
Cynthia Johnson - Liaison

Gary Allen is author of None Dare Call It Conspiracy; The Rockefeller File;
Kissinger; Jimmy Carter/Jimmy Carter; Tax Target: Washington; and, Ted
Kennedy: In Over His Head. He is an AMERICAN OPINION Contributing Editor.

• IN JAMES EARL CARTER'S 1976 quest
for the Presidency he camp aigned as
an " outsider" and an opponent of the
entrenched political Establishment
in Washington. He pledged to bring
new faces with new policies to the
nation 's capital. These promises
proved empty when Carter assumed
office and filled his Cabinet with
the usual Establishment toadies
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from the ranks of David Rockefel­
ler's Council on Foreign Relations
and Trilateral Commission . Instead
of reversing the disastrous policies of
the past, t he new President acceler­
ated the move toward bankruptcy,
disarmament , and surrender.

Carter immediately violated his
promise, made at the Democratic N a ­
tional Convention, to drive the Es -
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Jimmy Carter, that mask of a smiling man,
turned foreign policy and national security
over to members of David Rockefeller's C.F.R.
and Trilateral Commission. They promptly be­
trayed our ally the Shah, gave away the Pana­
ma Canal, turned Nicaragua over to the Reds,
and allied us with mass murders in Peiping.

tablishment insiders from the top
policymaking posts in our govern­
ment. There is, said Candidate Car­
ter, "a major and fundamental issue
taking shape in this election year.
That issue is the division between the
'insiders ' and the 'outsiders.' The
people of this country know from
bitter experience that we are not go­
ing to get these changes merely by
shifting around the same group of
insiders . . . . The insiders have had
their chance and they have not de­
livered. And their time has run out.
The time has come for the great
majority of Americans - those who
have for too long been on the outside
looking in - to have a President who
turns the government of this country
inside out."

But Jimmy Carter staffed all the
top positions of his Administration
with the Establishment insiders he
warned against - more than seventy
members of the Council on Foreign
Relations and over twenty members
of the Trilateral Commission - in­
cluding the entire foreign policy and
national secur ity team. In control of
our money, at the same time, we have
had C.F .R. members Arthur Burns,
W. Michael Blumenthal, and Paul
Volcker. In the post of Secretary of
Defense, Harold Brown (C.F.R./f.C.)
took over from former Secretary
Donald Rumsfeld (C.F.R.). In the
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are a of Social Welfare an d "human
resources," Joseph Califano (C.F.R.!
T.C.) an d Patricia Harris (C.F.R.)
have continued to expand the gov­
ernment's efforts to make ever more
Americans dependent on the tarbaby
of federal benevolence. In short, de­
spite Jimmy Carter's promise, the
same group of Establishment Insid­
ers remained in control of our gov­
ernment.

In the election year of 1976, Presi­
dential candidate Jimmy Carter
made some eight hundred specific
promises to the voters. He has broken
virtually all of them . .

Real izing how much the taxpayers
were beginning to resent the excru­
ciating burden of taxation, Carter
vowed that taxes would never be
raised while he was in office. In his
campaign book, Why Not th e Best ?,
the Presidential aspirant declared: "I
would never increase taxes for the
working people of our country, and
you can depend on that if I am
elected." Once elected, President
Carter worked actively to increase
taxes at every opportunity. He has
pushed for and signed into law the
two most drastic tax increases in U.S.
history.

First, he signed a Social Security
tax hike in 1977 which will mean an
increase of $223 billion in the tax
take over a ten-year period - and

AMERICAN OPINIO N





In 1976, Jimmy Carter promised voters: "I
would never increase taxes for the working
people of our country, and you can depend on
that if I am elected." He has since signed into
law the two biggest tax increases in U.S. his­
tory. They translate into $3,600 in added levies
for every American family that pays taxes.

still not be sufficient to make the
program financially sound. According
to a study by the Congressional Bud­
get Office, even with these enormous
Social Security increases there won't
be enough funding by 1984 to main­
tain cash flow for Social Security.

The second huge tax leap - itself
the largest single tax increase in U.S.
history - was Carter's $227 billion
"Windfall Profits Tax" on crude oil
- which will be paid by the Ameri­
can consumer at the rate of one hun­
dred cents on the dollar. And not
only will it fail to produce a single
barrel of desperately needed domes­
tic oil, it will serve to discourage
production.

These horrendous tax increases
translate into more than thirty-six
hundred dollars in added levies for
every American family that pays
taxes. But even that wasn't enough to
satisfy the deceitful Carter. He also
labored diligently for passage of a
$5.8 billion import tax on crude oil
and a new federal levy on gasoline ­
as if fuel prices weren 't already driv­
ing Americans to the wall. Fortunately,
because of Conservative resistance,
he was unsuccessful in getting those
two measures through the Congress.

Inflationary "tax-bracket creep"
has been another means by which
Carter has rocketed taxes, refusing to
permit indexing of the rates to allow
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for mere inflation raises. According
to U.S . News & World Report for
August 4, 1980, "Despite recession,
total receipts in 1981 are expected to
rise 86.1 billion dollars, or 16.6 per­
cent - in terms of dollars the largest
one-year tax increase in U.S. history."

The peanut farmer in the White
House has in fact grown drunk with
the power to make people dependent
on his "generosity" with our tax
money. His solution to every problem
is to set up a bureaucratic program
and raise taxes. As the Wall Street
Journal put it in an editorial on
March 17, 1980: " ... our economy's
biggest problem is high and increas­
ing rates of taxation to support run­
away government expenditures, yet
for each symptom, the prescription is
the same: An energy problem, in­
crease taxes. A Social Security prob­
lem, increase taxes. An inflation
problem, increase taxes. Falling hair,
shortness of breath, internal bleeding?
Have another arsenic."

In short, taxes have been increased
more under Carter than under any
other President in our history. Collec­
tions have more than doubled since . ~

he assumed office in 1977. Total :§
receipts have exploded from $300.1 I

billion for Fiscal 1976 to well over ~
$600 billion for Fiscal 1981. We are ~
literally being bled to death. ~

"i:. Now, in an apparent effort to try C
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to turn the attention of the electorate
away from the present realities to
promises of a brighter future, Carter
has announced an "economic revital­
ization program" which calls for a
tax cut to be passed by Congress
sometime next year. As a sop to "Lib­
eral" Democrats who have been de­
manding more government work
programs, he also called for spending
an additional $2.4 billion for public­
works jobs and unemployment bene­
fits . But the President's proposed
"tax cut" of $27.6 billion will not
even offset the scheduled increase
in Social Security taxes. An editorial
in the Wall Street Journal the day
after Carter announced this scheme
observed:

"After the anemic tax reductions
proposed yesterday by Mr. Carter,
the Federal tax burden will rise yet
another $80 billion next year. Mr.
Carter's latest economic policy, his
seventh try at this in three and a half
years, displays no real awareness .of
any of these stark numbers. Is the
country being strangled by taxes?
Too bad. Is federal spending racing
out of control? Then we need more
money spent on what Teddy Kennedy
dignifies with the description 'jobs
programs.' "

In his bid for re-election, Carter is
again using his old tactic of promis­
ing every interest group something he
cannot or will not deliver. For exam­
ple, in a speech to a gathering of the
National Urban League, he tried to
flim-flam his black audience with
rhetoric and figures which, had they
been uttered by a Conservative,
would have produced a storm of
charges that he was irresponsible and
inaccurate. Calling Reagan's tax-cut
proposal "sugar-coated poison," Car­
ter announced that his own new pro­
gram would put "millions and mil­
lions of people" not merely back to
work - but in "new jobs , exciting
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jobs, stimulating jobs ." In view of
soaring unemployment it is doubtful
that blacks will fall for such pie-in­
the-sky promises.

Unemployment, especially among
young blacks, has been astonishingly
high - largely due to the Carter
increase in the minimum wage to
$3.10 an hour. The minimum wage
effectively removes the first few
rungs on the ladder of job advance­
ment, making it much more diffi­
cult for the unskilled to jump from
joblessness to the higher rungs of
good jobs. Their crocodile tears for
the disadvantaged notwithstanding,
the policies of the " do-gooders" in
the Carter Administration have served
to reduce job opportunities for blacks
and keep them dependent on huge
outlays by Big Government.

Despite the enormous increase in
taxes under the Carter Administra­
tion, revenues have not been able to
keep up with the even more mam­
moth increases in federal spending.
The estimate for the 1981 Budget has
been revised upward on an almost
weekly basis. It was soon expected to
exceed $633.8 billion - to be paid for
by a projected level in tax receipts of
$604 billion and $29.8 billion in defi­
cit financing. However, when he an­
nounced his "economic renewal pro­
gram" for 1981, Carter admitted that
the deficit will be many billions
larger.

Last year, Jimmy Carter promised
the American people that he would
balance the federal Budget. With his
own party controlling both houses of
Congress, the closest the Carter Ad- .
ministration ever came to a balanced
Budget was the $27.7 billion deficit
for Fiscal 1979. And this is only the
admitted deficit. According to econ­
omist Arthur Laffer, when off­
Budget outlays and unfunded liabil­
ities like the Social Security pyramid

(Continued on page ninety-five)
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CARTER RECORD
are included in the federal account­
ing, as they should be, the real defi­
cit for last year alone exceeded two
hundred billion dollars!

In March of this year President
Ca rter admit ted t hat the federal
deficit for Fiscal 1980 would be at
least $60.9 billion ra ther than the
previously forecast $36.5 billion.
(Again, this does not include the off­
Budget items and liabilities not cal ­
culated in the "official" Budget.)
For Fiscal 1981, beginning with this
month (October), the Carter progno s­
ticators predicted a federa l deficit
of $28.5 billion just four months
after promising a Budget surplus of
$16.5 billi on. Shortly thereafter the
Carter mathematicians revised the
deficit figure up to $29.8 billion. The
Administration now admits that if
Congress passes the President's pro­
posed post-election tax cut, the defi­
cit will exceed $35 billion. Financial
advisor Howard Ruff has predicted
that it will be between $50 billion and
$70 billion. It is painfully obvious
th at Mr . Carter is drowning us in a
sea of red ink, which continues to
deepen as the sluice gates are opened
for last-minute vote buying before
Congress adjourns.

Administration spokesmen now
declaim that the enormous "miscal­
culat ion" over the deficit is due to
the recession. Falling production and
surging unemployment have cut into
federal revenues, and federal out­
lays have had to be increased for
Welfare, unemployment compensa­
tion, Food Stamps, and Social Secu­
rity. It is true that the huge increases
in appropriations for Welfare State
programs are adding to the deficit.
Bu t the Carter Administration has
been hoist by its own petard as its
high tax and high inflation policies
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wrecked the economy. Its re­
sponse is that what is required is
ever larger doses of deficit poison ,
absorbing ever more of the capital
needed to get our economy rolling
again.

To hard-pressed Middle American
taxpayers it makes little difference
whether the Budget is balanced - so
long as federal spending continues to
soar. The middle class is forced to
pay in any case - either in direc t
taxes, or ind irectly through inflation.
Heads we lose, tails we lose!

As economist Milton Friedman
pointed out in N ewsweek for March
24, 1980: "The true tax burden on the
American people is what government
spends, not what the accoun tants
label 'tax receipts.' If the govern ­
ment spends more than it receives
in visible taxes, who do you suppose
pays the difference? You and I do,
through the hidden tax of inflation
or the even more simple hidden tax
involved in government borrowing
from the public. And the true tax
burden has been exploding."

Meanwhile, waste and graft esca ­
late. According to James Dale David­
son of the National Taxpayers
Union, total costs to the taxpayer due
to theft and corruption could by of­
ficial estimates "exceed 50 billion
dollars a year. That sum is greater
than the total individual income tax
payments of 45 million of the 87
million persons who file individual
income tax returns." The General Ac­
counting Office says that fraud is
costing as much as $25 billion in the
Carter Administration's "economic
assistance programs" alone!

What is needed is not more govern­
ment, as Jimmy Carter proposes, but
major surgery to cut down the size,
scope , and spending of the federal
leviathan. According to Professor
Friedman: "The real problem is the
explosive growth in government
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spending. Government outlays of
$400 billion with a $100 billion book
deficit would be far healthier for
the economy than government spend­
ing of $600 billion with a balanced
budget - and would be easier to
accommodate ...." Nonetheless,
that choice is between being inflated
or taxed to death.

The current mess results from the
fact that to try to balance the fed­
eral Budget without significantly re­
ducing spending would place an ex­
cruciating tax burden on the Ameri­
can people that they would not toler­
ate. Our politicians are afraid to try
this because they fear it would touch
off a tax revolt at the ballot boxes
that would put an end to the massive
bureaucratic system they have taken
so long to erect. There is a limit to the
amount of taxation that a people will
endure. The hidden tax of inflation
has been embraced as an alternative.
Congress simply runs a deficit and
cranks out fiat money to cover it or
borrows at high interest as much cap­
ital as it can choke from productive
efforts that would create jobs. The
National Debt is thus reaching for a
trillion dollars, our money is more
worthless by the minute, and the
economy is stagnating.

To continue to deceive the people,
President Carter has pushed the no­
tion that inflation is not just the
government's fault, but everyone's
sin and social responsibility. In his
" inflat ion-fight ing" speech of Oc­
tober 1978, Jimmy Carter appealed
with a straight face to the victims of
inflation to "cooperate" in helping to
cope with this national evil. He
talked about the need for business­
men to cooperate, for labor unions to
cooperate, for consumers to cooper­
ate. He talked about everything
except his massive Budget deficits ­
and the resulting massive increases in
the money supply.
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Carter is well aware that nsmg
prices are a result - not the cause ­
of inflation. He knows that infla­
tion is an expansion of the money
supply to accommodate deficit "fi­
nancing." He knows that the conse­
quences are the same with money as
with any commodity. If the supply
of peanuts is increased, for instance,
the value of the goobers in his ware­
house will go down. Hence the value
of our money is decreased as its
quantity is inflated to finance those
Carter Budget deficits . Jimmy
should admit this, stop trying to pass
the blame to everyone else, and re­
duce spending and deficits. But, be­
cause of the number of people now
receiving government "transfer pay ­
ments" and locked into Social Wel­
fare programs, the President knows
it would be political suicide for him
to stop inflation at its source.

To stop inflation would require
heavy setbacks for the burgeoning
Welfare State, immense wailing and
gnashing of teeth from bureaucrats
and those removed from federal pro­
grams, and a rough period of disloca­
tion as the economy adjusts to liqui­
date malinvestments resulting from
decades of inflationary follies . It
would mean the end for a politician
like Carter with a Welfare State con­
stituency.

So the deficit spending continues.
As the National Debt approaches the
trillion-dollar mark, the interest on
that debt is now $80.4 billion a year.
This service charge alone is now the
third-largest item in the federal Bud­
get. You pay it .

But still the spending continues.
For instance, President Carter has
given us a Department of Energy
which doesn't produce a single drop
of oil but has been allocated another
$12.6 billion in the Carter Budget.
Never mind that D.O .E. officials
have admitted that it was they who
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caused the severe gasoline shortages,
and long lines in front of our filling
stations, by over-allocation to rural
areas and under-allocation to urban
areas. Instead of calling for abolition
of this monstrous bureaucracy, Jim­
my Carter proposes to make it even
bigger .

It is the same wherever we look.
Carter's Budget allocates $346.5 bil­
lion for his Orwellian "Human Re­
sources Programs." ·That is double
what it was under President Ford.
This category of federal spending
includes the huge "transfer pay­
ments" and t he Welfare bureau­
cracy's take in salaries and graft.
And it ain 't peanuts! In fact, $346.5
billion is more than the entire federal
Budget in 1976.

The Department of Health, Edu­
cation and Welfare, formerly under
J oseph Califano, is now the Depart­
ment of Health and Human Services
under Patricia Harris. Even though
federa l education programs have
been taken out and set up by Carter
with their own independent bureau­
cracy, the budget of the Health and
Human Services Department is the
third largest budget in the entire
world - tra iling only the national
Budgets of the United States and the
Soviet Union. Social Welfare spend­
ing is now well over twice the amount
spent on our na tional defense.

Yes, everywhere we look it is the
same. For example, funding for the
infamous Food Stamp program has
mushroomed from $600 million in
1970 to nearly nine billion dollars
today , as millions line up for the
federal free lun ch, courtesy of the
na tional tax slaves. Incredibly, in
spite of growing opposit ion to such
programs, Congress increased Food
Stamp funding by another fifty per­
cent earlier this year . While taxpay­
ers cut back on the quantity and
quality of the food they serve their
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families, the tax consu mers eat more
and better.

It is America's workers who pay
more an d get less. Since Jimmy Car­
ter has been President, the Consumer
Price Index has shot up and up at a
rate that peaked earlier this year at
18.2 percent. This is almost four
times the rate of price increase at the
time Carter assumed office less than
four years ago. Despite recession, the
rate of increase for the year will
probably wind up in the range of
twelve to fourteen percent. Three
years of this and the purchasing pow­
er of the dollar will be slashed by
more than one third.

A widely advocated but phony so­
lution to inflation is mandatory wage
and price controls. President Carter
has promised never to introduce such
controls. Former President Nixon
made the same promise, but imposed
a wage-price freeze anyway on Au­
gust 15, 1971.

In his television address to the
nation on October 24, 1978, Jimmy
Carter announced his (then) latest
program to combat inflation - a
program of "voluntary" wage and
price " guidelines." The guidelines
called for a limi t of seven percent on
wage raises, and a limit on price in­
creases of one-half of one percent
below a firm 's average annual rate
of price increase in the base period
of 1976-1977.

In his lucid and penetrating book,
Th e Government Against Th e Econ­
omy , free-market economist George
Reisman demonstrates why wage and
price controls imposed by govern­
ment always disrupt production and
sabotage the economic order of a
nation. He offers this appraisal of
the Carter guidelines:

"What the price guidelines mean
is that if a comp any's pri ces rose 10%
in 1976-77, it is allowed to increase
them a further 9 and V2 percent in
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the coming year. If they rose only 2%
in 1976-77, the company will be al­
lowed to increase them in the coming
year by only 1 and lf2 percent. The
most decisive objection to the 'guide­
lines' is not that they will not 'work,'
but that they will be economically
destructive if they do work. They will
be destructive precisely if they are
obeyed."

. But the Carter people insist that
the guidelines are merely voluntary.
That is hardly the case. The Council
on Wage and Price Stability has
repeatedly threatened companies
which refuse to cooperate, and the
President has personally tightened
the vise. Dr. Reisman continues his
analysis:

"To state the matter as simply and
as forcefully as possible: If we obey
the President's guidelines, we will
damage the economic system.

"The obvious reason for this is
that the guidelines arbitrarily perpet­
uate relatively low rates of profit in
many industries after the economic
justification for those low rates of
profit has passed. Indeed, they tend
to reduce low rates of profit even
further. If an industry was not able
to increase its prices significantly in
1976-77, because of a temporary
oversupply of its products, it is not to
be allowed to increase its prices sig­
nificantly in 1979, either; even
though the oversupply problem may
well have been solved, and the indus­
try is experiencing growing difficul­
ty in meeting demand. Indeed, the
low profits of 1976-77 must be cut
still further, because while the indus­
try's price increase is again strictly
limited, it must pay 7% higher wages.

"The President's guidelines, there­
fore, are a sure formula for damag­
ing all those companies and indus­
tries unfortunate enough to have
been earning low profits in the 1976­
77 base period. As a result, these
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companies and industries will not be
able to obtain additional capital to
expand, and probably will begin to
lose capital. Some of the companies
may actually be driven out of business.

"It is not only these companies and
industries that will be harmed, how­
ever, but the entire economic system.
For many of these firms and indus­
tries supply vital materials, parts,
tools, or machines, and so on, to other
firms and industries. If, for exam­
ple, the guidelines should damage
companies producing common nails,
the producers of lumber and plywood
must suffer, along with the whole
construction industry. If producers
of ball bearings or lubricants are
damaged, all the firms requiring
these products must be damaged;
similarly, if the producers of steel,
cement, or sulphuric acid are dam­
aged; and so on."

It is also clear that Carter's guide­
lines have been a factor in lowering
productivity because the effect is to
reduce profits, which in turn de­
creases saving and investment for
capital accumulation - the basis for
enhanced productivity. Reisman con­
cludes:

"The President spoke of a reduc­
tion in government regulation of in­
dustry as a means of improving the
productivity of labor. Certainly, a
reduction in regulation could sub­
stantially help in this regard. But it is
absurd to hear about it from a Presi­
dent who by virtue of his 'guidelines'
is in the process of extending govern­
ment regulation to total control over
the economic system - and in the
very same speech!"

All of Carter's hypocritical
doubletalk about everyone "cooper­
ating" to help fight inflation, and
his false remedies for the problem he
helped create, are intended to divert
our attention from the real issue:
namely, the tremendous mountain of .
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federal spending that has dissipated
our wealth on the most colossal scale
in history.

This has produced serious social
consequences. One of the most im­
portant is that it has forced more and
more wives to seek jobs outside the
home - contributing to the disinte­
gration of the traditional family
structure. In the first three years of
Carter's incumbency, the number of
two-earner families climbed by 2.2
million. But, despite the additional
income brought in by wives in the job
market, the average family income
in America has not kept up with the
ravages of the Carter inflation and
the plunder of his greatly increased
taxation. According to a Department
of Labor study of the twelve -month
period ending in March of this year,
median family income rose by only
eight percent while the cost of living
increased over 13.3 percent. And the
recession has only exacerbated this
trend.

Meanwhile, it is clear that Carter
has no intention of cutting spending
in the least . Which means we are
heading for even higher taxes and
larger doses of monetary inflation.
The Carter deficits - and the recent
massive ballooning of the money
supply by the Federal Reserve - as­
sure ever more price inflation for at
least the next few years. The flour­
ishing free-market newsletters are
predicting a post-recession price in­
flation rate of twenty-five to thirty­
five percent within a few years,
probably culminating in the collapse
of the dollar amid runaway infla­
tion . A frightful prospect? Certain­
ly, and one that we dare not ignore.
But unfortunately it is not the only
dramatic consequence of the Carter
years. There is, in addition, the fear ­
ful prospect of war .

Jimmy Carter's weakness and
vacillation in the areas of military

102

defense and foreign policy have sent
clear signals to our enemies which
could result in unprecedented disas­
ter. He speaks continually of peace,
but has failed to protect the peace .
By allowing American military de­
fenses to deteriorate in the face of
massive Soviet expansion, Carterhas
increased the possibility of war with
those who are determined to take
advantage of America 's weakness.

Since 1977 the United States has
moved from a position of approxi­
mate equivalence with the .Soviet
Union to a present state of inferior­
ity in strategic nuclear weaponry.
This decline is a result of President
Carter's cancellation or delay in de­
velopment of strategic weapons sys­
tems including the B-1 bomber, the
MX missile system, and the Trident
II submarine missile program, as well
as his decision to close the production
line for Minuteman missiles, and not
to go ahead with enhanced anti-mis­
sile beam weaponry.

Even before officially taking of­
fice as President in 1977, President­
elect Carter asked our military to
begin working on a plan to reduce the
number of U.S. strategic missiles
from twelve hundred to only two or
three hundred. On June 30, 1977,
Carter announced his opposition to
the B-1 bomber. On April 3, 1978, he
cancelled development of the neu­
tron bomb. On August 17, 1978, he
vetoed a new nuclear aircraft carrier
of the sort now desperately needed to
respond to continuing tensions in the
Middle East. In 1979 Carter delayed
production of the Cruise missile, two
nuclear submarine programs, and a
new submarine-based missile.

Secretary of Defense Harold
Brown has since admitted that the
Soviets had overtaken America in the
development of a laser or particle­
beam weapon for use against ballis­
tic missiles. But he maintains that
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the U.S. has altered the strategic mil­
itary balance with the Soviet Union
because of a new type of U.S . air­
craft that is reportedly invisible to
radar or other electronic detection
systems. Unfortunately, the new
"Stealth" system - developed under
Republican Administrations - will
not be in operation until sometime in
the 1990s.

Vice President Walter Mondale
expressed the attitude of the Carter
Administration on the subject of de­
fense when he declared that America
has fallen so far behind the Soviets
in military capability that it is now
"no longer possible" to catch up and
achieve overall military superiority.
But even the American Security
Council reports that, because of our
sabotaged military capabilities and
Carter's unilateral disarmament pro­
grams, we won't be able to catch up
with the Russians until 1985 even
with an all-out effort. Let us hope
this too is an exaggeration. In any
case, Carter has made us vulnerable
to a strike on the American heartland
for the first time in our history.

Our conventional forces have also
been allowed to deteriorate. In the
August sixth issue of Daily News
Digest, Johnny Johnson commented
on a recent ABC television program

. about a U.S. Army "strike force"
drop . He reported:

"The TV program showed a chop­
per trying to put a jeep on the ground,
only to have the jeep end up topside
down, wheels in the air. Then the
program went on to elaborate on just
how well we could do if we really had
to moue substantial numbers of
troops. The bottom line: We can't
until about 1992! The filmed exercise
showed the Army moving about 2400
troops of its 82nd Airborne Division .
These troops were dropped without
any support groups, so they presuma­
bly could fight only for a few hours
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before running out of everything.
"To move an airborne brigade,

with all its support, said subsequent
news sources, would take about 200
C-141 jet transports. Turns out the
AF has only about 177 or so of these
giants in flying condition, with an­
other 88 grounded for maintenance.
And these, it is presumed, are sta­
tioned all over the world. And even if
we could get all of them together and
off the ground, there aren't enough
flight crews for the mission! So, the
AF is busily training an additional
150 crews to drop paratroopers, but
they admit this could take well over a
year for completion."

And this filmed exercise, remem­
ber, was put together to show the
competence of our conventional
forces. What it did , in fact, was to
demonstrate that the Carter Admin­
istration has all but destroyed the
American military.

While the U.S. was showing that it
cannot effectively drop even as few
as twenty-four hundred troops ­
with no support - the Soviets were
moving a full division (about thir­
teen thousand men) and all necessary
heavy equipment (tanks, guns, am­
munition, armored personnel car­
riers, trucks, etc. ) into Afghanistan
in just seventy-two hours. They now
have about one hundred thousand
troops in Afghan territory. They even
have twenty-four hundred troops in
Cuba.

N.A.T.O. officials say the Soviets
have 225 fully equipped and battle­
ready divisions, while the U.S. has
less than eighty. " Face it, " says
Johnny Johnson, "our Army is under­
manned, underpaid, undereducated,
and underequipped. Our Air Force
and Navy are in the same boat. If we
started today, going full out, we
couldn't be ready to fight any type
of sustained war with anyone, short
of using nuclear weapons."
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Typical of the problem is the fact
that under Jimmy Carter the U.S .
Navy has been reduced to only 455
ships - less than it had before Pearl
Harbor - whereas the Soviet Pacific
Fleet alone now boasts 785 ships!
How has Carter responded? He has
slashed the fund s for our Navy' s
shipbuilding program!

Carter has also cut funding for
critically imp ortant research and de­
velopment program s for America's
mili tary defense even as the Soviet
Union has been engaged in increas­
ingly su ccessful R &.D. work on
space technology and part icle-beam
weaponry. Omni magazine for Au­
gust reports that the Soviets are con­
ducting unmanned tests using pow­
erful SL -9 Proton rockets compara­
ble to those with which we fitted our
Saturn V and Apollo series. American
intelligence sources - weakened as
they are - discovered that the
U.S.S.R is working on a winged re­
usable spacecraft, smaller than the
U.S. space shuttle but able to resup­
ply a space station for military pur­
poses. All telemetry data sent from
Soviet spacecraft are coded to pre ­
vent our interpreting what the tests
are about, but it is believed the Sovi­
ets are trying to conceal a new mili ­
tary breakthrough in space.

A Soviet killer satellite already
threatens our low-orbit spacecraft ­
including the reconnaissance satel­
lites on which we depend for early
warning of any Soviet missi le attack.
Tests of the Soviet killer -satellite
system have been successful ten out
of seventeen times in intercepting
target satellites close enough to as­
sure destruction. The U.S.S.R has
also demonstrated a quick-l aunch­
and-intercept missi le which can over­
take a U.S . reconnaissance satellite
at the point in its orbit at which it is
out of sight and communication with
U.S. ground stations. Thanks to Jim-
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my Carter the U.S . is not expected
even to begin testing its own fighter­
launched anti-satellite missile until
somet ime in 1982.

According to a series of articles
appearing in Aviation Week & Space
Technology this summer, the Soviets
have been tes t ing high-power laser
beams to destroy an ti -tank miss iles
in flight. A photo with the ar ticle
showed the destructi on of a Bell heli­
copter by another laser device. In
addition, the U.S .S .R has been
working on a non-laser, particle-beam
anti -missile weapon, and already has
an operating prototype.

Meanwhile, back at the Carter
turkey farm in Washington, funding
for adva nced anti-missile beam tech­
nology has been cut. Instead, Carter
allocates more fun ds for C.E.T.A.
projects. -.

When a Soviet combat brigade was
discovered in Cuba a year ago, Carter
proclaimed the situation intolerable
- and then did nothing. By July the
Soviets had reinforced these troops
- and this t ime the move was ig­
nored. Which has doubtless encour ­
aged the Soviets in plans to bring
nuclear bombs into Cub a for their
MiG-23s and new 5,OOO-mile Back­
fire bombers. Already runways of
two airfields in Cuba have been
lengthened and strengthened to ac­
commodate the large Ba ckfires. Fa­
cilities for storing nuclear bombs in
Cuba have been built. Whether they
are already there and being guarded
by elements of the Soviet combat
brigade is not certain. The only way
this could be ascertained is by over­
flights of our SR7s carrying special
equipment to detect fissionab le ma­
terials. President Carter has flatly
refused to authorize such flights,
although they have been repeatedly
requested by the Joint Chi efs of
Staff and the intelligence commu­
nity.
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The way things are going, the Reds
won't have to engage in nuclear war­
fare; they are winning without it . If
the trend continues, the Soviets ex­
pect to be able to issue an ultimatum
and receive our sur render without a
fight. And the trend is continuing. In
March of 1979 the defense commu­
nity in Washington was shocked to
learn that Victor Utgoff, who was
President Carter's strategic arms lim­
itation advisor on the National Se­
curity Council, had stated: " It is in
the U.S. interest to allow the few
remaining areas of [u. S.] strategic
advantage to fade away " because we
might " occasionally use [such an ad­
vantage] as a way of throwing our
weight around in some very risky
ways ."

In the face of repeated violations
of SALT I, President Carter went
ahead and signed SALT II. Carter
speaks of peace, but weakens our
defenses - a move which virtually
invites war. Thanks to Mr. Carter,
U.S. defense spending now repre­
sen ts less than five percent of our
nation 's Gross National Product at a
time in which the Soviets are spend­
ing at least fifty percent more than
the United States on military forces.
This sabotaging of our military ca­
pabilities has led to the seizure of
Americans as hostages by a tinpot
dictatorial regime. And Carter' s pol­
icy of weakness and vacillation has
given the green light to Soviet-spon­
sored aggression in Asia , Africa , and
Latin America, ' while sending the
message to America's anti-Commu­
nist allies that they cannot trust us to
help them resist Marxist imperial­
ism .

In Africa , Carter U.N . Ambassa­
dor Andrew Young (C.F.R./T.C.)
courted the pro-Soviet regimes in the
former Portuguese colonies of Mo­
zambique, Guinea-Bissau, and An­
gola. Meanwhile, President Carter
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adamantly refused to recognize the
republican Government of Rhodesia
headed by Ian Smith. He refused to
allow trade with Rhodesia - even for
its strategically important chrome
ore. Instead, we bought it from the
U.S .S.R. at double the price! Carter
literally delivered Rhodesia to the
Red s.

While denouncing anti-Commu­
nist Governments on the basis of
" human rights violations, " Jimmy
Carter has been quite tolerant of
much worse human rights records in
many Leftist dictatorships. During
his visit to Poland in 1977, he praised
Poland's dictatorship, saying that
"our concept of human rights is pre­
served in Poland" and that the "basic
goals of friendship, world peace, jus­
tice , human rights, and individual
freedom" are upheld by the brutal
Communist regime there.

The Castroite military Govern­
ment of Panama was having diffi­
culty paying the interest charges on
the enormous debts it owed to certain
big banks and corporations. Being
obedient to David Rockefeller and
the Trilateralist clique running his
foreign policy, Carter was successful
in getting the Panama Canal Treaties
ratified in the Senate - though he
paid a huge price for it in terms of
popularity. Americans will not soon
forget that he surrendered our Canal
in Panama to the dictatorial regime
of Omar Torrijos to help payoff the
bankers.

The Panama Canal payaway set
the stage for further Marxist impe­
rialism in Latin America. The next
na tion to fall was Nicaragua. (See
page thirty-nine.)

President Carter went so far as to
cut off all diplomatic links with the
Republic of China on Taiwan, and
established formal relations with
Communist China while providing
that monstrous regime with lucrative
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trade status as a Most Favored
Nation and even supplying sophisti­
cated military equipment.

As a move to demoralize and dash
the hopes of anti-Communist resis­
tance in Eastern Europe, Jimmy Car­
ter sent Cyrus Vance to hand over to
the brutal Communist regime of
Janos Kadar in Hungary the holy
Crown of St. Stephen, ancient
Christian symbol of legitimacy and
sovereignty. This sent the message to
all people in the captive nations that
they can no longer hope for even
moral support from America in their
constant battle against their Red
oppressors. When the brave Poles
went on strike against their masters
this summer, President Carter ig­
nored them.

The fall of the Shah of Iran and
the takeover by the infamous Ayatol­
lah Khomeini was yet another disas­
trous product of the Carter foreign
policy. Under the Shah, Iran held the
line against Soviet aspirations in the
oil-rich Persian Gulf region. Thanks
to Jimmy Carter, that barrier is no
longer present.

Destruction of the Shah and the
rise of Khomeini in Iran set the stage
for both the seizure of American
hostages and the Soviet invasion of
neighboring Afghanistan.

In every instance, the effect of
Carter's foreign policy has been to
accommodate Soviet expansionism
and Marxist movements all over the
globe. At the same time, our every
anti-Communist ally has been be-

trayed. Taiwan, Rhodesia, South Af­
rica, Iran, Chile, Nicaragua, and all
of the others have learned never to
trust Jimmy Carter in the slightest
detail.

The American people have learned
the same thing. Or should have. The
man who promised he would never lie
to us has not delivered on his vows to
stop inflation, keep taxes down, pro­
duce a balanced Budget, bring the
hostages home , or keep America's
military second to none. In every case
he has gone in the opposite direction.
The result is that Jimmy Carter is in
severe political trouble. And he de­
serves to be.

In 1976, Carter tried to be all
things to all people. He is continuing
that tactic. The Democratic Conven­
tion helped to make him seem more
moderate in contrast to the high visi­
bility of more strident crazies rang­
ing from former U.S. Representative
Bella Abzug through feminist leader
Gloria Steinem, Welfare activist
Shirley Chisholm, and Vice President
Walter Mondale - all the way to
Senator Edward Kennedy. Carter
will now try to project a reassuring
"Conservative" image of fiscal re­
sponsibility and determination in
foreign affairs and defense.

In 1976, millions of usually so­
phisticated voters were fooled by the
bucolic confidence man from Plains.
Polls indicate that far fewer Ameri­
cans are being misled by Jimmy Car­
ter this time around. Let us pray to
God that is the case. • •

Fo r. born e on th e night -wind of the
Past .! T hro ug h a ll our hi st or y to th e
la st .! In th e hou r of darknes s a nd
peril and need ,! The peopl e w ill
wak en a nd list en to hear/ The hurry­
in t{ hoof-b ea t s o f t hat s teed .! A nd t he
mi d ntght m ceaa gc of P aul Revere .

Answer to Right-Acrostic on Page III
LONGFELLOW: PAUL REVERE'S RIDE

A. Lc t hcun .J. WC' rlh t'r
B. O ph ir K. P atriots
C. North I.. Ak ron
I) , Ga ng tuk .\ 1. Unha nded
Eo Fest oon ed :\ . Lift Off
F. East Lynne O . Rh om bu s
( i. Loathed P . Ethelred
II. Lij{h h'n s Up q . \ ' ,d t'lI
I. Oh Th us Be' It H. Eu phoria

S. HiKhl Of W a) "
T . Es the r
l'. S hos hu n ilt·
v. Red wlnuod
W. Isra rt'l
X. Da mon And
Yo E lep ha n t
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