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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR No. 317 (76)

Jack Duvall )

CERT IF ICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on December 16,

1976, the Commission determined by a vote of 5 - 0, that

there was no reason to believe that a violation of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, had been

committed in the above-captioned matter. Voting that there was

no reason to believe were Commissioners Aikens, Harris, Springer,

Staebler and Tiernan. Commissioner Thomson was absent.

Accordingly, the file in this matter has now been

closed.

M 'orie W. Emmons
Sec tary to the Commission

L I U
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION'

In the Matter )
MUR 317 (76)

Jack Duvall )

GENERAL COUNSELIS REPORT

I, Allegations

Complainant alleged that a letter from Respondent,

Jack Duvall, which advocated the election of a clearly

identified candidate, lacked the required 2 U.S.C. S44ld

disclaimer. He stated further that the return address on

the mailing was the same as the Carter-Mondale Committee

Headquarters thereby raising the possibility that the

expenditures for the letter were not indpendent. Finally,

he submitted that Jack Duvall was not the author of the

Nmaterial transmitted under his name.

The preliminary inquiry, following the Commission's

finding of "reason to believe" on November 11, 1976, focused

on 2 U.S.C. §441d and the possible violation of S434(e), if

the cost of the mailing exceeded $100 and was considered by

Respondent to be an independent expenditure.

II. Evidence

1) The letter, signed by Duvall and received by the

TE F AI ELECTION COMMISSION

1% '~; L ,E COPY
t 4 .



- 2 -

complainant (Attachment A), advocated the election of Carter,

lacked a disclaimer and listed as a return address,1800 M St.

N.W., the same building as the Carter-Mondale Committee

headquarters. There was no record in Commission reports of

an independent expenditure by Jack Duvall.

2) Mr. Duvall's notarized response to our questions

(Attachment B), stated that the material received by the

complainant was one of several communications from Duvall to

personal acquaintances. A bill accompanying the response

indicates that Duvall's postage for October 13, 1976 through

October 29, 1976 was $40.45, the bill also lists a charge of

$270.58 for the Americana Hotel and $6.27 for C&P Telephone.

However, these apparently did not have any relation to the

mailing.

Mr. Duvall's sworn letter asserted that the location of

his office in the same building as the Carter-Mondale campaign

was coincidence. He stated that he, in no way, has "ever

been associated with the Carter-Mondale campaign or any of

its orgainzations or committees."

III. Conclusion

In light of Mr. Duvall's sworn response, it may be

reasonably concluded that the material is not a "type of

C'
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general public political advertising" and is therefore, not

subject to S441d. Since the attached bill indicates that costs

of the mailing did not exceed $100, there is no reason to

believe that a violation of S434(e) has occurred.

IV. Recommendation

Close file. Send letters.

HN G. MURPH&J

Q GENERAL COU ELQ

DATE: Doptw Ib kAiVi(O

I V !



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIRLET N.W
WASHINGTON,D.c. 20463

Mr. David L. McMichael
610 North Armistead St.
Alexandria, Virginia 22312

Re: MUR 317 (76)

Dear Mr. McMichael:

This is to advise you that the Commission has voted
to terminate its investigation in MUR 317 (76).
Accordingly, the Commission intends to close its files in
this matter.

If further information comes to your attention which
you believe establishes a claim on matters within the
Commission's jurisdiction, please feel free to write and
apprise me of them.

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

L i L



Fo " FEDERAL. ELECTION COMMISSION

S 1325 K SIRILI NWV
WASHINCTON.D.C. 2043.:

Mr. Jack Duvall
1800 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1030
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 317 (76)

Dear Mr. Duvall:

This is to advise you that the Commission has voted
to terminate its inquiry with alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
§441d and §434(e). The Commission determined that there
was no reason to believe that the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, had been substantially or willfully
violated. Accordingly, the Commission intends to close
its file in this matter.

A copy of the Commission's determination and the
General Counsel's Report is enclosed for your information.
If you have any questions, please contact Kathryn Kavanagh
(telephone no. 202/382-1047), the staff member assigned
to this matter.

Sincerely yours,

John G. Murphy, Jr.

1
~ ~ -

j~ * 4 ~,

-* 
I



1800 M Street, N.W.

Suite 1030
rl " 30 Washington, D.C. 20036

,* November 17, 1976

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. 763 7 0 6
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Complaint # MUR 317

Dear Mr. Murphy:

Today I received your letter of November 15, with enclosures, indicating
that you are investigating a complaint alleging possible violations of law,
specifically 2 U.S.C. 441d and 434(e) of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971. I have contacted Kathryn Kavanagh of your staff, as your letter

Nadvised me I should if I had any questions, and I have also contacted
Mr. McMichael, who initiated the complaint. It appears that a misunderstanding
prompted the complaint, and moreover, that no violations of law have been

committed. I hope that the information I provide in this letter will help
resolve the matter.

The letter I sent to Mr. Mcfichael (who is a personal acquaintance) was intended
as a private letter from me to him. I sent identical letters to a number of
friends during the period October 18-20, expressing my personal feelings about
the presidential election. All were intended merely to be private communica-
tions from me to my friends. The letter did not specifically exhort its
recipients to vote for Jimmy Carter; rather it was intended only to express
to my friends my personal feelings about the candidate. As the opening
paragraph of the letter stated, ". . .I want to let you know how I see it.

N And if that contributes to your process of deciding who to vote for, great.
And if it doesn't, just give this letter to the circular file."

I cannot say with precision what the number was of personal friends to whom
I sent the letter, because it was not a coordinated or systematic effort. I
just went through my personal address book, and addressed envelopes to those
people I wanted to receive the letter. All envelopes were, however, run
through the postage meter of the firm for which I work (i.e. Hauck & Associates,
1800 M Street, N.W., Suite 1030, Washington, D.C. 20036), since I habitually

process all my personal mail through my office and its postage meter for
reasons of convenience. During the period October 13 to October 29, my
entire postage expenditure was $40.45, including all letters referring to
the election, as well as other personal correspondence (I have attached my

firm's bill to me, verifying this). Thus any expenditure of my funds to
disseminate the letter in question could not in any way have exceeded the
$100 minimum, the spending of more than which requires a report to your
Commission.

In no way am I associated with, nor in any way have I ever been associated with,
the Carter-Mondale campaign or any of its organizations or committees. It

,L i  ' i S i~ ' I
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page two - Mr. John 0. Murphy, Jr., Federal Election Commission

happens to be purely coincidental that my firm's offices are located in the
same downtown office building where the Carter campaign has hmd offices.
I should note in this connection that my firm has been located in Suite 1030
of 1800 M Street, N.W. since October 1975, long before the Carter campaign
took space in the building. My name is indicated on the building directory
in the North Lobby, and my name and business phone number are listed in the
District of Columbia Telephone Directory of May 1976, which I think was
published before the Carter organization moved into the building. Let me
also add that I have never set foot in the Carter offices located In Suite
640 of the building. During the time that the Carter organization was
located at 1800 11M Street until the election on November 2, I had no contact
with anyone associated with the Carter campaign.

M1.y letters were merely the effort of a private citizen who felt strongly
about the election to convey those feelings to his friends. Although I am
not intimately familiar with the laws involved, I would strongly doubt that
the intent of the law (or of the Congress that passed it) was to hinder or
discourage or proscribe such private communications between personal friends.
The letters were written and disseminated without knowledge or authorization
of anyone connected with the Carter campaign, and although I did not state
in the letter that it was not authorized by the campaign and that I had
personally paid for it, I think any reasonable person who reads the letter
would interpret it for what it was: just a personal letter, obviously paid
for by the person who wrote it. I would not imagine that the law would

_ .require people who discuss political campaigns in their personal letters
to insert disclaimers of association with the campaigns.

Today I telephoned Mr. MclMichaei, and I asked him to tell me what prompted
him to file the complaint. It seems that he did not know that my business
offices were located in the same building as the Carter organization, and
feeling strongly about the election himself and unsympathetic to the Carter
campaign (something I did not know when I sent him the letter), he telephoned
the campaign and found out that its Washington office was located at 1800 M
Street. Knowing that my private residence is at 1280 21st Street, N.W., he
therefore assumed that it was pon-sible that the Carter campaign had somehow
been involved in sendinn out the letter. Mr. McMichael has assured me, in
our conversation today, that he had no desire to allege a complaint against
me (especially now, knowing that the letter was exclusively sent to my personal
friends, and that I was acting on my own), but that he wanted a possible
violation by the Carter campaign to be checked into.

Thus I think it is clear that this entire matter originated in a misunderstanding
about the origin of my letter (in fact, an exclusively personal letter to
private friends, and in no way connected to the Carter campaign), and a
coincidence of office addresses.

With reference to the sixth 'paragraph of your letter of November 15, I would
naturally request that this matter remain confidential, i.e. not public, since

CUME bf GENERAL COUKSEL



page three - Mr. John G. Murphy, Jr., Federal Election Commission

the public notice of alleged violations of the law, involving my name,
would serve no purpose in the presence of a finding that in fact no
violations have occurred. I trust that on the basis of the facts presented
in this letter to you, you will be able to make such a finding.

Thank you for your consideration; if I can be of further assistance or
furnish further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Jack DuVall -. ,.

\ LU. 4..J-0 I U

JACK DUVALL
DIRECTOR OF CREATIVE AFFAIRS

JAUCK & ASSOCIATES
-8; T0 N WASHINGTON D C 20036 202/452-8 iD

District of Columbia:

I, Janet S. Davis, do certify
appeared before me on November 17,
instrument.

that Jack DuVall personally
1976 and signed the above

P--y ublic

My Con=mmssion expire: 10/14/80>

U I I ct'- e- I ephone:

Fri 'R MIN
rip"

dLL
jf- L"r. L L U6



INVOICE

HAUCK & ASSOCIATES, INC.
IM0 M STREET, N.W. I UiTE 1030 . WASHiNOTON, D.C. UM

OAMT 11/15/76

Jack DuVall

Direct Expenses Incurred
Direct ExpensesInc:urred
for the period 11/1-12/76:

Postage (10/13-29/76)

Americana Hotel

C&P Telephone

Deducted on pay check
#5304 (Americana Hotel)

Balance due these expenses

;~s6 ~al

$ 40.45

270.58

6.27

$317.30

-200.00

$117.30

I ______
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J Ck DuVal I
Su i te 1030
IkO Ill Street, N.W.
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John . Vturphv, Jr.

2e!er I Counsel
:.eeral Election Comm isSion

1525 K Street, N.
-ashincto, D.C. 20463
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Enclosures

KKavanagh:pjg: 11/5/76
cc: Chron file

MUR file
KK

The Commssion is presently conducting a pro, axy;
invest gation into this matter. Under the Act*.
CoissiarLo must consider such matters expecditio"aIy
aceavdingly, vs askthat you submit within ten dy
factual or legal materials which are relevant to ts .

inquiry. In particular, we ask that you advise us q.
"OS 58t and cost of dissmntn the...Pow~ .

Whether the mailin falls under 431(p) theAt
definition of independent expenditures that is* *a%
expenditure by a person expressly advocating the 14os
or defeq of a clearly identified candidate which 'i..
made without cooperation or consultation with any
canditeorraany authorized committee or agent of foci
candidate and which is not made in concert with, or at
the request or suggestion of, any candidate or any,
authorized committee or agent of such candidate.'

For your information, we have enclosed a copy of
the Federal Election Campaign lkaws and the Comtmission' s
proposed regulations. Also included are reporting forms
for independent expenditures.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(3) unless you notify the Coission,
in writing, that yourwish the investigation to be made
public.

If you have any questions, please contact us. The
staff member assigned to hhis case is Kathryn Kavanagh
(telephone number 202/382-1047).

Sincerely yours,

Signed: 7hn G. Murphy, Jr.

John G. Murphy, Jr.
General Counsel

7 T =

-iM
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(November 12, 1976

*NDUM FOR: BILL OLDAKER

?* :MARJORIE EMMONS I7"/0,j . '

tURMUR 287 (76)l MUR 295(76) MU 3 17 and

MUR 329 (76)

the above mentione4 ,- were t-aw ritt. to j'0PComir ,

rI :, p.r.

7-r-) p.m. on November 12, 1976, no obj ,, 'dons h'i

,eceived on these MURS.

At.tached is a copy of Cornmi.sioner Aiken's 7, ,;,ents on

( ' 5 (76).

At



lAIrm , Li 'IKE OF TRANSMITTAL: 11- II7(o
I: 00

Ho. mUR 317 t76)

REC'D: 10/29/76

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, D. C.

iA'L~ Nm0: David-McMichael (notarized)_________

-ack Duvall

441,,2, 434(e)

ckt.d: Files -no record of Jack DuvallI:

.~ ~

&A i -,LLanld.4 A-4O) ,Send,,, letgrS_

*~

SUKMARY OF ALLEGATION

ne election of a clearly identified candidate

by 5441d.

incq the material is claimed as an independent

- exceeds $100, there is a possible reporting

PRELIMINARY LEGAL ANALYSIS

: -.:,-oni apply to Respondent's letter which was

S...., . No notice appears on the material herein;

n :o believe a violation of the Act has occurred.

eulations §109.2 require independent

Ir,) to be reported to the Commission. Assuming that

,.ceeded $100 and is considered by the Respondent

(continued)
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(Preliminary legal analysis con.)

to be an independent expenditure, in failing to report the

expenditure, respondent is in violation of 5434(e).
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Fedex] k-lection Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
Attn: Compliance Division

Gernt lemmn:

The o tLo day I received the enclosesa 1' t .eIdr.!,L 180M 1 Stz-..t NW Washington is arl
- rte~ and further Mr. Jack Duvall, i,4rt.e N*4 Washington, is not the author ofj 4er rtii we. I believe that the law r*g).t-irial t; .vve a proper disclaimer whiciilo. n 'he letter and envelope. it if d* :eer.c- Crtmitt!e investigate this letti E

of t t. ir. esi agation to me.

°n i ' t" your consideration in thjs -U

Da,.i i L /:!"Cnil,l
61 ,r ) )nitead Street
A lu r i r i Vi ginia 22312
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October 18, 1976

I suppose it's not common for friends IUke us to get heavily involved In a
political discussion, much less a letter. But I feel very deeply about this
presidential election, ana I wnt to +eke a b't of your time to tell you why.
I don't know who you're leaning to, Carter or Ford, or if you're undecided, or
even if you're considering not voting. But with the media having pretty well
obscured the fundamental meaning of this election, I want to let you know how
I see it. And if that contributes to your process of deciding who to vote for,
great. And if it doesn't, just give this letter to the circular file.

This election isn't just a report-card on the campaign, i.e. who scored the
most, who biundereo The ieast. Itfs going to determine who we'll have around for
four years, staring us in the face below newspaper headlines, setting the tone
here in Washington. And it's also not just a personality contest between Two
aging men. When you pick a candidate on November 2, you're not just picking
him, his wife and his family. Far more importantly, you're picking a whole
administration, a small army of people -- the people we've got running federal
agencies now, or a new set starting in January.

Thus, my first reason to vote for Jimmy Carter: he's not the incumbent.
The most important irhcation of his election would be the wholesale change

in the people who acminister regvlatory agencies, federal commissions, you-name-
it. There would be thousands of new decision-makers in Washington next year.
The change in atmosphere would be dramatic -- as dramatic, probably, as it was
in 1961. New blood in the bureaucracy, new ideas in Washington, and a whole
new enthusiasm ab' ut running the federal government.

Ford keeps saying he wants to make the federal government smaller, and not
to initiate new prograrms. Whether or not that's feasible (some of us think it's
organically impossible TO actially redzuce the overall size of the government,
given the public problems we have), Ford's rhetoric is based on the pre"?ise
that the federal govzer7jmet Can't 1e made to work effectivclu.

I'd rather go w:!th a different assumption -- that the federal government
can Lc- m!de o work fie ently, cain be made more responsive to people's
needs. And at least Carter is firmly and publicly committed to attempt tnat.
So the first and most important results of Carter's election would be: a new
infusion of new people, a new serse of direction in Washington, and a new
commitment to positive, vigorous management of the bureaucracy -- by a president
who's interesc in am4inistering it.

My second reason to vote fer 'i-' rarter also has to do with a colm1nent
to chance thaT he has -'ce

For four years ar' 1 01, o" f-,' ' poll,, ras ,n essentially uninterested
in the Third , orld -- 'n:- lt.-s =eveloped C, oles o: Is*a, Africa and South
Americ3. .'a;n tn.)*, ;- ue .. , !aroely exclusive interest ;n
Dlg-po~vcr ~i:)'c C i t' > ;i-E.x no a-roeements iij urwvit
meetings. ',,t ! I :: z ',.' So r e of insta ;litv in t o -% rl. 'an
thus tne ,,s,=t- s -' . fn. .s' I',S in tte Thir * World -- with
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their governments changing in frequent coups d'etat, their people underfed and
realizing it, their economies under-financed and Ineffectively assisted by the
industrialized countries, their preoccupation with local national and ethnic
rivalries (e.g. Greek vs. Turkish Cypriotes, Ethiopians vs. Somalis, black
Africans vs. South Africans, etc.).

Why should we be concerned with all those problems? For two reasons:
first, their solidarity against us will grow as the imbalance in food supply
and the imbalance in economic well-being grow so long as our indifference
to them continues. Second, and r re important, they're going to be getting
nuclear weapons over the next ten years, if Western countries go through with
current plans to sell them plutonium processing plants. The reason for soiling
those plants is to produce atomi energy, but the plutonium left over can be
converted into atomic warheads. The Ford Administration has exercised no
discernible international leadersh-)p to stop this nuclear proliferation.
Carter is at least pub! ii cor.i.mi ed -: sp n,,'-iear proiiferation, as a main
priority of his foreign pollcy. It doesn't even havE a priority now. And
that means more than the Secretary of State proposing conferences and agree-
ments conveniently worked out belw.;en the superpowers. It means firm, vocal
insistent presidential action to begin invo ving Third World Countries (and
the Western countries that would sell them nuclear equipment) so that the energy
needs of the less developed anc less stable countries can be met with other
resources, such as solar energy and hydroelectric energy. We've got to start
making friends in the Third World.

Do you want to wake up one morning in 1981 and hear on the radio that

Palestinian terrorists have stolen a nuclear device from Venezuela, have flown

it to Miami, and are threatening to exolode it if the U.S. doesn't stop arms
shipments to Israel? That's just one possible scenario. We've got to stop

nuclear borrb-uiIding technology from reaching the Third World. And the
difference between Carter and Ford on this is striking -- it's because Carter

Is personally interested in the issue, and Ford isn't.
I don't know about you, but I don't want some Dolitical terrorist from a

country I've never seen blowing up the city I live in.

My third reason to vote for Jiny Carter I llustrates asotier dramatic
difference between oim and word -- on the environment. Tle Lea~je uf Conserva-

tion Voterc 3nd Envi-onmental Action (two leading ecology 3:'1n groups) have
given Carter an excellent ;atlng on his attlt4Ce toward e'. ronrontal Issue.

Ford has earneJ a poor rating frcr Doth grou-s. why? e.sso virtuallv eve*rV
timo the Forl A-inistraticn nas hao4 to decide eitser tO ,Iolay he ippllcalo

of onvironmental re;ulations teceaso it was costing a t a little ere*

money to clean up o;s D Siness, or to l to roalli em'-pc th* envir lfal

rules, the Ailmnistration 0s 0ec;: tO 4Olays w.8 - 1 o a an.

T." Aru', Cor,-, ol En;;# oers cclt;,uo to t~~l IV- ~1on ~4
rivers. Th# redoral Eior~v Ado-ot~trsftc' , ;-.~ co-;cr a 10tv4ld *to
kind of Ai *-o or? Ocir, in Lo A#%;9qt %ato 0' * "' nOliot

lour 0 I ): i r rp-- t at I9f~ to% i v4~ ~ AF0 op- .,t ll

vorW ir. a ,rfoj ov,:i E0 alp _i4^ *~,* *0 %1# goo,
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I'm sick and tired of delay, inaction, and Indifference In the federal
agencies responsible for cleaning up the environment. I'm sick and tired of
the President vetoing bills designed to strengthen those regulations. When It
Involves a large corporation's interest (such as the cost of complying with
anti-pollution laws), Ford sits up and takes notice. When it involves the
interest of the public -- who don't have lobbyists he can play golf with --
Ford's asleep. I want a new President, because I want that changed. Jimmy
Carter says he wants that changed.

The fourth reason I'll vote for Carter is more subjective than the first
three. It has to do with the fact that he's not from Washington. Now admittedly
that was an exaggerated theme of Carter's campaign in the primaries this year.
But there's an important reality behind the fact.

Anybody who's lived in Washington, esperielly if you've worked in or around
Government, knows that this city has somewhat of an unreal atmosphere. There's
a big difference in political consciousness between D.C. and the rest of the
country. The people and their problems are out there; reality is out there,
not here in Washington. I think that it would be healthy for a change to have
a President who's been "out there" all his professional career, instead of
closeted in the Federal Government for all his professional experience.

Frequently you've heard people wonder why only Senators or Vice Presidents
or Congressmen seem to pet nominated for President. After all, being a Senator
or Vice President or e .en a Congressman means living a pretty unreal life --
const&ot att~ntic- 'o yaur need-., :'ntrerest in what you have to say,
being trcated li kc' a l i.tle C-,os.r .y ,. r siaff. That's been Gerald Ford's
lIfestyle for '5 y -- . H:' 1 li.,,: iJ ;'4,shinct.n for virtually his entire
profesnicn5l life. !bo's rot fr,:: , 'rani Pr,ids, !.ichigan; he's from suburban
Alexd~ndria, Vir;Hia -- ric~ c, ;h i !,i over-politicized town. I thInk it
would be o ,rodl of frosi ';r io '>,.. r,,.. and cifferent ;p-.Dcective in the
White 1'u~e. .atqor r~l~e e is. ZirtLvr' at Iast a man whose professionil
lifo h vav, o ivI,', - Zi r, c--l cIf7tie;r . He Wa a r.,,clear

N .nr3ineor" H ?ri.Pa, . ',r-.,r, , ,e 3. l nr.v, before rie;nq Cvernor o?
Genr l1a. 0 hs"? N;* It l ; Os! ;n p .¢rworK, let alone w enington! prrk ;No0 r r WO,. r.+ k "+... a'-' . T on vc' 6,nO o h 5hei ~rr their span

of b~V?~ . I ror ~'a. e3ru.alv '0w and certainly

(fbo Other IP ; O ' t.:: H a1;t;On *c hav:thJ Loan Shut up In
Yt~~* 10 AR *#Oc up 11S:'''~ ~ t two y(fart
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page four

lives are affected by what government does. I think his Administration will

measure a program by its positive-negative Impact on people's lives. I've

attached to this letter some excerpts from the speeches that he and Mondale

gave to the Democratic convention in July. I think they're worth reviewing

now, late in the campaign.

There are other reasons why I'll vote Carter-Mondale on November 2, but

this letter is too long already. I could mention Ford's pardon of Nixon;

Ford trying to take credit for a modest economic recovery that wis attributable

to a tax reduction proposed and forced on him by Congress; the Impossibility

of envisioning Bob Dole as President if Ford died; and other things.
What I won't mention are the "blunders" of the campaign, as magnified

far beyond their importance by the press -- Carter's Playboy interview (as

If the magazine were sold under the table by adult book stores, inslead

of at every drug 3tore zash reg.!Lte-r j, the ,u; ifry -- beside: it was a damn
good Interview); Forj's Easter- Europe tongue-fla~per in the second debate;

the Butz controversy. Whatevtr .zu o, Jz.n't make up ycr rinc just on the

basis of instances like those. Thcre's far mc-e at stake in this election

than picking a Presi-lent wh'~is -'c,;;callv mo~re clever, w"cre advertising is

better, or who puts 0is fo*, in ",iS ,-outh less frequenilv. I -culd care ess
about all that. Ahit -otiatve , -o t. wrte t-is lett,.r are *te kind of

reasons I've c;1x Q I C O k-<1 c, ;1 A,3s;'*ign. NO won't

get that by oloctisn tnc ; -..

Ow 01,0,.A-
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EXCERPTS FROM J I 4MY CARTER'S SPEECH ACCEPTING THE DEMOCRATIC NOM INATION, July 15, 1976

"Although government has Its limits and cannot solve all our problems, we

Americans reject the view that we must be reconciled to failures and mediocrity

or to an inferior quality of life."

"Too many have had to suffer at the hands of a political and economic elite

who have shaped decisions and never had to account for mistakes nor to suffer

from injustice. When unemployment prevails, they never stand in line looking

for a job. When deprivation results from a confused welfare system, they never

do without food or clothing or a place to sleep. When the public schools are

Inferior or torn by strife, their children go to exclusive private schools.
"And when the bureaucracy is bloated and confused, the powerful always

manage to discover and to occupy niches of special influence and privilege. An

unfair tax structure is designed to serve their needs. And tight secrecy always

seems to prevent reform."

"As Governor I had to deal each day with the complicated, confused, over-

lapping and wasteful Federal Government bureaucracy. As President, I want you

to help me evolve an efficient, eccnomical, purposefuI and manageable Government

for our nation. I recognize the difficulty, but if I'm elected, it's going to

. be done."

"We should meke Our major InvoStfnts ;p e. loo not In buildings and
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EXCERPTS FROM WALTER MONDALE'S SPEECH ACCEPTING THE DEMOCRATIC VICE-PRESIDENTIAL
NOMINATIOM, July 15, 1976.

"Let us make no mistake about what is the issue in this election. It

couldn't be more fundamental. It couldn't be more clear. Over these last

eight years, the Republicans have made it abundantly clear where they want
this country to go. They've said it with their vetos. They've said it with

their budgets. They've said it with their appointments. They've said it with

what they honor, what they criticize and where they exert their influence.
"They Nave asked us to accept high unemployment, cruel inflation, high

interest rates, a housing depression and a massive increase in welfare. But

above all, they have tried to paralyze the momentum for human justice."

"Roosevelt once said that the test of progress is not whether we add

more to the abundance of those who have much, it is whether we provide enough

for those who have too little.
"But we don't hear those words from this Administration. Instead we hear

demands to further comfort the comfortable. And that is what the 1976 election
Is all about."

"Roosevelt once said that the Presidency is pre-eminently a place of moral

leadership, l:ut we have just lived through the worst political scandal in

American history and are now led by a President who pardoned the person who
did It."

"Wo belitov in a-1 A'wric,, which proibits 4iscrimination for any IrratIonal
reo n. W- r 031 , t J* none Of this can tv ea!,ily cr i rrmrdialely accomplIshed.
It C 4o rot 'I.k 1 -,,vcr , , ,e jre sre ,f t e answers. But we ask to

t,- :c to look a4 r ...- 3 wi h, fresh eyes. We are a

S tvt go~ ' o Wr a are, A
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