FE DERAL SUP PORT FOR PU8LIC EDUCATION 

You and Carter ~.Slree that the federal govenll1ient shaul d increase 
its support for public education beyond its 1~74 share of 10 percent 
of the total . Holt/ever, Carter has decl ined to commit hililself 
specif ically to the one-third figure advanced by ilEA , whi ch you 
cndcJI'sed in your s peech before thei r ~" i 2m i conv ::: nt i 011. 

US E OF REVENUE SHARING FUNDS FOR EDUCATION 

As you know, Carter favors all revenue sharing funds going directly 
to loca l governments. This increase wou ld he one prominent source 
of inc::n:t1 sed federal funds for publ ic eCuc tition. lie favors removing 
the rrr's ent prohi bi t ion aga i nst 1 oca 1 gov r:rn:dc nis' us i I1g these funds 
fur c:1l1cation. 

'I II' ILl I If!" l . tdU~!\JTr i lr, I" or: TL!I,C!1I1 '; 
. - -- ---- - --- - - - - ------_._-- - . . -

Carter suprorts the rinht of public cilqJloyees, including teachers, 
1, (1 or' Idnize lind haraain collectively. fl(> dilr.~ not favor prohih iting 
I.. dch~!l'~; tfle rioht to strike . 



Housing 

Carter 

For the Platform Commitee Carter provided the folowing 
age nda for housing to rejuvenate the construction industry, 
and fulfill the goal of constructing 2 million housing units 
per year: 

(1) direct f e deral subsidies a nd low interest loans to 
encourage the construction of low and middle class housing 

(2) expansion of section 202 housing progam (housing for 
the elderly) 

(3) more money for rehabilitation 
job money for home rehabilitation 

using public s e rvice 

(4) "greater attention to the role of local corrrrnunities 
under the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974" 

(5) "greater effort to direct mortgage money into the 
financing of private housing" 

(6) prohibit redlining by federally sponsored Saving and 
Loans and the FHA 

(7) encourage more loans for housing and rehabilitation 
to the poor 

(8) more expansionary monetary policy. 

Mondale 

You were a member of the Subcommittee on IIollsing and Urban 
Affairs from 1965 through 1972. In that role you helped create 
the major housing programs which Carter see ms to support. 

1!I,\IHilHJ a lld U.l' l hl l1 De v('loDn\l ~ nt. l lc t of l'lI l ' " '1' 111(> I duthori ze s ----- _ _ . ____ _________ ::.::J~---.- ------ - -::1-- ' . . -
ren t s upplement payments for dl sadva ntageu lH.! .n;uns. Other 
provisions supported continuing Federal support for college 
hous ing, urban renewal, acquisition of laud for pilrks and 
urba n beautification and rural housing. 

DeI!10nstrat_ion_~itie~_~.!:.~_ ~~_t:.:n?p<?_~i __ t~n . ))cy('l(~E~.e_nt Act of 1966. 
This Act established "110dcl CIties", Y Oll \'_ I ' n~ p ,:.u~ tIcularly 
active in providing for "citize n pi.uticipti l J(III", 

1~7 _6 - The Fair Housin.g _~_C2!: • . 'l'his bi:! 'l b U G i llne law as Title VIII 
to the Civil Rights Act of 19G8. It prot f' l III LIlo r.1ghts of 
minori ti e s wi th re s p e ct to the renli ng and 1'1I1:u llas:Lng of homes. 



f',,":. ... .1,.,1 
Housing a nd Urban Development Act of 1968. Title I cr~a Led-

homeownership for lower-income families (Sec. 235). This followed 
the work you had done in 1967 for the Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1967. Carter seems to . want to rejuvenate a similar program. 

The Housing and Community Development Act of 1974. This bill 
contained many of the provisions of the 1972 Housing and Urban 
Development Act. You developed the formula for consolidating 
both the FHA housing progra ms and the urban development program. 

Notes 

In general Carter seems to want to return to a commitment 
to the programs which you helped create. There are, perhaps, 
a couple of important difference s. 

During your membership on the Housing Subcommittee you worked 
to enact "fair share" housing legislation. This provided that 
Communities would be expected to accept their fair share of 
public housing. This legislation might be construed to conflict 
with Carte r's r emarks on housing policy in which he said he 
'i"ould o ppose the government~ promoting the "intrusion of alien 
groups into neighborhoods". 

A current controversy is whether Housing Assistance AuthQrization 
should make a priority of rehabilitation or ' whether the local 

\ community should have complete discretion over the mix of 
money for new construction and for rehabilitation. 

, 
The Housing Amendments of 1976 -- for which you voted -- clearly 

provide that this mix is supposed to be a local decision. Carter 
places some emphasis on making a national priority of increased 
rehabilitation money_ 



Aging 

Carter 

Social Security 

Carter has proposed that the wage base for Social Se curity taxe s 
be increased. He also favors a decoupling proposal which 
would index future benefits by wages -- which is the Administration's 
proposal . This proposal eliminates on~ half of the long term 
deficit of the Social Security system. 

Housing 

Carter proposes a rapid increase in the Section 202 housing 
program . 

Medicare 

Carter proposes to expand benefits under Medicare and work toward 
a national health insurance program . 

Administrative change 

Carter proposes to create a Counselor on the Aging in the 
Office of the President . . 

Transportation 

Carter will ask for federal funds to allow public transportation 
systems to provide reduced fare progra ms for the elderly . 

Multi-purpose centers 

Carter says that "we should consider the establishment 
of a ncttional senior citi.zens' n(' r"i ('0. corps and broaden t.he 
ll i HJ IlY :' L'rdo[ citi L' l :n n of lilll:l t i 1111I1",HP l ~ ('n t c.~r s. 

Mondale 

Social SI::curi ty 

You have opposed the Prnl : I.dl~ ll L' s proposal for a tax ra 1:e 
increase , and h<lve indica ted I 11 ,1 t. tn 1:118 sllort run there is no 
need for a tax increase. 

You have not COmmE!flted CHI L lie var ious "decoupling" proposuln. 

IIollsing 

You voted for t.he HOllsinIJ l\III! ' lJdments of 1976 which incrcall(·tI 
Section 202 loan authority fl't ill :;:1100 m.l..llion to $1.475 billion 
IIj)O Il l' ll.lctme nt, to $2.)87~.1 1011111111 ! )/I (),!l ~ . 1, 1977, and to ~ I. I 1 1111',n 
/) \1 Oct. 1, 1971l. 
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Medicare and National Health Insurance 

You've opposed the President's proposed Medicare cuts and have 
cosponsored the Kennedy National Health Insurance bill .. 

Note s 

The only apparent important conflict is that Carter has 
proposed to raise the taxable wage ceiling for Social Security 
taxes , while you have favored no immediate increase, and have 
said that we need to look toward partial general revenue financing 
in the long run. . 
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Revenue Sharing 

Carter 

Carter has proposed to extend Revenue Sharing for five 
years with an increase in the annual funding level to compensate 
for inflation and with enforcement of the civil rights provisions. 
He believes that all Revenue Sharing funds should go to the 
citie s and that localities should be allowe d to use these funds 
fo de fraying the costs of health , s ocial s ervices and education. 

Mondale 

You are a cosponsor of the Administration's bill which would, 
in the main, continue the present program. You have spoken 
before the Senate and before State and local officials that you 
do not favor major changes in the distribution process. 
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Science and Technology 

Carter 

Carter has proposed that the Office of Science Adviser 
to the President be upgraded. 

Mondale 

You were a cosponsor of the Science Advisor bill which 
accomplished this. 

You are also a prime sponsor in the Senate of the 
NSF authorization bill for FY 1977. It provides for an 
$832.4 million authorization . 



r"AJOR PROVISIONS OF THE DEtiOCRATIC PLATFOR~1 

ELEHEiHl\RY AnD S[CO.m/\RY EDUCATION 

St rengthen federal support of Title I, ESEA with emphasis on its 
comp2nsatory education function and improveme nt of reading and 
~at h skills. 

Expan d f ederal sup port for handicapped , bilingual, and early 
childhood education. 

Federa 11 y fi nanced, famil y-centered, ch il d care programs, operated 
by the public schools or othe r l.ocal org.:n i za tions, for all "'Iho 
need and desire them. 

Increased federal funds to eliminate differences in expenditures 
for education between school districts . 

DESEGREGATION 

Continued support for school desegregation. Help through special 
consultation, matching funds, and incentive grants to encourage 
i ntegrated ed ucation. "ik ndatory transportati on of students beyond 
t h e~r neighborhoods for the purpose of desegregation remains a 
judicial tool of t he last r esort for t he pu rpose of achieving 
school desegregati on." Encourages a variety of other mea sures, 
including the redral·ling of attendance lines, pairing of schools, 
use of the "magnet school concept," strong fair housing enforcement, 
and other techniques for the achievement of racial and economic 
integl~ation. 

TAX CREDIT FOR PRIVATE SCHOOLS 

S U ril0 1~t of a cOllstitutionally acceptable met ho d of pl'oviding tax 
aid for p.l l' cnts I;lho \·lish to send their chil dl'en to no n-se~regated 
:" 'i v(\ tC' ' . r h(1n l r; . 

PO~T S [CO'W1.riY [D UCAT IO j~ 

(\ i llli li t.III" flt: tn extend postsecondary opportunities f( l' stlJrit 'nts from 
h :\" <.t ill! ,.ll. ldle incorne famil ies throu~h full funuiliU fur [lLOG tlnd 
su p r Ol~t r(lr' tile campus-based grant, loan, and work- <; tudy programs 
to r ro\f 'j d (~ c ho i ce . 

r 0 Ut~ r it l ·. IIP P(J \·L to postsecondary institutions UJr (d ' '1 1t cos L-of -education 
l'aYill·.:: llh, 

reder'a ! ' 111 ,porl for bilSic and applied res earch, ~ 1l .1 "tl jJf.e education, 
trn i llP C ' Itll' S . dlld fello\·l ships . 
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Consumers 

Carter 

Carter wants to establish "a strong nationwide program 
of consumer education". 

He would also establish a consumer protection agency. 

He would institute an "all-inclusive sunshine la~". The 
law would not pertain to narrowly defined national security issues, 
to unproven charges similar to grand jury proceedings, and to 
cases where preliminary knowledge might cause damage to the 
economy. ! 

He would t oughen control over lobbyists. 

Mondale 

You have supported the creation of a Consumer Protection 
agency. 

You were a sponsor of the Federal Meat Inspection Act. 

You supported the Mortgage Disclosure Act, and the truth in 
lending legislation. 

You were directly involvedin-- theAuto Safety Recall Act. 

k 
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TO : Senator [,londa le 
FRml: LaTry 01 i ve r 
D:,\TE : July 20, 1976 

I~E : COr.1p aTison of Cart e r ancl ..!oncla le Positions on 
Ccrt~in I ssue s 

SP l:C I r: 1 C ISSUE 1)1 F F [~I~\ t:ES ARE U[';DERLL'ED . 

Carter 

1. Favors Lan on t h e s a le of 
"S :3turday Ni gh t StJeci;].]s ." 

2. Favors prohibition of 
ownership by anyone convicted 
of a cri~ e involving a gun and 
by t ho se not mentally com­
~)e ten t. 

3. favor s nationa l registra -
tion of h <.-mdguns . 

4. Lon g t.un s - no stat c! ': cn t. 

1 J . J C:l t hI ' L! n ; t 1 t y 

C:lrter 

1. Dc ;]. th U~--"}a 1 ~>: __ .:.. L~:_l~) d 
Lc rct_a jncJ [or a ICh' <l l' 
:~ r-;n::it_ Nl --Cl -l-l:: c S --I-iT(:---;:. "11 I , I :. r 
C-C);:.Jn itt l'-l1- - r)\;--~-il- ' Ti 11:!: I-l-r: . I I. : I 
a l-i-fc---;;l:rtt211 C-C-:-- ' "-:j'i;'~~ --j ' i ! 1.1 j" .. 
~")' , -. Ll S t l ·-(--:."- ---: J--::~ c· . l ' (J 'I ) " . \ )' f \ I . • l.. . I l ' .., I ~.) \. ~ l ~ " • , \ ' ) 

:.lnd T.m st b c.' rcv -jl' l·.'E' d i ll ' 1" 1. 
elSC bY;'1 3-jwl),.(' jl~lJl l~ l . 1 

the sta te ~,iprCll(~ CU Irt 

;' lond al e 

Sall e. 

S ;.:.i.l e , bu t i Ii C ] Li C e S iJr c J1 i ~ i -
tion of sale to i:1iTlors. 

Same . 

Opposes measures calling fo r 
t]le confjsc::ttion of h;1ncl~ti;lS 
:.lJ1d rCt~uirin~ licensing :J!ld 
)"e ~ i s tration of lon g ~llJlS 
\·;h il.-:h a re used for lc g jli n; ;'tc.: 
5~ortiJlg pu r~oses. 

~·!ond :l1 e 

Oppos es death pe!1a lty.i..!!_ tl l~~ 
;;l>sence of evi.dence t h;lt it 
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I 11. Criuc 

Carter 

1 . Best way to reduce crin e 
1 s t 0 rCl~, uc c un CD; 1 o)':l.en t ClJld 
11·" .' ," a ('I,]' r; i 'l·"l il l"L i'~e S\'S -.. 1.\ '- .... _0_ .1.' 4 J ~ _ L __ ,- ~ 

t(,; ;:1 1:;-~ i c ~ l eic 1 i \'(;1' 5 s\,'i ft ;lJld 
f i r~!i ~ , ; In j s 'l "i C;l t . 

S2. ;'\ e . 

I V . S. 1 ( C r iD ina 1 J ',1St ice ~ e f 0 n 1 1 c t 0 f 1 9 7 6 ) 

Ct1. :cte r 

1. 

Carter 

1 . S ; 1 i ; i ~ 0 l' t s st r 0 ~1 g 8 l! poi 11 ted 
i ::1 t1 C) 0 r~ de n t J'.. t tor !1 (: Y C en c r :11 
Q,ld h i.:; h ly qualified ;ll )(l in ­
Je~enJent jud~cs . 

2 . Independen t b l ue ribb on 
judicial select i on cODlr.1 i ttecs 
should be established to g ive 
l'Cco r::r:1Cl1cb tions to the Pr cs i ­
d Cj1t of the 1:1 0s t (illalifiell 
: J l~ r son s a v l.l i L1 b] e for l~ 0:; i -
tions \'J he n v3.c:.mcj os occ ur . 

V I . 

Carter 

] . ,'\5 Fre~,i(L:,' nt, ~· ... ould 
;li Jll rovc l(;~isl(1ti.on t o 
r c p e :1 1 S (_~ c t ion ] cl - b 0 f t 11 0 

'!':lCt-II:n11( ' y,\c1. . 

2 . C e 11 C r:1 11)' 11 '.' 1 j I.~ V C S 1 l! 

~;1:l'ong) (;.ffect i v l~, rc sl;n ll ­
.~ j b ] e 11 11 j () II S • 

: ronJa le 

Same . 

Sar.1e (?) 

j':!onclal e 

" ..j(lI:1C . 
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VII . t~atio nal Eealth I nsuranc e 

Carter 

1. Sl!ilpor ts cO;:lprehcnsive 
:{:1 t iona l fica l th Insuran ce , but 
(a) 1:<til ts to phas e it in f or 
cllil(~rcJl, th e poo r, etc ., (0) 
.:;iv e i n SUr:l.i1Ce cO!;,panic s a 
cilance to pIa}' a role) and (c ) 
place n ore emphasis on preven tive 
!;led ic ine . 

VIII . Uncmployment Compensati on 

Carter 

1. .:\ s Governo r, he devised 
a law e linina ting the \-"ait­
ing per iod ~hen a worker was 
laid off. 

2 . \0 ~i {)s ition st :l t ed . 

i.rond ale 

Same (is co-sponsor of 
S . 3 , the Kennedy bill) . 

;londale 

Senne . Introuuced S. 2079 
in Senate which provides for 
no ~ ·:ai ting period Wllcn a 
~orker is laid off . 

SUi)ilorts a fcs.cral benefi ts 
s t ;-,nL!,nu . 



S:~ALL GUSI;:ESS 

Carter ha s out lined no specific position s re~ 2 rding small business. 
I Uli nk t!lat you can point to the accomp lish r;~ e nt s of t~ l e Soall Busines s 
C J; ~' ittce d~ring you r term as so lid evidence that you have supported 
t~2 concern s of small businessmen . I am working with the staff of 
the Small Busines s Comnittee to develop more extensive i ssue briefs 
in this area and to document the i nadequac ies of the ford Administration . 

As a res~lt of you r efforts, the Senate Finance Comm ittee adopted 
legislation that wou ld more than double the current exemption of 
$ 50 , 000 to $ 13n, IJOO, eff2ctive January 1 , 1977. /" t ax cred it of 
$ 30,000 ';:ou ld be s:l'.)s titute:d fo r' this hi s hei~ l evel of 2X.r:iI1 ption , 
since a credit is a i:I\) /'(: p;'o'jressive tax f ea ture . This cl'edit \·;ould 
be increased over the n2xt four years to a l eve l of $ 50,000 whi ch 
is the equivalent of a $ 200,000 exemption . 

The Finance Committee r.casure al so incl'casp. s the r;;arital deduction 
for sr;;all and medium-sized esta tes, ext2nd s the ti ~e for repajmen t of 
the taxes to 15 years , and provides that farm la nd will be valued for 
estate tax purposes at its use as farm land. 

CORPOR,ll.TE TAX REFORt·1 

The 1975 Small BusinEs s ,'\;-;l end;;:ents to the Tax Reduction Act 
prov i ded si gn ificant benefits to small businesses. They lowered 
the tax rates on the first $ 25,000 of corporate income to 20 percent 
and the next $ 25,000 of income to 22 percent. These cuts resulted 
in tax savings of q percent on corporate earnings be low S 25,000 
and by ~Q pe rc en t on earnings between $ 25 , 000 and $ 50,00n. 

~ ·1ore r emai ns to be clone in this or-en. ~tur:lif>s have s hOltill that 
sr.lall businesses pay an "effective tnx rJt.e il of 1!1t" )rc thz:n t\',;ce that 
of their larger counterparts. The 1~76 I'.nnll:i l l: c;J(J rt of the Senate 
S::,a 11 Busi ness COl1mit tec cited fi nures tlli1 t <; ,' lil 11 llIi1 n!lfi'tcturel~s \·:it h 
d ' . ', I ' jr, Ilndpr 1. l illilli()rl f' ,lid 'lI l i ' l · rfl ~ c.li ·" i' I ,, '· I II," (If ') 1 lJ!' ru:nt, 
'. ,ill: I c: i 1 ~ i1 U Y' 0 U P LJ f till' l.t I ~ J I .~ ~~ l I. () I I· (J r d Li (.' II ' , / ' tI ,I , til L I I I : L 1I 'I c: rat.. e 
of (,2 percent in 1974. 

The Ford Administrationls pril)riti(~:. · rr ~ cl "lIr from their proposal 
to reduce corporate taxes by an across-till! · LOdl'd reduction from 48 
pe rcent to 46 percent . 8y Sil;lOn IS mm tc· f i l:ld llY I,efore the Finar.ce 
l e,;;uil ittee, 81 percent of the honef i t.s fr e,loI IIII' I ,n'd proposa l go to 
lhe Lll'<jest 1.3 pel~cent of the cor pnt'Jl.i ll l1 ' .I lld ( .~' 1'(TCl:nt 00 to 
lhc lal'C)cst 0.2 pCl'cent. 
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P/\PER\'!ORK 

) Agencies of the executive bra:lch clll'rc:nt ly req uire small businesses 
to file ten billion sheets of paper ~2 r yea r on ove r 6, 000 different 
fo r;:ls. The cost to all busir;ess of :1i2c ti nCj tile r::prJ),ting r eq ufl'ements 
of r~o vc rnment at all levels is est i :::a.ted at S 20 ~ill~ o n by the Federal 
PafJe r ':!ol' k COr:::11issi on. It costs :~O V El'J1:11C llt 2. ilot!lc r $ 2Q bill ion to 
process a ~d store these r epo rts . 

Yo u ca n ::1ake the a r~U ; '~2 rlt tha t 1,10 St of tilC'S 2 r e;;o l't ing r eC] uirc:ments 
:12.'/2 S2en 2stabl i s;12d by the e>z (; cut i vc ':1 0(~ !I C ic~ s. T ;~cy are tine­
consul-li ng, cos tly , r edundant , en'.! oTt en un necessil ry t o the i ;~n 1e!:l e ntati o n 
of Congress l legislative intent. ' 

The S~a1 l Business Comm ittee has been active in urging various 
executi ve departments to reduce the paperwork burdens they i mpose . 
Th e Labor Cepartne nt and IRS, under pres sure fl~om t he Corirnittee, 
have reduced the reporting requirer:l 2nts under the EI1l p10,yment Retirement 
Security Act , and suspended its requirement of an accountant1s 
opinion on small business plans . This latter action alone will 
save t he se small businesses beh:een S 500 I:l illion and $ 750 million 
in ad diti ona l cos t s this year. 

FOl' a ll of its r hetoric, t he Ford P.,drn inistration has failed to 
sdp ;-JJrt t he (': a j or s:iia ll bu siness 2.ssi st ance progra i:ls . In cons tant 
doll ars t he ob 1i ~a Li o ns i nc urred by SSA in its major small busi ness 
l oan pl'O'jrams ',:e)'e l ess in FY 1975 than in FY 1970. !Ind the 
P,d!il ini s tration 1s budget estbates call for further reductions in 
the pro gr aris l obli gations for both fiscal years 1976 and 1977. 

I\ seod CXiiil;, lc of the disastrous ef f ect of t hcse r estrictions 
is t he Surety [' Cllld Guarantee pro ,] ram, \·: hich you have been instl'UlTle ntal 
ill sJving all sev(; )'al occasions . This program pl~ovides bond suarantees 
t o sr.lilll (and often ::l inority) contr (l ct')rs, \'.'hich they r equire to stay 
in I,us iness. The J'. ulllinistration hCi s r cfused to aut horize an obligaticnal 
, i ,! 'I 'J l'i f Y ~.!l ffici pn t to : ll(~pt till' :1 Idi!, i nn,l l nl'r:d fnl' th t: rrM] r1111. 

, 1 I I IIJ \ t ~J II i L:; ,ldd i t.i l!!!.) 1 Lu:. L \:",tlld ! .. ! '11 11 .1 ';, J I'li 11 i , lI), /\s il rc:. ull , 
it lia s faced ;r:l!llin ent disC(' lltinuati otl on tlJr (; e occasions in the last 
yp.a r, thr() ~'/ing small business contractors ev (: ry\': hei~e into a panic and 
, , '~ ri () u s 1y undermining the pro~)rum 's cn~dibility . Only pressure from 
yo u an,i a couple of other concernAd Senators has kept the program 
r lJ ncti o nin~ Ilf1int c: rrupted. This exemplifies the Administra.tionls 
ca ll ous in differe nce to sl:1al 1 business assi s t utlce prog l'al:1S . 



EDUCAT I ON 

UEiI.T 10;1 OF A SEPI\Rt~TE OEPARTf.iEfIT OF COUClH ION 

You an d Carte r ~gree tha t there should be establis hed a separate 
fJ2pa l'tmen t of Ed ucaf,ol1 to strengthe n the hand of education at t he 
fe rle ra l l evel. You bot h reco~~end that this new depa rtme nt con soli da te 
the gr':in t pr')3 i'al 'lS, job training , ea rly chil rlhoo d education , l iteracy 
tf'? ini nl] , an d othe r educatio n function s curl'ont ly sC ntte l'~d t! lroughou t 
the gOVEnli j', en t. 

:iote : This Pl'oposal to estab l ish a separa te Oepartrle nt of 
;:du cati on is strongly suppo rted by the NEA . :10\'IEver, Shanka r hc s 
rxpres s ed hi s re se rvatio ns that such a De pa rtme nt wou ld actua lly 
i oprov e the adm inistration of edu cation pro grams and particu l ar ly 
his concern tha t it would be advanced as a substitute for additional 
funding for education. 

F1 C REf\SE ~ FE DERAL SUPPO::\T FOR PU8LI C EDUCATION 

You a nd Carte r ~ree t la t the fed eral gove r nn,ent should increase 
its support for public educa tion beyond its 1974 share of 10 percent 
of the total. Halt/ever, Carte r has decl ined to CClTim it hi lflself 
specif ically to the one-third fi gure advan ced by flEA, wh ich you 
cndOl'sed in you r s peech before thei r rl i 2m i conV f:: nt i all. 

USE OF REV ENUE SHARING FUNDS FOR EDUCATION 

''.s you I: n O\,I , Carte r favors all revenue shadn~ funds goi ng directly 
to l oca l govcrn!'ll;nt s. This increase \'!o uld he one prorninent sou rce 
of incr eaSe d federal funds for pub l ic ecucation. lie favors 1'(:,110ving 
tlJ(,? prr'sr'nt prah; bi t i on aga i nst 1 oca 1 gov (: rn !IIC~ nts' us i n9 these funds 
fu r C'JlJcation. 

":IIII.I I 'l!' IJd(C'./\ Llfilr. r Of{ TLi\r:Jl l it ; 

CcH'Ler supports t he ri~ h t of public emp l oyees , including teac he rs, 
111 or ')tlnize ilnd ha r~ain collectively. fI(> d ,IC :' nl) t f(\vor proh ibiting 
\" .,Clt~! l ' ~~ tile ri oht t o s tri ke. 



\ 

- 2 -

EXPA;WED VOCATIO;IAL A:m Cf..REE R EDU CATIOil PROS2f,iiS 

One of Carter's ma jor proposals in educa tion is for increased 
elT: pha sis on ca reel' 2.nd voca t i Gna 1 educa t i on pr ogi·ams. He cites 
st atistics that 750,000 untl"ained yout~lS ente r the unemployment 
poo l annually, and that by 1980 80% of all jobs a re expected to 
)"equ ire educat i on beyond hi ~ h school bu t l es s than a four year 
,j.:;g ree . 

HA:m I C/~ PPED EDUC.!\TI 0;·1 

Yo u and Carte)' i'\(ll'ee thrl t p rGj rai~i S f or the 1an( icapped mu st be 
significantly expandecrTn vie\'! of t:le f act t; l" t L,nly :la lf of t he 
six million school-aged !landica~p2rl chil dren are rece iving the 
attention they need. 

Carte r ha s stated that "the best thing that ever !lappened to 
the south in !iiy 1 ifeti me was t he passage of the Civil Rights Acts 
an d complete inte'JI'ation of ou r school s." He points v/ith pride to 
the cOM pletely integ rated public scho ol in Plains which his daughte r 
,"'IllY i1ttends. Ho';,cvE:r, he note s t~'la t IJusing \"3S trL;d in Atlan ta 
2nd did not \'Iork . "The only kids I i,ave eve r seen hu s ed are poor 
cllilcJren. I have nevel' seen a rich child hused. The rich pan:nts 
either lilove or they put thei r k ius in pri va te school s. II He note s 
t ha t at first it is very important to the bl Jck citizens to ha ve 
the busing order. "But eventually the [)oor pa r ents, mo stly blacks, 
:,ay '~!e don't \'Iant our kids bused any 11l01"e to a distant scI180l ,' 
beca use these are the very parents who don't have a seco nd car, 
and if thei r chil dren get sick in the mi cld l e of the day or if they 
\'/an t to go to athletic events , they can't go ." 

lip. po ints to the tllTrJw]'.'ITIC'nt t!l.1t \' /i')': Flil, lf' ffl! ' r..t:l ,int,l rluring 
II I '~ ~ ~ ,,\'t ! I ' l tl)r ~, llil' 1I11 , h ! l~ lile i:jl l:r' (I'..',i l (, f 1:11(1 C"III I "I /' . 1 ' 11/"\ 1 ~ •• 

(1) 
(2 ) 

(3) 

Any child \,.'ho ','.'Z'.n ts to be l,used CiHl I l (~ 1 ) lJ'~cd at public expen se. 
The husin!) must contl~ihute to inc)"l'l '; /'d ilrt c rW,l tion. A 
child Ciln not be buserl al'lay from iI ~ ,( . I d j(" ,lu~t beclluse it 
ha s black chil dren in it. 
Cl iJ d : l ead ei"s ha ve to he 'ICk rp lltt: l y I l'I'f( ",(! l1tpd in the 
dec isi on- r.laking process of il scl ltllti '," 1"Ii l rlt ,l l1 l eve ls, 
so that black peo ple \,lill fu: l "lll ,II' , l ily '.e !roo l ~;ys t er.1." 
lie ma intains this conditioll is ·l ill l. II ,!) in I:os lon an d ma ny 
othe r cities. 
iln child is bused a~ilinst th ~ ! \vhl" , Id Il li~ cl lilrl. 
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lie \'Iil l support Federal Cou rt tul in gs, 2vcn if they run contrary 
to his 0\'111 bel iefs, and he oppose s "n :op2!li ng the subject" I·,ith a 
constitutional a r.1ellGl'len t. 

I am also attaching a previ ous Su!1i.1ary of the Democratic platform 
on education . 
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i1 E 11 0 RAN D U H: · 

TO 

FROH 

SUBJ 

SENATOR 

HIKE 

CARTER ON ISSUES: AGRICULTURE 
'I'Rl\}lSPORTJ\TION 
NATIVE iiJ1ERICANS 

I. AGRICULTURE: 

I fin d no probl(!ms Hith Governor Carter's agricultural 
po l icy st2temcnts but recomm(!nd a few additions. 

a) I ,'lould r e commend that we add a sentence at the end 
of t.~e first paragraph so it r e ads as follows: 

The greatest need &l1ong those involved in the agricul­
tural economy of this nation is a coherent, predictable 
and stable government policy relating to farming and the 
production of food and fiber. As President, I would have 
signed the "Emergency Farm Act of 1975" ";hich "lQuld have 
in;:;r22. ~~G d support pric(!s . I wil l also propose a maj or 
r(!vis i o n of the curr(!nt disaste r a id programs . 

b) I \lould also recomme nd that lye maJ~e one slight change 
in t.~e Governor's "dairy stateme nt" so tha t the first 
paragraph re ad s as f ollows: 

I favo r adequate milk price supports to assure dairy 
farmers an adequate and reasonable profit and cons\wers 
a dependable and reasonably priced supply of dairy 
products. As President, I would have signed the bill 
President Ford vetoed raising supports to 85% of parity. 
Such adjustme nts are needed to account for hig!10.r pro­
duction c os ts. If such adjustments a re not made , milk 
prices could rise even more in the coming months as more 
farmers become discouraged and cut production . 

a ) Pas sen(Je r: This is contained in h is po~;.i LI " II U' li Ii: r 
on "cities." I find Governor Cart er 's PO!'lj Linn on 
urban tl:"ansportation systems .1nd ,uJdj t.i.on'-ll r c; l1(,["rJl 
assistance wholly consisten I: wi th yo ur l l) : ; I Llo n. 
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b) Freight transportation: l'le just received one 
transportation position paper and ·that wa s on 
railroad reorganization. It is heavily tilted 
tmvard the rails and sor:1e of the sta temen ts 
are very questionable . I understand that 
Alan Doyd, President of Illinois Central-Gulf 
serves on this task force and that e:q?lains 
much of this policy statement. 

The Governor's proposal discusses Amtrak, Con­
rail, de-regulation and a national reorganiza­
tion plan. I have no trouble with them. It's 
in the a reas of use, efficiencies and cost 
benefits I find the greatest problems . 

Ire states that 6G% of the grain from the North 
Central state s moves by rail. It does not 
s epara te domestic utilization from exports . It 
does not identify that portion that travels by 
m·ore than one mode such as truck to barge or 
rail to barge. And \vhen it comes to cost ad­
vantages they leave the Central states and go 
to Buffalo, New York. It states that Buffalo 
to Scra nton, Pe!1nsylvania by rail is $7.30 as 
compa red to truck which is $11 per ton. I 
checked the pUblished rates and find that it is 
not $7.80 but $12 per ton by the Erie-Lacka\"anna 
and $17 per ton by the Penn Central. It should 
also be noted that this is not a major produc­
ing area an d ~o st of the grain coming to Buffalo 
for processing comes via ~he Great Lakes. 

The statement also makes the claim that rails 
"enjoy a 1m" per unit operating, pollution and 
fuel consumption costs." tlany studies have 
been made and on ly one agrees \-.,i th this con­
clusion. That was done by Dr. Sebal and the 
university of Illinois and it was premised on 
unit trains and a straight line route for rails 
as cornp~red to a circuitous route for barges. 
Thr. ~0. n1"I' ;n ":il;('l ass\lmptirms .-Inn ~jL1Hli ,' ~; not 
n1ak.i .n'J 11" III 1I:; I.I ,,11y finl1 Uli·it I, ;" '. I! ' ! ; , ' II II.lul 
400 ton Iililc~s per gallon of fu(~l , triJ i . n~·l ~~OO , 
trucks 75 and airplanes just 4 miles per 
gallon. 

,'7e have nIso gathe red much env ironmental r..3ta on 
Lock .311(1 Dam #2G found that the system of locJ.: s 
and d;)m Hi ll C Llln;c prohl ,-~ms but: b'::lrgcs t.hemselve s 
wi th Llti. I( lila b:! prccautious arc nut a lllilj or pol­
luter nt air or \'later --.- at le~5t m~jor in 
compad.r.oTl 1.0 the S8\'.'age disposal from ci tics 
along till ! l.-:i.v('r . 
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The carter position is very different in tone 
and substances from you r work on Locks and Dam 
#26 . I believe those differences can be r esolved 
if you would suggest a few changes 1n this state­
ment. 

should recommend they drop the last sentence in 
first paragraph Hhich reads as follo\'7s: "In 

addition, railroads enjoy low per unit operating, 
pollution, and fuel consumption costs. " 

2) ~'!hile the first sentence of paragraph 4 is fine , 
you should recorx-r.en d that the paragraph ' reads a s 
follows : 

"1'he prohle m of transportation services to COr.lmu­
nities that are to be l ef t without rail service 
under Conrail make s evident that the problem of 
railroad reorganization cannot be analyzed in a 
vacuum but ~ust be treated a s one part of a larger 
transportation problem. Ee need a na tional com­
prehen si ve t r<Jn sporta tion po l i cy ':.'here -c.he natural 
efficiencies and adva ntages of each rno~e are fully 
utilized to bring about the most economic , environ­
menta lly compatible and functional freight and 
passenger transportation system." 

III . Na tive .liJel.cricans : It appears that the Governor has no 
policy statement 011 this matter . I know many native 
American groups will want to see so;ne statements or 
declarations and I would suggest that we do a little 
work on this. 
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BERT 

Housing 
Busing 

ISSUES ACCORDING TO LEGISLATIVE 
RESPONSIBILITY 

Bureaucracy and Government Inefficiency 
Urban Policy 

--Grant consolidation 
--Enployment 
--Revenue Sharing 
--Nelfare Reform 
--Housing 
--Municipal Bonds 
--Municipal Transportation 
--Need to involve private resources . 

Health 

~~~ (Tax Issues) 

Minimum Tax 
Foreign Source Income 
Tax Shelters 
Expense Account Deductions 
IRS Procedures 
Taxation of Capital Gains 
Tax Cuts for 1976 
Integration of Corporate and Individual Income Taxes 
Estate Taxation 
Tax Discrimination 
Tax Policy and Housing 
Tax Incentives for Btisiness 
Tax Policy and Charitable Giving 
Socia~ Security Taxation 

DAVID 

B-1 Bomber 
ABM 
Overseas Troop Deployments 
Nuclear Strategy and First Strike Weapons 
Diego Garcia 
Binary Chemical Weapons 
Cambodia/Vietnam 
Trident/Nuclear Aircraft Carriers 
Trea ty Haking Pouers and Nar Pm'lers 
Chile 
Amnesty 
Defense Budget 
Arms Sales 
Korea 
Human Riqhts & Immigration 
Cyprus, Greece & Turkey 



ELLEN 

Abortion 
Arts 
Child Care 
Children and Youth and Families 
Education--Lifelong Learning 
t"lomen's Issues 

GAIL 

Energy 
--Pricing 
--Divestiture 
--General Policy 

Environment 
Bureaucracy and Government Inefficiency 

JOHN 

Balanced Budget 
Non-inflationary Unemployment Rates 
Fiscal Policy 
Honetary Policy 
Housing 
Aging 
Revenue Sharing 
Science and Technology 
Consumers 

LARRY 

Gun Control 
Death Penalty 
Crime 
S. 1 
Labor 

. National Health Insurance 
Unemployment Compensation 

HARK 

Small Business 
Estate and Gift Tax 
Corporate Tax Reform 
Papenvork 
SHB Assistance PrograITls 
Creation of Separate Department of Education 
Federal Support for Public Education 
Revenue Sharing funds for Education 
Collective Barqaininq for Teachers 
Expanded VoCational and Career Education Programs 



HARK (contiilUed) 

Handicapped Education 
Busing 
Democratic Platform on Education 

HIKE 

Agriculture 
Transportation 
Native Americans 
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