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GROWTH 

Bush advocates pro-growth 
ideas but has previously 
expressed openness to tax 
increases and has a mixed 
record on energy issues.

In Florida, tax policy was central to 
Governor Bush’s growth agenda. During 
his first term, Governor Bush signed into 
law what was then the largest tax cut in 
Florida history, composed mainly of major 
property tax relief. Over the course of his 
governorship, Governor Bush eliminated 
the so-called “business intangible” tax on 
investments, a highly anti-growth policy. 

At the federal level, Governor Bush has 
laid out a tax plan that would be similarly 
pro-growth. The plan would simplify the 
existing individual code, reducing it to a 
three-rate structure with a top rate of 28 
percent, while capping most deductions. 
On the business side, it would slightly 
reduce the capital gains double-tax, bring 
down the top corporate rate to 20 percent, 
allow firms to repatriate foreign earnings, 
shift the U.S. to a pro-growth territorial  
tax system, and allow immediate  
expensing of investments. While the  
plan’s failure to eliminate the capital  
gains tax is a drawback, these are serious 
pro-growth reforms. 

Presidential Platform Review

GOVERNOR JEB BUSH

Despite his tax outline, conservatives have 
some cause for concern that Governor 
Bush might as president turn to taxes to 
close the budget deficit. In 2012, as almost 
every Republican presidential contender 
rejected a hypothetical 10:1 spending cuts 
to tax increases fiscal deal framework, 
Governor Bush told the House Budget 
Committee he would readily accept such 
a deal, saying, “Put me in, coach.” He has 
since rejected that position, reasoning that 
“we’ve [already] raised taxes.” He has also 
signaled openness to an Internet sales tax 
in the past, suggesting he could be sup-
portive of ongoing legislative efforts to that 
effect as president.

On energy, Governor Bush has called for 
pro-growth reforms to federal regulation, 
though his plan is notably silent on explo-
ration on federally controlled portion of 
the Outer Continental Shelf. In addition to 
signing into law renewable energy subsi-
dies, Governor Bush appealed to the White 
House to place a drilling moratorium off 
the Florida coast and even lobbied the 
federal government to purchase territory in 
Florida’s waters to prevent private drilling. 
Governor Bush has said of the Renewable 
Fuel Standard, “The law that was passed 
in 2007 has worked, look at the increase in 
production. It has been a benefit to us as 
we’ve reduced our dependency on foreign 
sources of oil.” He would leave the ethanol 
mandate in place until 2022 to “make sure 
there is market access.”

Growth:   
Advocates pro-growth ideas but has 

previously expressed openness to tax 
increases and has a mixed record on  

energy issues.

Opportunity:   
Has innovative ideas on promoting 

opportunity, though they are not all 
grounded in limited government principles.

Civil Society:   
Supports a strong civil society but has 

at times been reluctant to resist the left’s 
cultural agenda.

Limited Government:   
Despite his proposals to rein in federal 
spending, Bush’s record and rhetoric 

provide insufficient assurance that he will 
fight for limited government policies.

Favoritism:   
Has shown favoritism toward Florida 

special interests and supports amnesty. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 
nation’s security interests but has been 

reluctant to commit to rolling back 
President Obama’s Iran deal.

http://object.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/pa391.pdf
http://www.forbes.com/sites/taxanalysts/2015/04/21/as-governor-jeb-bush-catered-tax-cuts-to-the-wealthy/
https://jeb2016.com/policy-tax-plan/?lang=en
http://www.politico.com/story/2014/10/jeb-bushs-tax-problem-112071.html
http://www.politico.com/story/2014/10/jeb-bushs-tax-problem-112071
http://www.tampabay.com/blogs/the-buzz-florida-politics/jeb-bush-ditches-openness-to-budget-deal-with-some-tax-increases-for-big/2239728
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2012/07/21/marketplace-fairness/
https://jeb2016.com/policy-energy-plan/
http://www.renewableenergyworld.com/articles/2006/06/florida-energy-bill-to-diversify-fuel-supply-with-renewables-45226.html
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/03/jeb-bush-anti-drilling-crusader-115846
http://www.bna.com/jeb-bush-takes-n17179934073/
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OPPORTUNITY

Bush has innovative ideas 
on promoting opportunity, 
though they are not all 
grounded in limited 
government principles.

As suggested by his “Right to Rise” cam-
paign theme, Governor Bush has demon-
strated a significant interest in encouraging 
mobility and opportunity through conser-
vative policy.

His record on this score is most impressive 
on education. Governor Bush’s Florida 
education reforms promoted public and 
private school choice, increased access 
to charter schools, promoted merit pay 
for teachers coupled with accountability 
through state-based standardized assess-
ments, and created alternative means for 
teacher certification. 

That said, Governor Bush’s success in 
improving K-12 education in Florida 
appears to have weakened his commitment 
to federalism. As an ex-governor, he has 
been an outspoken supporter of the Obama 
Administration’s strategy of granting 
waivers to states to implement changes 
like the Common Core standards (though 
he has since qualified that support slightly 
and now claims merely to support states 
adopting higher standards based on their 
interests, not federal demands).

Governor Bush has also identified high-
er education cost as a major obstacle to 
opportunity for young people. He has 
criticized the Obama Administration’s 
nationalization of the student loan market 
and called out universities for funneling 
federal dollars into wasteful investments at 
taxpayers’ and students’ expense. Governor 
Bush is also a proponent of new models of 
post-secondary education like online learn-
ing, non-four-year programs, and employ-
er-designed programs. Notably, though, 

he has suggested that the federal govern-
ment leverage its control over the student 
loan market to force “accountability,” an 
approach in line with President Obama’s 
federal college scorecard that could skew 
the higher education market by allowing 
government to dictate the metrics that con-
sumers and providers should prioritize. 

Governor Bush understood in Florida that 
government interference in the labor mar-
ket undermines opportunity for the very 
people it is ostensibly designed to help. He 
opposed increasing the state’s minimum 
wage, but the proposal passed in a state 
referendum. Additionally, he privatized 
the operations of Florida’s Department of 
Labor and Employment Security.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Bush supports a strong civil 
society but has at times been 
reluctant to resist the left’s 
cultural agenda.

Governor Bush argues that strong fam-
ilies and communal institutions and the 
values they instill are the ultimate bul-
wark against the growth of government. 
Earlier this year, he explained that when 
Americans “talk about bottom-up politics, 
bottom-up society rather than a top-down 
society, you start with the institution of 
family, because without that, the demands 
on government become overwhelming.”  

Governor Bush demonstrated his will-
ingness to stand up for important values 
during his tenure as governor of Florida. 
He governed as a pro-life conservative, 
signing parental notification legislation in 
addition to other regulations on abortion 
clinics strongly opposed by the abortion 
industry. He also signed a law to allow the 

state to force doctors to reinsert Terri Schi-
avo’s feeding tube in the face of national 
pressure to allow Schiavo to starve to 
death. Additionally, he refused to support 
embryonic stem cell research despite the 
cultural momentum behind such research 
at the time. Yet despite his pro-life record, 
Governor Bush opposed this year’s effort to 
defund Planned Parenthood because he is 
“against a government shutdown,” playing 
to President Obama’s talking points rather 
than reinforcing conservatives in the 
House and Senate committed to the fight. 

Governor Bush recognizes the threat that 
an activist judiciary poses to conservative 
values and the institutions of civil society. 
Concerned about the prospect that the 
Florida courts might redefine marriage, he 
endorsed a constitutional amendment to 
protect marriage as governor. However, of 
late, he has given the impression that his 
eagerness to stand up to judicial overreach 
on these issues may have been tempered 
by recent losses in the courts. In the wake 
of a Florida Supreme Court decision that 
redefined marriage in the state, he empha-
sized respecting the court’s decision over 
highlighting its impropriety, and he took 
a similarly muted tone in response to the 
Supreme Court’s ruling in Obergefell v. 
Hodges.

Governor Bush’s recent reluctance to wade 
into these debates in the face of changing 
attitudes was particularly problematic 
during the controversy over Indiana’s 
Religious Freedom Restoration Act. De-
spite initially voicing support for the bill, 
Governor Bush later implied to the media 
that amendments to placate the left would 
be necessary and praised Governor Mike 
Pence’s decision to undermine the law’s 
protections. 

http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2011/09/21/jeb_bush_and_floridas_education_success_111415-full.html
https://jeb2016.com/my-passion-for-education-reform/
http://www.politico.com/news/stories/0811/60651.html
http://www.bloomberg.com/politics/articles/2015-06-29/jeb-bush-is-definitely-a-better-campaigner-than-he-admits
https://www.insidehighered.com/views/2013/05/23/essay-predicting-radical-change-higher-education-over-next-five-years
http://www.greenvilleonline.com/story/news/politics/2015/03/17/jeb-bush-south-carolina-primary/24903319/
http://www.cnn.com/2005/ALLPOLITICS/03/22/trendsetter/
http://www.sptimes.com/2004/03/05/State/Early_Bush_appointee_.shtml
https://youtu.be/z_jwWdHkLHY?t=12m35s
http://www.lifenews.com/2005/05/26/state-1053/
http://www.lifenews.com/2005/05/31/state-1066/
http://www.bloomberg.com/bw/stories/2006-04-11/jeb-bushs-big-biotech-push
http://www.foxnews.com/transcript/2015/09/27/exclusive-interview-with-former-governor-and-2016-candidate-jeb-bush-plus/
http://articles.orlandosentinel.com/2006-05-20/news/MJEB20_1_equality-florida-florida-constitution-florida-family-policy
http://www.nytimes.com/politics/first-draft/2015/01/05/jeb-bush-strikes-conciliatory-note-on-same-sex-marriage/
http://www.nytimes.com/politics/first-draft/2015/01/05/jeb-bush-strikes-conciliatory-note-on-same-sex-marriage/
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/06/2016-candidates-react-supreme-court-gay-marriage-ruling-119466
http://www.nytimes.com/politics/first-draft/2015/04/01/bush-seems-to-shift-tone-in-his-praise-of-indiana-law/
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Despite his proposals to rein 
in federal spending, Bush’s 
record and rhetoric provide 
insufficient assurance that 
he will fight for limited 
government policies.

During his tenure as governor of Florida, 
Governor Bush undertook several major 
initiatives to restrain government, in-
cluding his privatization of various public 
services to save taxpayers hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars, his blocking of a wasteful 
high speed rail program, and his frequent 
use of the line item veto. Those vetoes 
saved taxpayers $2 billion. However, de-
spite those efforts, Governor Bush presided 
over an expansion of the state’s spending 
(though the majority of that increase in 
later years was driven by hurricane- 
related expenses). 

Moreover, for all the evidence of Governor 
Bush’s inclination toward limited govern-
ment, his strong support of the Common 
Core standards — well intentioned as it 
may have been from an opportunity-pro-
motion perspective — suggests that as 
president, Governor Bush may not respect 
the proper limits on the federal govern-
ment’s role.

He has criticized the George W. Bush 
Administration for allowing spending to 
increase dramatically, but in the course 
of offering that criticism, he has praised 
the very sorts of wasteful programs like 
PEPFAR that contributed to it. And as 
governor, while the Bush White House 
was threatening to veto a wasteful highway 
bill, Governor Bush telegraphed his own 
opposition on different grounds: that the 
bill did not spend enough on Florida infra-
structure projects. More recently, Gov-
ernor Bush has criticized the Tea Party’s 
legislative strategy of leveraging spending 

bills to achieve concessions on government 
overreach, a perspective that puts him at 
odds with many proponents of limited gov-
ernment who see such tactics as essential 
to the long-term goal of cutting spending. 

As president, Governor Bush has proposed 
serious reforms to entitlement programs 
that would restrain their growth and do a 
great deal to shore up the federal gov-
ernment’s finances. He would phase in 
a premium support system for Medicare 
to give seniors choice and competition 
and rein in spending, and his plan would 
also allow seniors to continue to save for 
health care expenses in Health Savings 
Accounts even after reaching the age of 
Medicare eligibility. On Social Security, he 
has proposed tweaks to the existing system 
such as means testing, but his commitment 
to “bipartisan support” in implementing 
any changes would likely prevent him from 
achieving more ambitious reforms such 
as allowing Americans to contribute their 
Social Security dollars to private accounts. 

Governor Bush has also offered a detailed 
plan to replace Obamacare, but its design 
raises some important questions about its 
implications for the federal government’s 
long-term footprint. Because the plan, like 
several others proposed in the 2016 cycle, 
caps the employer-provided insurance ex-
clusion and offers a refundable health care 
tax credit, it could in practice represent a 
tax-financed spending increase depending 
on the specifics of the math. Governor 
Bush’s campaign has committed to ensur-
ing that the refundable portion of the cred-
it be offset by spending cuts to Medicaid to 
assuage these concerns, but evaluating the 
substance of that commitment is difficult 
absent specific projections for the costs of 
the reform’s components and the anticipat-
ed impact of its revenue changes.  

 

FAVORITISM

Bush has shown favoritism 
toward Florida special 
interests and supports 
amnesty. 

Though he fought back efforts by the 
Florida state legislature to enact myriad 
wasteful spending projects over his tenure, 
Governor Bush himself was not immune 
to the allure of corporate welfare disguised 
as economic development. The most 
egregious examples are Governor Bush’s 
biotechnology investments, including a 
$310 million corporate welfare plan for 
Scripps to build a research branch in 
Florida. Counting additional contributions 
from counties and municipalities, these 
investments have cost taxpayers $1 million 
per job, yielding only a small fraction of the 
economic benefits that were promised.  

Governor Bush took several positions that 
prioritized the needs of Florida special 
interests over those of the general public. 
He kowtowed to the state’s environmen-
tal lobby, pressing the George W. Bush 
Administration to prevent offshore drilling 
and lobbying for federal taxpayer dollars to 
address local concerns like Everglades res-
toration. More egregiously, he flip flopped 
on his initial opposition to a $715 million 
bailout of the state-run Citizens Property 
Insurance Corporation, a government 
enterprise devoted to insuring property 
owners unable to find private coverage in 
the hurricane-ridden state. Such efforts, 
like federal government involvement in the 
housing market, encouraged homeowners 
to make risky investments. The resulting 
bubble was a boon for Florida’s economy 
during Bush’s tenure, but the longer- 
term effect was a deeper crash for the 
state’s economy. 

At the federal level, Governor Bush sup-
ported the Troubled Asset Relief Program 
but opposed the Bush White House’s auto 

http://reason.org/files/d767317fa4806296191436e95f68082a.pdf
http://www.latimes.com/nation/politics/la-na-jeb-bush-high-speed-rail-20150510-story.html
http://www.tampabay.com/news/politics/legislature/steve-bousquet-bush-and-scott-budget-vetoes-a-tale-of-two-governors/2238057
http://www.sun-sentinel.com/local/palm-beach/fl-is-jeb-bush-conservative-enough-20150313-story.html
http://www.cnn.com/2015/05/21/politics/jeb-bush-george-bush-spending-election-2016/
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=4C2S-3B00-01DF-Y3TD&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.politico.com/blogs/politico-now/2013/10/jeb-bush-urges-self-restraint-in-attacking-obamacare-175496
https://jeb2016.com/protect-and-reform-medicare-and-social-security/
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/10/the-magic-asterisks-behind-jeb-bushs-health-plan
http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/03/02/us-usa-election-bush-biotech-insight-idUSKBN0LY0CH20150302
http://www.nationaljournal.com/energy/how-jeb-bush-s-environmental-record-could-hurt-him-in-2016-20150310
http://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2015/03/jeb-bush-everglades-115655#.VZ_EQPnmg4I
http://www.gainesville.com/article/20060517/LOCAL/205170340
http://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/under-jeb-bush-housing-prices-fueled-floridas-boom-then-it-all-went-bust/2015/07/27/3cb40da2-2409-11e5-b72c-2b7d516e1e0e_story.html
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/02/the-words-jeb-bush-may-come-to-regret-115549
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/02/the-words-jeb-bush-may-come-to-regret-115549
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bailout. He largely sat on the sidelines of 
the initial debate over Obamacare while 
serving on the board of directors for a 
hospital firm that supported the law. 
Through his Foundation for Excellence in 
Education, he worked closely with educa-
tion and technology special interests that 
stood to benefit from the Common Core 
standards he advocated. More recently, he 
has called for reforms of Fannie Mae and 
Freddie Mac and now supports ending the 
Export-Import Bank. 

Most significant of all these issues is his 
support for amnesty, a top priority of the 
business community. Bush has supported 
various benefits for illegal aliens ranging 
from drivers licenses to work permits, 
though he has criticized the Obama 
Administration for its unconstitutional 
executive amnesty. Though he opposed 
a pathway to citizenship in his recent 
book on immigration, he has indicated an 
openness to immigration legislation in-
cluding citizenship for illegal immigrants. 
On process, Bush supports the business 
community preference of a “comprehen-
sive” approach to immigration reform, 
which would allow unrelated issues to be 
tied together to ensure maximum special 
interest buy-in.  

NATIONAL SECURITY

Bush places a high priority 
on defending the nation’s 
security interests but has 
been reluctant to commit 
to rolling back President 
Obama’s Iran deal. 

Governor Bush, like most other Republican 
candidates, has successfully diagnosed 
core flaws in the Obama Administration’s 
foreign policy, identified crucial threats 
facing the nation in important strategic 
theaters, and criticized the hollowing of 
America’s military since 2008. He has 
distinguished his foreign policy from the 
last Bush Administration’s by rejecting an 
overly utopian commitment to democracy 
promotion in troubled regions in favor of a 
more pragmatic approach. 

For example, without recklessly suggest-
ing that Ukraine be admitted to NATO, he 
has called for more serious punishment of 
Russia for Vladimir Putin’s annexation of 
Crimea and criticized the Obama Admin-
istration’s Russian “reset.” He has also 

been critical of the Obama Administration’s 
efforts to prevent a humanitarian catastro-
phe in Libya for lacking “a strategy beyond 
just airstrikes.”

Governor Bush recognizes that some stra-
tegic objectives — particularly the stabili-
zation of important regions like the Middle 
East — demand the unapologetic use of 
hard and soft power. For example, he has 
indicated a willingness to expand the Unit-
ed States military presence in Iraq to com-
bat ISIS, and he has criticized the Obama 
Administration for standing by as Egyptian 
President Hosni Mubarak was deposed. 
However, he has taken some positions that 
have undermined American strategic lever-
age, such as his support for the Corker-Car-
din bill that resulted in tacit Congressional 
approval of the Obama Administration’s 
Iran deal, as well as his suggestion that the 
Iran deal should not be rolled back on Day 
One of the next administration. 

Finally, true as it may be that counterter-
rorism efforts should not be constrained by 
the typical limits placed on law enforcement 
investigations, Governor Bush has been 
somewhat dismissive of the civil liberties 
concerns raised by critics of the NSA’s 
metadata program, which he has called “the 
best part of the Obama Administration.

http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/what-did-jeb-bush-do-to-fight-obamacare/article/2561928
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/02/jeb-bush-cpac-2015-115577
http://www.nytimes.com/2004/04/07/national/07FLOR.html
https://jeb2016.com/securing-border-enforcing-immigration-laws/?lang=en
https://www.facebook.com/notes/jeb-bush/statement-governor-jeb-bush-on-president-obamas-announcement-on-taking-executive/605871826208531
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/03/05/jeb-bush-pathway-to-citzenship_n_2810746.html
https://jeb2016.com/securing-border-enforcing-immigration-laws/?lang=en
https://jeb2016.com/securing-border-enforcing-immigration-laws/?lang=en
http://dailycaller.com/2015/07/05/jeb-bush-lays-out-his-foreign-policy-vision/#ixzz3f6qIgX40
http://www.cnn.com/2015/06/10/politics/jeb-george-bush-russia-putin/
http://dailycaller.com/2015/07/05/jeb-bush-lays-out-his-foreign-policy-vision/#ixzz3f6qIgX40
http://www.cnn.com/2015/05/20/politics/jeb-bush-obama-iraq/
http://dailycaller.com/2015/07/05/jeb-bush-lays-out-his-foreign-policy-vision/#ixzz3f6qIgX40
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/jeb-bush-iran-framework-a-horrific-deal/article/2563858
http://www.cnn.com/2015/07/17/politics/jeb-bush-day-one/
http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/presidential-races/243543-bush-nsa-metadata-program-not-a-violation-of-civil
http://www.cnn.com/2015/04/22/politics/jeb-bush-nsa-surveillance-metadata-program/
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GROWTH 

Carson advocates pro-
growth tax policies but has 
expressed openness to anti-
growth financial rules and 
energy policies. 

The most detailed element of Dr. Carson’s 
growth agenda is his tax plan. Dr. Carson 
has proposed reducing the corporate tax 
rate to a rate between 15 and 20 percent 
and allowing companies to repatriate for-
eign profits tax-free so long as they allocate 
10 percent of the funds to finance enter-
prise zones in major cities. For individuals, 
he advocates a flat tax of around 10 or 15 
percent. These would be very pro-growth 
reforms, with the added benefit of elimi-
nating the system of progressive taxation 
that has long served to facilitate the growth 
of government. Although critics on the left 
have argued that Dr. Carson’s plans would 
cut taxes too much and cried foul over his 
rejection of progressive taxation, he has 
refused to concede that the next president 
should compromise on pro-growth tax pol-

Presidential Platform Review

DR. BEN CARSON

icy for the sake of maintaining the financ-
ing for a bloated government. 

Dr. Carson has highlighted the federal 
government’s overregulation of domestic 
energy and ban on natural gas exportation 
as impediments to growth. However, at 
times he has embraced anti-growth talking 
points on energy, such as his suggestion 
that practices such as the oil and gas indus-
try’s expensing of business investment – a 
neutral tax policy available to all business-
es – constitute special subsidies. Earlier in 
the campaign, he called for phasing those 
supposed subsidies out and using the mon-
ey to finance corporate welfare in the form 
of ethanol pumps. More recently, though, 
he has reversed his view on the issue, 
acknowledging that he had previously been 
misinformed.

Dr. Carson has aligned with liberals like 
Elizabeth Warren in expressing support 
for counterproductive financial regulations 
like Glass-Steagall, the repeal of which he 
falsely associates with the financial crisis of 
2008. This raises the possibility that  
Dr. Carson might be sympathetic to 
additional anti-growth regulations of the 
finance sector.

Growth:   
Advocates pro-growth tax policies but has 

expressed openness to anti-growth financial 
rules and energy policies.

Opportunity:   
Has spoken in general terms about ideas to 

promote opportunity for all Americans.

Civil Society:   
Recognizes the importance of a robust 

civil society, but elements of his history 
as a doctor stand in contrast to the 

pro-life views he has articulated on the 
campaign trail.

Limited Government:   
Undermines his limited government 

rhetoric with his reluctance to tackle 
entitlement reform.

Favoritism:   
Has the advantage of being a Washington 

outsider but has provided no evidence 
he will tackle corporate welfare and has 

expressed openness to amnesty. 

National Security:   
Has not articulated a plan to defend 

America’s national security.

http://www.cnbc.com/2015/10/07/cnbc-transcript-republican-presidential-candidate-dr-ben-carson-speaks-with-cnbcs-squawk-box-today.html
http://blogs.cbn.com/thebrodyfile/archive/2014/12/11/ben-carson-tells-brody-file-i-think-fixing-the-economy.aspx
http://www.bloombergview.com/articles/2015-09-30/carson-s-tithing-is-sounder-than-rubio-s-tax-plan
http://www.p2016.org/photos15/summit/carson012415spt.html
http://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/241176-carson-in-iowa-use-oil-subsidies-for-ethanol
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/elections/presidential/caucus/2015/10/28/carson-shifts-course-ethanol-policy/74779862/?from=global&sessionKey=&autologin=
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/417948/ben-carson-likes-glass-steagall-isnt-about-start-tackling-entitlements-patrick-brennan
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OPPORTUNITY

Carson has spoken in 
general terms about ideas to 
promote opportunity for all 
Americans. 

Dr. Carson’s instincts on opportunity-relat-
ed issues like education and welfare policy 
appear to be sound, but he has not put 
forward a detailed policy agenda address-
ing impediments to mobility.

On K-12 education, Dr. Carson has spoken 
in general terms about the importance 
of local control and about the benefits of 
school choice. He is an opponent of Com-
mon Core and has warned of the danger 
of school curricula that are used to teach 
“propaganda” to students. 

On higher education, he has criticized 
efforts to limit academic freedom and 
called for “leadership in this country at a 
national level that will speak out against 
that kind of thing.” He has also pushed 
back on efforts to paper over the costs of 
higher education with federal subsidies. 
Free community college, he points out, “is 
only free if no one has to pay for it.” Dr. 
Carson addresses those arguing for further 
federal financing of higher education by 
pointing out that the United States already 
maintains a generous system of Pell Grants 
to support cash-strapped students. For stu-
dents who still struggle to afford college, he 
argues that they might consider working 
for a few years before college to build sav-
ings. “How,” he asks using an analogy, “did 
we get into a big problem there? Somehow, 
people forgot that you don’t buy a house 
that costs more than two-and-a-half times 
your annual salary.” 

Dr. Carson has suggested that many of 
the poorest in America might be better off 
through the implementation of welfare 
policy designed to discourage idleness. In 
his book America the Beautiful, he writes, 

“If they have to work anyway, many people 
will put real effort into finding the kind 
of job they want as opposed to collecting 
unemployment benefits and being assigned 
to work they consider undesirable.” How-
ever, he has also supported policies that 
would harm jobless Americans such as an 
increase in the minimum wage pegged  
to inflation.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Carson recognizes the 
importance of a robust civil 
society, but elements of his 
history as a doctor stand in 
contrast to the pro-life views 
he has articulated on the 
campaign trail. 

Dr. Carson has drawn attention to an 
often-ignored contributor to the erosion of 
American civil society: competition from 
big government. Writing in America the 
Beautiful, Dr. Carson argues, “Our govern-
ment used to fully understand the role of 
private-sector charitable organizations in 
ameliorating the plight of the poor. This 
is why the government offered tax deduc-
tions and exemptions for churches and 
other charitable organizations. Today the 
government actually competes with many 
of these private-sector charities while still 
offering them tax deductions.” 

Today, the highest-profile conflict between 
charitable institutions and the govern-
ment is the debate over religious liberty 
sparked by the Supreme Court’s decision 
in Obergefell v. Hodges. Here Dr. Carson 
has articulated a clear distinction between 
applying principles of nondiscrimination 
and coercing people of faith into violations 

of conscience. “Obviously any business 
establishment open to the public should 
serve the public without discrimination,” 
he argues, but “This does not mean that 
such business owners can be compelled by 
law to participate in activities that violate 
their legitimate religious convictions.” 
In the wake of Obergefell, Dr. Carson 
immediately advocated new protections 
for people of faith who disagreed with the 
redefinition of marriage. 

Dr. Carson’s history on abortion has come 
under intense scrutiny due in part to con-
troversy over his indirect involvement in a 
research project involving fetal tissue. As a 
surgeon, Dr. Carson referred some patients 
carrying children with certain genetic 
conditions to abortionists. Rather than 
apologizing for the practice, his campaign 
has said Dr. Carson stands by his abortion 
referrals based on his belief in “quality 
medical care” and “people making their 
own decisions based on facts and informa-
tion.” Today, Dr. Carson is pro-life, and 
he has described Planned Parenthood’s 
harvesting of baby organs as “barbarism” 
and called on Congress to defund the 
organization. Even so, he has at times been 
reluctant to stake out pro-life positions on 
basic issues, such as when he hesitated in a 
recent interview to argue that Roe v. Wade 
should be overturned. He since declared 
his support for overturning the decision.  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ytJ1mvupNro
http://www.thebestschools.org/magazine/ben-carson-interview-on-education/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2015/feb/3/ben-carson-personal-responsibility-trumps-free-col/
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/stephen-dash/ben-carsons-non-tradition_b_7243426.html
https://books.google.com/books/about/America_the_Beautiful.html?id=xwq1wQS967YC&printsec=frontcover&source=kp_read_button#v=onepage&q&f=false
http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/241449-ben-carson-backs-raising-minimum-wage
https://books.google.com/books/about/America_the_Beautiful.html?id=xwq1wQS967YC&printsec=frontcover&source=kp_read_button#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/05/exclusive-ten-questions-with-dr-ben-carson
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/06/2016-candidates-react-supreme-court-gay-marriage-ruling-119466
https://www.facebook.com/realbencarson/posts/513020902197714
http://www.cnn.com/2015/07/28/opinions/carson-planned-parenthood/
https://www.yahoo.com/politics/the-political-education-of-ben-carson-090042238.html
http://www.nbcnews.com/meet-the-press/meet-press-october-25-2015-n451121
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Carson undermines his 
limited government rhetoric 
with his reluctance to tackle 
entitlement reform.

Dr. Carson has expressed general oppo-
sition to wasteful spending and criticized 
lawmakers for raising the debt ceiling 
without meaningful spending reforms. 
But he has also shown an openness to new 
federal government intervention in several 
areas beyond its appropriate sphere, such 
as his proposal for federally financed 
child care facilities. Moreover, in his book 
America the Beautiful, he wrote that it is 
possible “to extract socialism’s positive as-
pects and actually implement them within 
capitalism” and argued, “There is definitely 
room to argue about whether the fruits of 
one’s labors should be equally distributed 
throughout the society or whether one 
should be able to directly benefit from 
working harder than others around him.” 

On some crucial policy questions, Dr. 
Carson has articulated positions that are 
sometimes at odds with key limited gov-
ernment priorities.

Dr. Carson has made a name for himself in 
the political arena as a critic of Obamacare, 
but his own record on health care raises 
important questions. He has in the past 
advocated a national catastrophic care plan 
funded by a 10 to 15 percent tax on the 
profits of insurers, and as recently as 2009, 
he rejected the concept of insurance indus-
try profits and called for more government 
price-setting in health care. Dr. Carson’s 
views have since changed, and he now 
advocates alternatives to Obamacare that 
emphasize promotion of health savings 
accounts controlled by patients. 

Most troubling is his perspective on enti-
tlement spending. At times, Dr. Carson has 
offered intriguing proposals for fundamen-

tal reforms to the structure of programs 
like Medicare, such as his suggestion that 
the program could be replaced with a 
system of health savings accounts financed 
slowly over the course of Americans’ lives. 
However, he has been reluctant to commit 
to the details of this proposal and has gen-
erally tried to avoid arguing that entitle-
ment reform should be priority for the  
next president. 

 

FAVORITISM

Carson has the advantage of 
being a Washington outsider 
but has provided no evidence 
he will tackle corporate 
welfare and has expressed 
openness to amnesty. 

As with many other issues, it is difficult to 
evaluate Dr. Carson’s views on crony cap-
italism because of his thin policy record. 
While there is little basis to suggest Dr. 
Carson would support corporate welfare 
as president, there is little evidence to the 
contrary either. 

On immigration, though, Dr. Carson has 
offered an agenda consistent with the 
Washington establishment’s effort to pass 
amnesty. In 2013, the year that Congress 
considered the flawed Gang of Eight am-
nesty bill, Dr. Carson told a reporter, “of 
course allow [illegal immigrants] to have 
a pathway to citizenship. That’s the only 
humane and reasonable thing to do.” More 
recently, Dr. Carson outlined a different 
position, rejecting a path to citizenship and 
proposing a national guest worker program 
available to illegal immigrants if they leave 
the country, receive job offers, and apply 
for guest worker permits. Dr. Carson has 
since changed his position on the issue 

again and now favors a guest worker pro-
gram that would not require immigrants 
to return first to their home countries, and 
he specifically cites the interests of the 
agribusiness industry as driving the change 
in his views. 

When pressed on whether these immi-
grants would receive federal benefits, 
Dr. Carson acknowledges that the guest 
workers would be eligible for any benefits 
that “we the American people” decide to 
grant to them, raising the possibility that 
his policy would in the long run lead to a 
massive expansion of the welfare state.  

http://www.politico.com/story/2014/03/cpac-2014-ben-carson-debt-limit-104447.html
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2014/aug/26/carson-a-problem-bigger-than-ferguson/
http://www.americanthinker.com/articles/2013/03/ben_carsons_views_on_health_care_problematic.html
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/05/exclusive-ten-questions-with-dr-ben-carson
https://www.americanlegacypac.org/projects/soh/
http://www.foxnews.com/transcript/2015/10/25/dr-ben-carson-talks-surge-in-polls-fundraising-rep-jim-jordan-on-status/
http://dailycaller.com/2013/03/19/ben-carsons-most-surprising-policy-positions/2/
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/392540/my-prescription-immigration-reform-ben-carson
https://youtu.be/4RIKoSD5-z8?t=10m54s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4RIKoSD5-z8
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Carson has not articulated 
a plan to defend America’s 
national security. 

As a candidate who has never held public 
office in the past, the burden of proof is on 
Dr. Carson to demonstrate his fluency with 
national security issues. 

Dr. Carson has offered several broad, 
unconventional critiques of past admin-
istrations’ foreign policy. For example, 
he has said that Vietnam critics argued 
“with some validity that we had no right 
to assume that our way of governing was 
superior to communism.” He also main-
tains that the wars in Iraq and Afghani-
stan should have been avoided in favor 
of achieving energy independence so that 

“the terrorists [would] be defunded.” At 
times, his critiques track more closely to 
the foreign policy mainstream on the right, 
including his view President Obama was 
wrong to set a red line in Syria. For the 
most part, though, he has done little to 
demonstrate that he has a coherent foreign 
policy vision of his own. 

In defending himself during a contentious 
radio interview on foreign policy, Dr. Car-
son explained, “I‘ve read a lot in the last six 
months, no question about that. There’s a 
lot of material to learn. There’s no question 
about that. But again, I have to go back 
to something that I feel is a fundamental 
problem, and that is we spend too much 
time trying to get into these little details 
that are easily within the purview of the 
experts that you have available to you. And 
I think where we get lost is not being able 
to define what our real mission is, and not 
being able to strategize in terms of how do 
we defeat our enemies, how do we support 
our allies?”

Dr. Carson is correct that the next pres-
ident need not be a professor of interna-
tional relations or a former Secretary of 
State to serve as an effective executive. 
Nonetheless, he has not yet shown the 
very sort of vision that he himself has 
argued is necessary. His candidacy faces a 
heavy burden in demonstrating that he is 
ready to serve on Day One as Command-
er-in-Chief.

http://dailycaller.com/2013/03/19/ben-carsons-most-surprising-policy-positions/
http://dailycaller.com/2013/03/19/ben-carsons-most-surprising-policy-positions/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/sep/11/carson-before-taking-the-risk-in-syria/print/
http://www.hughhewitt.com/dr-ben-carson-on-foreign-policy-and-national-defense-issues/
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GROWTH 

Christie has proposed pro-
growth reforms but has at 
times supported anti-growth 
energy policies targeting 
coal power.

On taxes, Governor Christie has proposed 
reducing the individual top tax rate to 28 
percent, with a bottom rate in the single 
digits. On the business side, Governor 
Christie would reduce the corporate tax 
rate to 25 percent, shift the United States 
to a territorial tax system, and allow one-
time repatriation of foreign profits at a tax 
rate of 8.75 percent. His plan would also 
allow full expensing of capital investments. 

Overall, these are very pro-growth reforms, 
though the plan does not address the dou-
ble taxation of capital gains and dividends. 
This omission may be a result of an em-
phasis on keeping the plan close to revenue 

Presidential Platform Review

GOVERNOR CHRIS CHRISTIE

neutral rather than cutting spending to 
offset tax cuts, a decision that may also 
have limited the rate reduction the plan 
could otherwise have achieved.   

Like other candidates, Governor Christie 
has also stressed regulatory relief, calling 
for a Day One regulatory freeze, a compre-
hensive review of President Obama’s illegal 
executive actions, improved cost-benefit 
analysis, a regulatory budget, and pay-
as-you-go rules to offset the costs of new 
regulations through elimination of old 
regulations.

When it comes to energy, Governor Chris-
tie’s record is mixed. While he criticized 
the EPA’s carbon emission rules and with-
drew from a misguided interstate climate 
pact amid widespread criticism from the 
left and environmentalists, he also chose 
to offer anti-energy environmentalists a 
concession by banning the construction 
of coal-fired power plants in New Jersey. 
As president, he has promised to promote 
energy development through pipeline ap-
proval, regulatory reform, and ending the 
ban on oil exports.

Growth:   
Has proposed pro-growth reforms but has 

at times supported anti-growth energy 
policies targeting coal power.

Opportunity:   
Focuses on expanding opportunity, though 

not all of his ideas are consistent with 
limited government principles.

Civil Society:   
Has been a pro-life governor but has 

not been at the forefront of the fight to 
protect the institutions of civil society.

Limited Government:   
Has elevated the importance of entitlement 

reform, though his proposals and record fail 
to match his rhetoric on spending.

Favoritism:   
Has shown favoritism toward well-

connected real estate developers, and his 
openness to bailouts has hurt the  

New Jersey economy. 

National Security:   
Has not articulated a plan to defend 

America’s national security.

http://www.wsj.com/articles/my-plan-to-raise-growth-and-incomes-1431387102
https://www.leadershipmattersforamerica.org/speech-five-point-plan/
http://www.wsj.com/articles/my-plan-to-raise-growth-and-incomes-1431387102
http://www.wsj.com/articles/my-plan-to-raise-growth-and-incomes-1431387102
https://www.leadershipmattersforamerica.org/speech-five-point-plan/
http://www.governing.com/topics/transportation-infrastructure/tns-christie-obama-epa.html
http://www.nj.gov/governor/news/news/552011/approved/20110526a.html
http://www.nj.gov/governor/news/news/552011/approved/20110526a.html
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OPPORTUNITY

Christie focuses on 
expanding opportunity, 
though not all of his ideas 
are consistent with limited 
government principles. 

Governor Christie rose to the national 
spotlight through his efforts to improve 
educational opportunity for New Jersey 
students. He has succeeded in reforming 
teacher tenure, expanding school choice 
and the number of charter schools, and 
securing merit pay for teachers in New-
ark, whose schools were among the state’s 
worst-performing. While Governor Christie 
initially stood by his Democratic prede-
cessor’s decision to join Common Core, he 
recently changed his view of the standards. 
It remains to be seen whether New Jersey 
will actually take action to shift its stan-
dards and testing regime in response to 
Governor Christie’s change of opinion.  

Governor Christie has also laid out a 
detailed set of ideas for reforming the na-
tion’s higher education system. His higher 
education platform’s strongest point is its 
critique of the status quo of inflationary, 
government-subsidized student loans 
flowing only to those institutions recog-
nized by the higher education accreditation 
cartel. In addition to reforms addressing 
these issues, he has also advocated ideas 
like income share agreements to allow 
private individuals to invest directly in 
the education of promising students. One 
weak point of his approach is its empha-
sis on boosting funding for redundant 
programs for low-income students rather 
than consolidating the web of existing aid 
programs. Governor Christie has also pro-
posed increasing the federal role in setting 
metrics for consumers to judge the value of 
higher education options, a proposal that 
could limit student options by distorting 
the market to meet government priorities 
rather than consumer needs.

Governor Christie’s message on addressing 
impediments to opportunity in the labor 
market has heavily emphasized the effect 
of unions in keeping qualified applicants 
out of the market for certain jobs. But on 
the question of government’s own role in 
labor markets, he has sent inconsistent 
signals as governor. For example, early in 
his governorship, Governor Christie cut 
the state earned income tax credit (EITC), 
and he has been consistently critical of the 
left’s emphasis on increasing the minimum 
wage. But faced with the prospect of a 
voter referendum to increase the minimum 
wage, Governor Christie proposed phasing 
in a smaller wage increase along with an 
expansion of the EITC. Though his plan 
did not move forward and the referendum 
was approved, this year he still signed 
legislation increasing the EITC beyond its 
2009 level. He has also recently signaled 
openness to another increase in the mini-
mum wage beyond the recent hike.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Christie has been a pro-life 
governor but has not been 
at the forefront of the fight 
to protect the institutions of 
civil society. 

Governor Christie seems to understand 
that a strong America is built on the foun-
dation of healthy civic institutions. His ap-
proach in New Jersey has been to empower 
communities and families, which he sees as 
the fundamental building blocks of society, 
by addressing challenges like drug abuse 
and overcriminalization that so often tear 
them apart. This has taken the form of an 
overhaul of New Jersey’s drug treatment 
and prisoner reentry efforts, a push for 
bail reform for non-violent offenders, and 
an attempt to build relationships between 

police officers and various neighborhoods. 
Notably, unlike some who have called for 
reform in these areas, Governor Christie 
has recognized that law enforcement  
must maintain a tough-on-crime approach 
if communities are to hold lawlessness  
at bay.

That said, Governor Christie’s commit-
ment to law and order principles appears 
at times to outweigh his recognition of 
the threat to religious liberty posed by 
state laws relating to the redefinition of 
marriage. Earlier this year, asked about 
the plight of religious business owners 
who have been forced by state laws to 
participate in same-sex weddings, Chris-
tie declined to defend the businesses, 
arguing, “Religious institutions should 
be able to decide how they conduct their 
religious activity. The rest of the folks in 
the United States need to follow the law.” 
More recently, though, asked about the 
same scenario, Governor Christie has been 
more vocal in defense of private citizens’ 
conscience rights, warning, “The free exer-
cise of religion means something, and we 
need to be able to stand up and do the right 
thing for folks and protect them ... because 
tomorrow, they could be coming at you for 
your religious beliefs.” 

Governor Christie first ran for office in 
the 1990s as a pro-choice politician who 
privately donated to Planned Parenthood, 
a position he today calls “unthinking.” 
Since shifting on the issue, he has vetoed 
Planned Parenthood funding multiple 
times as governor and endorsed a 20-week 
abortion ban at the federal level.

When the New Jersey courts redefined 
marriage, one Christie adviser explained 
Governor Christie’s decision not to pursue 
an appeal in political terms: “He looks real-
istic, while sticking to his principles – and 
people are happy.” Beyond that decision, 
some have suggested that Governor Chris-
tie has enabled legislating from the bench 
by appointing activist judges, a charge 
Governor Christie rejects on the grounds 
that he was limited by the composition 
of the New Jersey state legislature. But 

http://www.nytimes.com/2012/08/07/nyregion/christie-signs-bill-overhauling-teacher-tenure.html
http://www.nj.com/news/index.ssf/2010/09/gov_christie_signs_bill_allowi.html
http://www.nj.gov/education/news/2015/0715chart.htm
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424127887323407104579035420540547060
http://time.com/3900299/chris-christie-common-core/?xid=newsletter-brief
http://time.com/3900299/chris-christie-common-core/?xid=newsletter-brief
http://www.nj.com/education/2015/07/nj_unveils_plan_for_common_core_review_possible_re.html
https://www.leadershipmattersforamerica.org/speech-on-education-in-ames/
http://www.nj.com/politics/index.ssf/2013/01/christie_minimum_wage.html
http://www.nj.com/politics/index.ssf/2015/07/christie_signs_low-income_tax_credit_into_law.html
http://www.nytimes.com/politics/first-draft/2015/08/03/chris-christie-softens-tone-on-minimum-wage-increases/
http://www.foxnews.com/transcript/2015/08/30/exclusive-gov-christie-talks-2016-campaign-calls-clinton-disgrace/
https://youtu.be/QklxaYVpUyQ?t=12m41s
http://dailycaller.com/2012/05/21/10-revelations-from-new-chris-christie-biography/
http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2015/02/02/chris-christie-s-abortion-odyssey.html
http://thehill.com/policy/healthcare/237403-christie-endorses-20-week-abortion-ban
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/10/22/nyregion/christie-withdraws-appeal-of-same-sex-marriage-ruling-in-new-jersey.html
http://www.judicialnetwork.com/chris-christies-abysmal-record-judges/
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any state dynamics that impacted Gover-
nor Christie’s own judicial appointments 
cannot account for his support for Sonia 
Sotomayor’s appointment to the U.S. Su-
preme Court.

LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Christie has elevated the 
importance of entitlement 
reform, though his proposals 
and record fail to match his 
rhetoric on spending.

Governor Christie is waging his campaign 
on a message focused on entitlement 
reform. Unfortunately, he appears to 
have a backwards approach to the prob-
lem, arguing that actuarial tweaks on the 
programs’ margins are more important 
than fundamental changes to the basic 
structure of Social Security and Medicare. 
He has proposed means testing benefits 
for the programs, including for Part D drug 
coverage, raising the retirement age, and 
reforming the inflation formula to restrain 
growth in benefits. While such reforms 
would help improve the finances of these 
programs, they would fall short of the sorts 
of transformational reforms many have 
advocated to drive efficiencies in entitle-
ments by giving beneficiaries more choice 
in allocating existing funding, from private 
accounts for Social Security beneficiaries to 
premium support for Medicare. 

Beyond old-age entitlements, Governor 
Christie has offered other ideas to reform 
the welfare state. He has proposed block 
granting Medicaid to the states with fixed 
allotments per person to drive down the 
program’s spending. He would also reduce 
Social Security Disability spending by 
requiring beneficiaries to work sooner 

when possible. But despite these propos-
als, his record in New Jersey includes an 
expansion of Medicaid, a move that helped 
entrench the most significant entitlement 
expansion in recent memory. The result-
ing increase in the program’s scope was 
so massive that New Jersey counties were 
forced to pay government workers over-
time to administer the applications. 

While Governor Christie understands that 
entitlements are a greater long-term threat 
to the government’s finances than discre-
tionary spending, he appears to take this 
position too far, dismissing discretionary 
spending bloat as “the part of the budget 
which is not the problem” and downplay-
ing the importance of the budget caps 
achieved by Congress. While he reined in 
spending in New Jersey early in his tenure 
through initiatives like pension reform, 
state spending has increased by 15 percent 
since 2011. Moreover, Governor Christie 
worked in concert with New Jersey special 
interests to lobby the federal government 
on behalf of a Hurricane Sandy relief bill 
many conservatives argued included un-
necessary waste, lambasting lawmakers for 
their effort to review the bill to limit any 
waste and offset any spending.  

 

FAVORITISM

Christie has shown 
favoritism toward well-
connected real estate 
developers, and his openness 
to bailouts has hurt the New 
Jersey economy. 

Regarding cronyism, Governor Christie has 
said, “I think those issues are much more 
complicated than a lot of people want to 
make them out to be.”

Like many other governors, Governor 
Christie has presided over the operation of 
several funds aimed ostensibly at promot-
ing job creation in the state of New Jersey. 
For example, the state’s Economic Devel-
opment Authority has offered special deals 
to well-connected businesses, including 
$82 million for facilities for the 76ers, 
$260 million to a company building a 
nuclear reactor component manufacturing 
facility, and $390 million for a mall. 

The state government’s subsidies have 
been criticized as broadly inefficient, but 
one example is particularly demonstrative 
of the misguided nature of such efforts to 
prop the economy by doling out resourc-
es to the well-connected. When private 
financing for the Revel casino in Atlantic 
City collapsed, Governor Christie kept 
the project afloat with $261 million in tax 
breaks. Eventually the casino flopped, 
starting a cascade of dominos in the city 
that has led to multiple casino closures. 

At the federal level, Governor Christie has 
not been a strong voice against favorit-
ism either, though there is a glimmer of 
hope that could be changing. In 2014, he 
repeatedly dodged questions about the 
Export-Import Bank but said we need to 
“be encouraging more trade around the 
world.” More recently, though, he has 
come around to the view that the bank is 
the “type of corporate welfare and subsi-
dies that we can’t afford.”  

http://www.nj.com/politics/index.ssf/2009/07/gop_gov_candidate_chris_christ_3.html
https://www.leadershipmattersforamerica.org/speech-entitlement-reform/
http://www.wsj.com/articles/gov-chris-christies-expansion-of-medicaid-popular-in-n-j-1429032405
https://www.leadershipmattersforamerica.org/speech-entitlement-reform/
http://www.cato.org/blog/chris-christies-fiscal-record
http://heritageaction.com/2013/01/cronyism-in-sandy-politics/
http://heritageaction.com/2013/01/cronyism-in-sandy-politics/
http://www.taxpayer.net/library/article/brief-analysis-of-selected-provisions-in-proposed-senate-supplemental-appro
http://www.weeklystandard.com/print/blogs/christie-craving-pork-filled-sandy-bill_693530.html
http://www.cnbc.com/2014/07/16/cnbc-exclusive-cnbcs-john-harwood-interviews-new-jersey-governor-chris-christie-from-cnbc-institutional-investor-delivering-alpha-conference-today.html
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2014-07-10/n-j-awards-third-largest-subsidy-to-reactor-maker-holtec
http://www.nj.com/politics/index.ssf/2015/02/group_decries_nj_corporate_subsidies_as_christie_r.html
http://www.nj.com/business/index.ssf/2011/02/casino_construction_resumes_wi.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/chris-christie-loses-a-big-atlantic-city-bet-posting-another-challenge-for-2016-run/2014/09/05/d7471a7a-33b0-11e4-8f02-03c644b2d7d0_story.html
http://www.cnbc.com/2014/07/16/cnbc-exclusive-cnbcs-john-harwood-interviews-new-jersey-governor-chris-christie-from-cnbc-institutional-investor-delivering-alpha-conference-today.html
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Christie places a high 
priority on defending the 
nation’s security interests. 

Governor Christie has been outspoken 
about the need for a reassertion of Ameri-
can leadership in the world. 

Recognizing that a strong American mil-
itary has underpinned the stability of the 
global order since World War II, Governor 
Christie has proposed a build-up to 350 
ships for the Navy, 2,500 combat aircraft 
within a 6,000 aircraft total Air Force, 
and active duty forces of 500,000 Army 
soldiers and 185,000 Marines. 

He has called for restoring American 
alliances around the world by demonstrat-
ing strength where President Obama has 

shown weakness: expanding NATO’s pres-
ence in the Baltic states and boosting mil-
itary assistance to Ukraine while imposing 
additional sanctions on Russian officials; 
reassuring allies in the Mideast through 
more aggressive diplomacy with Iran; 
pressing China to stand by its international 
commitments and sending stronger signals 
to Pacific allies that we will stand with 
them against Chinese aggression.

Unlike some of his more hawkish compet-
itors, Governor Christie has not pledged 
to back away from President Obama’s Iran 
deal on day one of his administration. “On 
Day One, I will look into and try to decide 
what to do with the agreement, depend-
ing on where we are at that moment,” he 
has said. “We have a number of our allies 
around the world who’re at that table as 
well, and sanctions are most effective when 
not only we do it, but the other allies do it.” 
This stance puts Governor Christie at odds 
with some who argue the deal will remain 
unacceptable regardless of global opinion 
in 2017.

Finally, while recognizing that counterter-
rorism efforts cannot be constrained by the 
typical limits placed on law enforcement 
investigations, Governor Christie has been 
overly dismissive of the civil liberties con-
cerns raised by critics of the NSA’s meta-
data program, suggesting, “You can’t enjoy 
your civil liberties if you’re in a coffin.”

https://www.leadershipmattersforamerica.org/speech-americas-role-in-the-world/
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/07/christie-slams-obama-on-iran-hedges-on-breaking-nuclear-deal-119733
http://www.cnn.com/2015/05/19/politics/chris-christie-intelligence-civil-liberties/
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GROWTH 

Cruz advocates pro-growth 
policies, especially with 
regard to energy. 

Shortly after his election, Senator Cruz 
voiced opposition to tax compromises with 
the left like the so-called “fiscal cliff” tax 
increase passed just prior to the start of his 
term. Instead he has unveiled a wholesale 
revision of the tax code that would repre-
sent a major tax cut. His plan would sim-
plify the individual code to a flat-rate ten 
percent tax while also eliminating the pay-
roll tax, the death tax, and the anti-growth 
double-taxation of capital gains. It would 
also eliminate the corporate income tax, 
replacing it with a 16 percent tax on busi-
ness revenue minus allowable investments 
and other expenses. The plan would pro-
mote savings by allowing all Americans to 
save $25,000 per year tax-free. Though the 
plan moves the code closer to an efficient, 
purely consumption-based tax system, one 
drawback is that it taxes wages twice by 
retaining an income tax without allowing 
businesses to exempt wages.  

Presidential Platform Review
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Nevertheless, it would represent a  
major pro-growth reform. 

Energy also features heavily in Senator 
Cruz’s agenda for promoting long-term 
economic growth. His American Ener-
gy Renaissance Act would: approve the 
Keystone XL pipeline and facilitate further 
pipeline construction; give states author-
ity over regulating fracking on federal 
lands; give Congress a role in signing off 
on regulations from the EPA; open up 
exploration in the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge and the Outer Continental Shelf; 
end the oil export ban; increase natural 
gas export permitting; roll back the federal 
government’s environmental overreach by 
suspending the EPA’s ability to regulate 
greenhouse gases; and end the Renewable 
Fuel Standard. 

Senator Cruz has led the fight against 
government intervention in the Internet 
economy and opposes both the Internet 
sales tax and the Obama Administration’s 
effort to impose net neutrality through the 
FCC. He has also spoken out against the 
growth of the administrative state, signing 
onto Senator Marco Rubio’s bill to impose 
a federal regulatory budget and Senator 
Rand Paul’s bill to give Congress a voice in 
the regulatory process.

Growth:   
Advocates pro-growth policies, especially 

with regard to energy.

Opportunity:   
Has fought to eliminate government-

imposed barriers to opportunity.

Civil Society:   
Promotes a robust civil society.

Limited Government:   
Places a high priority on fighting the 

expansion of government.

Favoritism:   
Has been willing to pay a political price for 

taking on government favoritism. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests.

http://blog.chron.com/txpotomac/2013/01/wolf-blitzer-lectures-ted-cruz-after-texas-senator-says-he-wouldnt-have-voted-for-fiscal-cliff-deal/
https://www.tedcruz.org/tax_plan/
http://www.wsj.com/articles/a-simple-flat-tax-for-economic-growth-1446076134
https://www.tedcruz.org/tax_plan/
https://www.tedcruz.org/tax_plan/
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=1071
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=1071
http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2013/05/05/why_i_oppose_the_internet_tax_bill_118255.html
http://www.realclearpolitics.com/articles/2013/05/05/why_i_oppose_the_internet_tax_bill_118255.html
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2014/nov/10/ted-cruz-net-neutrality-is-obamacare-for-the-inter/
https://www.congress.gov/bill/113th-congress/senate-bill/2153
https://www.congress.gov/bill/113th-congress/senate-bill/15


2 0 1 6  P R E S I D E N T I A L  P L AT F O R M  R E V I E W  -  S E N AT O R  T E D  C R U Z       1 6

OPPORTUNITY

Cruz has fought to eliminate 
government-imposed 
barriers to opportunity. 

Senator Cruz sees the priorities of promot-
ing opportunity and limiting government 
as one and the same. To that end, he has 
been particularly vocal about the danger 
that federal overreach might undermine ef-
forts to generate opportunity in areas such 
as education. That said, his efforts have 
generally amounted more to criticism of 
big-government policies or co-sponsorship 
of sound policies advanced by others than 
to the development of a cohesive policy 
agenda of his own.

On K-12 education, Senator Cruz has 
focused on shifting power from federal 
Department of Education regulators to 
states, local school districts, and parents. 
In the Senate, he has been a vocal critic of 
Common Core and opposed the Senate’s 
reauthorization of No Child Left Behind 
on the grounds that it did not do enough 
to advance the principle of local control 
in education. Instead, he voted in favor of 
the A-PLUS Act, which would give states 
the flexibility to opt out of Department of 
Education mandates without sacrificing 
their access to federal education funding. 
Senator Cruz is also the lead co-sponsor 
of Senator Mike Lee’s Enhancing Educa-
tional Opportunities for All Act, a bill that 
would reform Title I funding to allow more 
low-income students the opportunity to 
attend private school. 

As with K-12 education, Senator Cruz sup-
ports promoting choice and competition in 
higher education. Rather than adopting the 
left’s approach of continuing and expand-
ing existing subsidies for students that will 
serve only to drive higher education costs 
up long-term, Senator Cruz supports ideas 
like the Higher Education Reform and 
Opportunity Act, which would help reduce 

costs and promote innovation by breaking 
the accreditation cartel that has en-
trenched the outdated four-year traditional 
university model. 

When it comes to promoting opportunity 
through work, Senator Cruz has been crit-
ical of President Obama’s rollback of the 
1996 welfare reform’s work requirements 
and has supported proposals to consolidate 
and cap federal welfare program spending 
and spread work requirements throughout 
the welfare system. He has also signed on 
to efforts to repeal labor regulations such 
as “prevailing wage” rules that increase the 
barriers to entry to the labor market.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Cruz promotes a robust  
civil society.  

Senator Cruz understands that a strong 
America is built through the fostering of 
a healthy civil society, not by the con-
stant expansion of government programs. 
Speaking to group of Christian leaders 
working to alleviate global poverty, Senator 
Cruz said, “You need government to sup-
port you, not to compete with you.”

From his days as Solicitor General of Tex-
as, when he defended Texas laws protect-
ing the unborn, to his work in the Senate 
to defend marriage and religious liberty, 
Senator Cruz has been an outspoken de-
fender of conservative values in his time in 
public office.  

Senator Cruz supports a federal ban on 
late-term abortions and has fought his own 
party in the Senate to promote the effort 
in the Senate to defund Planned Parent-
hood. He has also supported a federal 
personhood Constitutional amendment to 

guarantee unborn children the right to life 
at conception. 

Senator Cruz has been an outspoken de-
fender of the one-man, one-woman defi-
nition of marriage. Prior to the Supreme 
Court’s decision in Obergefell v. Hodges, 
he supported legislation to guarantee states 
the right to make their own determinations 
about the definition of marriage. Since the 
ruling, he has called for a federal marriage 
amendment and judicial retention elections 
and rejected the Supreme Court’s suprema-
cy in deciding the question. 

Senator Cruz has authored briefs defend-
ing businesses like Hobby Lobby whose 
religious liberty is threatened by Obama Ad-
ministration policies like the contraception/
abortifacient mandate under Obamacare. 
He is also a cosponsor of the First Amend-
ment Defense Act, which would outlaw 
government discrimination against Amer-
icans who believe that marriage is a union 
between one man and one woman.   

 

http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/votes/vote/s249-2015
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/votes/vote/s226-2015
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=2132
http://www.lee.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=bc8a61f7-fd55-43b6-bbf7-ab93439222f7
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=101904
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=101904
http://www.lee.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=96ed4c0a-fe4c-4793-8060-065f5ca281d5
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/113/s2617
http://circleofprotection.us/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/transcript-ted-cruz.pdf
https://law.resource.org/pub/us/case/reporter/F3/403/403.F3d.324.03-50930.html
http://grtl.org/?q=grtl-pac-endorses-ted-cruz-president
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=926
http://time.com/3476241/ted-cruz-constitutional-amendment-same-sex-marriage-laws/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-politics/wp/2015/06/27/ted-cruz-calls-for-judicial-retention-elections-for-supreme-court-justices/
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=840
https://www.congress.gov/bill/114th-congress/senate-bill/1598/text
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Cruz places a high priority 
on fighting the expansion of 
government. 

Like many other candidates, Senator Cruz 
has articulated a firm commitment to lim-
ited government principles. He stands out 
from the field for his willingness to use all 
available leverage to fight for those princi-
ples, even when the battle is uphill.

As Solicitor General for Texas, Senator 
Cruz sued the federal government to 
prevent the implementation of the costly 
Medicare prescription drug benefit. And in 
the Senate, Senator Cruz led the effort to 
defund Obamacare in the summer of 2013 
with his 21-hour speech on the Senate floor 
during the debate over the government 
funding bill. That effort, criticized and 
undermined by many Republicans, was 
essential to the cause of eventual repeal, 
raising public consciousness of the law’s 
failures and putting to rest the common 
view among many in Washington that the 
law’s status was a settled question after 
President Obama’s re-election. 

Senator Cruz’s recognition that co-equal 
branches of government cannot afford 
to cede their constitutional prerogatives 
extends to the role of the president, who 
he has argued should be willing to veto 
big-government bills sent to the White 
House by Congress. Given his record in the 
Senate, few – even including his detrac-
tors – are likely to doubt his willingness to 
negotiate forcefully with the other branch-
es of government.  

What is less clear is that Senator Cruz will 
bring to such negotiations a detailed set 
of policy demands. On health care, for 
example, he has promised full repeal of 
Obamacare but offered little in the way 
of alternative policy ideas aside from a 
proposal to allow cross-state insurance 
purchases. Pressed on the debate within 

the conservative movement about how best 
to reform the tax treatment of insurance, 
for example, he has been noncommittal, 
in contrast to other candidates who have 
offered specific proposals. And on old-age 
entitlements, he has endorsed premium 
support for Medicare and praised Presi-
dent Bush’s effort to introduce personal 
accounts to the Social Security system, but 
his campaign has done little to flesh out 
those ideas.  

 

FAVORITISM

Cruz has been willing to pay 
a political price for taking on 
government favoritism. 

Senator Cruz has been at the center of the 
highest-profile fight about big-government 
favoritism in the current Congress: the de-
bate over ending the Export-Import bank. 
Though Senator Cruz initially voted for the 
trade bill that served as a bargaining chip 
for Ex-Im allies to secure reauthorization, 
he later switched his vote and exposed the 
backroom deals that had been struck by 
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, 
calling him out on the Senate floor for 
lying to the American people. It cost him 
political capital in the U.S. Senate, but in 
doing so, Senator Cruz demonstrated real 
leadership.

Beyond the Export-Import Bank, Senator 
Cruz has a strong track record of opposing 
big-government regulations and other pol-
icies that favor the well-connected. During 
a recent speech about cronyism, Senator 
Cruz highlighted his opposition to bank 
bailouts and anti-main-street financial 
regulations like Dodd-Frank, agribusiness 
subsidies, and renewable energy boondog-
gles like the Renewable Fuel Standard and 
the wind production tax credit. He has also 

been the leader of the fight in the Senate 
against the Internet sales tax, a top priority 
of major Internet retailers seeking to stifle 
smaller competitors.  

Senator Cruz is a strong opponent of am-
nesty policies that would reward politically 
favored constituencies for violating U.S. 
law at the behest of big businesses eager to 
legalize new sources of cheap labor, even 
as he advocates for much-needed reforms 
to legal immigration.  

http://www.justice.gov/osg/brief/original-texas-v-leavitt-opposition
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/sen-cruz-continues-night-long-attack-on-obamacare/2013/09/25/5ea2f6ae-25ae-11e3-b75d-5b7f66349852_story.html
http://www.aprthev.com/archives/2015/146-state/8084-mass-crowds-welcome-ted-cruz-to-alabama.html
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=2251
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1JfhU-edvA4
http://www.ontheissues.org/2016/Ted_Cruz_Health_Care.htm
http://www.cnbc.com/2015/04/09/10-questions-for-ted-cruz.html
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?p=press_release&id=2363
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Cruz places a high priority 
on defending the nation’s 
security interests. 

Senator Cruz has laid out a foreign policy 
agenda firmly within the mainstream of the 
conservative movement, while distinguish-
ing his perspective from similarly hawkish 
but more utopian strains of foreign policy 
on the right.

In Senator Cruz’s view, while the Unit-
ed States should “be a clarion voice for 
freedom,” “the touchstone of foreign policy 
should be the vital national security inter-
est of America.” He distinguishes between 
the sorts of interests for which America 
might exert some of the means of soft 
power available to it and the cases in which 
military intervention should be considered. 

In the latter cases, he argues, the United 
States should set out a clearly stated objec-
tive tied to U.S. national security, make a 
commitment to use overwhelming force to 
achieve that objective, and avoid prolonged 
commitment to “nation-build” when the 
war is over. On these grounds, Senator 
Cruz has been reluctant to support some 
military engagements favored by hawks 
– Syria and Libya, for example – while 
expressing strong support for military 
engagement if necessary in other theaters, 
such as Iran. 

In some cases, Senator Cruz has refused 
to break with misguided elements of the 
foreign policy consensus within his party, 
as with his willingness to boost spending 
on defense even without offsetting cuts. 
But in others, he has offered a bold voice in 
contrast to party leadership, such as during 
his aggressive questioning of former Sec-
retary of Defense Chuck Hagel during his 
confirmation hearings. 

On several recent issues that have divided 
the conservative movement, Senator Cruz 
has helped lead the way in promoting inno-
vative solutions that have started as out-of-
the-mainstream proposals. For example, 
though not generally a fierce critic of the 
government’s efforts to track terrorist 
activities under the Patriot Act, Senator 
Cruz recognized that the National Secu-
rity Agency’s surveillance protocols had 
over time not properly balanced security 
interests with civil liberties. Thanks in part 
to his leadership, Congress passed the USA 
Freedom Act compromise legislation. On 
Iran, Senator Cruz bucked the Washington 
consensus regarding the need to continue 
the flawed Corker-Cardin nuclear review 
process and argued that President Obama’s 
failure to disclose IAEA side-deals had 
rendered the deal void. Over time, other 
Republicans including House leadership 
adopted Cruz’s arguments, strengthening 
the long-term effort to derail the deal in 
the next administration.

http://dailycaller.com/2015/04/28/the-cruz-doctrine-ted-cruz-opens-up-about-his-foreign-policy-worldview/
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/416056/do-ted-cruz-and-marco-rubio-think-we-can-raise-defense-spending-even-more-without
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9g6MNWiLSeo
http://www.cruz.senate.gov/?id=2338&p=press_release
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/423782/senator-ted-cruz-right-corker-law-period-congressional-review-iran-act-has-never-begun
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/423807/congress-iran-deal-corker-cardin-alternative
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GROWTH 

Fiorina’s present support  
of pro-growth policy is 
marred by her past support 
of anti-growth ideas on 
issues like energy. 

On taxes, Fiorina has promised to “lower 
every rate, close every loophole,” although 
she has not yet offered specifics. That said, 
she has made some key commitments on 
the details of any reform package. Most 
importantly, arguing that pro-growth tax 
policy is hampered when revenue neu-
trality becomes a central goal, Fiorina 
has rejected the Washington consensus 
on the issue, stating, “I’m not in favor of 
revenue-neutral tax reform. I’m in favor of 
revenue-reducing tax reform. The govern-
ment spends too much money.” 

When it comes to energy, Fiorina has 
promised to roll back overregulation of en-
ergy exploration, approve the Keystone XL 
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pipeline, and lift the oil export ban. While 
she has suggested she would eliminate the 
Renewable Fuel Standard, she has prom-
ised to leave the mandate in place until 
at least 2022. Notably, as a 2008 McCain 
campaign surrogate, Fiorina defended 
John McCain’s support of a cap and trade 
system for providing the “incentives of the 
private marketplace” in addressing carbon 
emissions. She has since distanced herself 
from the proposal on the grounds that she 
was speaking purely as a surrogate, not 
expressing her own views. 

Drawing on her experience in the tech-
nology industry, Fiorina has been a vocal 
opponent of some of the most heavy-hand-
ed efforts to regulate the digital economy. 
Though as CEO of Hewlett Packard she 
argued that “exempt[ing], forever, online 
commerce from taxation is unrealistic” and 
called for “moderniz[ing]” the tax code on 
the issue, she opposes the Internet sales 
tax currently under consideration by Con-
gress. Fiorina has also spoken out against 
President Obama’s net neutrality regula-
tions and innovation-stifling changes to 
the patent system designed to help  
big business.

Growth:   
Present support of pro-growth policy is 

marred by her past support of anti-growth 
ideas on issues like energy.

Opportunity:   
Recognizes the importance of promoting 
opportunity, but she lacks a consistent 

record of advancing conservative solutions.

Civil Society:   
Despite her past reluctance to take on 
Roe v. Wade, Fiorina today defends a 

robust civil society.

Limited Government:   
Undermines her recent limited government 

rhetoric with her reluctance to tackle 
entitlement reform.

Favoritism:   
Has recently delivered a strong critique 
of crony capitalism, but in the past she 

has aligned herself with the Washington 
establishment. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests.

http://www.breitbart.com/video/2015/09/04/fiorina-get-tax-code-down-to-about-3-pages-lower-every-rate-and-close-every-loophole/
http://www.cnbc.com/2015/09/15/10-questions-for-carly-fiorina.html
http://energyfuse.org/carly-fiorina-on-clean-coal-energy-independence-and-national-security/
http://energyfuse.org/carly-fiorina-on-clean-coal-energy-independence-and-national-security/
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/elections/presidential/caucus/2015/08/29/fiorina-addresses-farmers-concerns-corn-growers-meeting/71382046/
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/elections/presidential/caucus/2015/08/29/fiorina-addresses-farmers-concerns-corn-growers-meeting/71382046/
http://abclocal.go.com/story?section=news/politics&id=7741215
http://www.hp.com/hpinfo/execteam/speeches/fiorina/ceo_remove_barriers.html
http://www.msnbc.com/msnbc/carly-fiorina-book-rising-challenge-leadership-journey
http://www.cnn.com/2015/04/07/opinions/fiorina-net-neutrality/
http://www.forbes.com/sites/realspin/2014/11/11/real-patent-reform-should-strengthen-property-rights-not-weaken-them/
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OPPORTUNITY

Fiorina recognizes the 
importance of promoting 
opportunity, but she lacks 
a consistent record of 
advancing conservative 
solutions.  

In a speech entitled “Redefining Femi-
nism,” Carly Fiorina laid out a broad set 
of approaches to improving opportunity 
in America, including a number of policy 
ideas that would improve the lot of all 
Americans. Among them: school choice, 
addressing out of wedlock births, and 
rethinking outdated welfare and econom-
ic development programs that too often 
become “webs of dependence” rather than 
promoting work. 

Some have raised concerns about the 
specifics of Ms. Fiorina’s views on educa-
tion policy. In her MIT master’s thesis, she 
called for a “consistent, long-term role” for 
the federal government in setting educa-
tion policies such as curriculum guide-
lines. As CEO of Hewlett Packard, Fiorina 
praised the Bush Administration’s commit-
ment to federal involvement in education 
standards and co-chaired Americans for 
Better Education, a business community 
coalition lobbying for the passage of No 
Child Left Behind. She reaffirmed her sup-
port of No Child Left Behind in her 2010 
Senate run and also praised the Obama 
Administration’s Race to the Top program. 
However, Fiorina is today an opponent of 
Common Core and has called for limiting 
the Department of Education’s role in 
education. 

On higher education, Ms. Fiorina has 
denounced President Obama’s nationaliza-
tion of the student loan industry. However, 
she has also borrowed the talking points 
of the left in implying that it is unfair for 

the federal government to charge higher 
interest for students than it pays on its own 
debts. Given that a policy of artificially low 
rates only further insulates loan recipients 
from the true risk represented by the debt 
they take on, this suggestion is seemingly 
at odds with Ms. Fiorina’s general com-
mitment to reintroducing market mech-
anisms into the student loan industry. 
Fiorina has also called for creating more 
space for for-profit universities to gain 
traction in the market and for addressing 
the influence of the accreditation cartel in 
entrenching today’s inefficient system.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Despite her past reluctance 
to take on Roe v. Wade, 
Fiorina today defends a 
robust civil society. 

Ms. Fiorina seems to understand that a 
strong America requires healthy civic insti-
tutions and that those institutions are to-
day threatened by a government that seeks 
to impose its values on society. “[Y]our 
story demonstrates the incredibly import-
ant role that civil society plays in making 
this nation stronger and better,” she told 
the creator of an innovative entrepreneur-
ship program earlier this year. “We have a 
vibrant civil society in this nation and it’s a 
good thing, and a lot, frankly, of what gov-
ernment programs are trying to do is crush 
civil society so that government, rather 
than charities and churches and non-prof-
its, become the source of everything.”

As a presidential candidate, Ms. Fiorina 
has been an articulate defender of Amer-
ican values despite a history of past com-
ments suggesting a weaker commitment to 
socially conservative positions. 

During her 2010 Senate campaign, Ms. 
Fiorina called Roe v. Wade a “decided 
issue.” However, Ms. Fiorina acknowledg-
es today that her position on the status 
of Roe has evolved just as “the American 
people’s views have evolved on this.” And 
during her presidential campaign, she has 
been among the most impressive defend-
ers of life in the field. She has been a vocal 
proponent of defunding Planned Parent-
hood, which she explained in the second 
GOP debate: “This is about the character 
of our nation, and if we will not stand up 
and force President Obama to veto this bill, 
then shame on us.”

As a Senate candidate in 2010, Fiorina 
supported the Defense of Marriage Act 
but advocated civil unions for same-sex 
couples. She warned during that campaign 
of the danger of judges overruling the will 
of the people of California as expressed in 
the state’s Proposition 8. This year, she 
criticized the Supreme Court’s decision to 
redefine marriage in Obergefell v. Hodges, 
suggesting that conservatives’ focus should 
be “on protecting the religious liberties and 
freedom of conscience” of all Americans in 
light of the decision.  

 

https://medium.com/@CarlyFiorina/redefining-feminism-19d25d8d8dfc
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ULa3mGfFXcY
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=42NY-HW00-0058-R2RW&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
https://caffeinatedthoughts.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/05/CarlyonEducation.pdf
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/carly-fiorina-common-core-limits-parents-choices-and-childrens-options/article/2565317
http://www.breitbart.com/2016-presidential-race/2015/07/27/ask-carly-education/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=m8z0VDSTK7Y&feature=youtu.be&a
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=m8z0VDSTK7Y&feature=youtu.be&a
http://www.sfgate.com/politics/article/Carly-Fiorina-outlines-her-anti-abortion-stance-3194199.php
http://www.nbcnews.com/meet-the-press/meet-press-transcript-september-27-2015-n434466
http://freebeacon.com/issues/fiorina-blasts-planned-parenthood-pushes-its-defunding-this-is-about-the-character-of-our-nation/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6DmG-UJNlFI
https://www.facebook.com/CarlyFiorina/posts/10156088226625206
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Fiorina undermines her 
recent limited government 
rhetoric with her reluctance 
to tackle entitlement reform. 

Earlier this year, Ms. Fiorina said America 
“need[s] revenue-reducing tax reform, 
not revenue neutral tax reform, because 
the federal government spends too much 
money.” To help deliver on the promise of 
a government that can function on a small-
er tax base, she has proposed reforming 
programs like the highway system to limit 
spending on non-federal priorities and 
adopting policies to limit general growth of 
government such as zero-base budgeting. 

However, Fiorina has been reluctant to 
engage in the debate over addressing the 
most significant long-term challenge to 
limited government: autopilot entitlement 
spending. In the past, Ms. Fiorina has 
argued entitlements “have to be reformed.” 
But while she blames the political class 
for failing to make progress in addressing 
entitlements, she has also said that she 
herself is “not prepared to go to the Amer-
ican people” to discuss entitlement reform 
until the federal government has proven 
its competence through reforms of other 
programs like the Small Business Admin-
istration and the Veterans Administration. 
Such comments suggest a Fiorina Admin-
istration might fail to address the greatest 
long-term threat to the nation’s finances.

Furthermore, in the early days of the 
Obama Administration, Fiorina was slow 
to become a vocal critic of some of the 
worst big-government excesses promoted 
by the Democratic Party. She supported 
the broadband subsidies in the Obama 
stimulus of 2009, and she took time as 
a Senate candidate to come out against 
Obamacare, arguing in the fall of 2009 that 
it was too early to take a position because 
“the devil is always in the details” despite 

the philosophical problems raised by the 
basic design of all of the proposals then 
under consideration by Democrats. Fiorina 
signaled as late as 2013 that she supported 
Obamacare’s individual mandate but has 
since clarified that she meant to express 
support for a more limited catastroph-
ic care mandate and that she no longer 
believes mandates are needed to protect 
patients with pre-existing conditions. 

Ms. Fiorina characterized the 2013 effort 
to defund Obamacare as “charging a hill 
that you know you can’t take.” Given the 
political difficulties inherent in enacting 
most elements of any true limited govern-
ment agenda, this comment raises ques-
tions about how much political risk Fiorina 
would be willing to tolerate in high-profile 
legislative debates with the left.  

 

FAVORITISM

Fiorina has recently 
delivered a strong critique 
of crony capitalism, but in 
the past she has aligned 
herself with the Washington 
establishment.  

Carly Fiorina has been a vocal critic during 
the 2016 campaign of government favor-
itism, not only highlighting the signifi-
cance of the issue in the abstract but also 
tying it to other policy debates regarding 
growth, overregulation, and the role of 
government. “The dirty little secret” of net 
neutrality, she explains, “which is the same 
dirty little secret of Obamacare or Dodd-
Frank or all of these other huge compli-
cated pieces of regulation or legislation, is 
that they don’t get written on their own. 
They get written in part by lobbyists for big 
companies who want to understand that 
the rules are going to work for them.”

On some of the specific policy debates 
relating to government favoritism, Fiorina 
has taken bold positions placing her at 
odds with the political establishment. For 
example, of the corrupt Export-Import 
Bank, she has noted, “If we’re serious 
about stopping cronyism, we must do away 
with Ex-Im.” 

However, some aspects of her record sug-
gest Fiorina is not universally opposed to 
policies that favor well-connected busi-
nesses at taxpayers’ expense. During the 
2010 election cycle, Fiorina was critical of 
bailouts, but during the 2008 campaign, 
Fiorina argued that the Troubled Asset 
Relief Program “was, unfortunately, neces-
sary because credit is tight for hardworking 
Americans and small businesses.” And 
while acknowledging that “simply throwing 
money at technology is not a solution,” 
Fiorina praised the Obama stimulus for its 
spending on broadband subsidies.

On amnesty, Fiorina has supported the 
DREAM Act for those who came illegally 
to the United States as minors. Following 
President Obama’s election, Fiorina sug-
gested it was a priority for him to “enact 
comprehensive immigration reform.” 
While she supports border enforcement 
and now opposes a path to citizenship 
for illegal immigrants, she has expressed 
openness to granting special legal status to 
those who have violated the law and come 
to the country illegally.  

These stances reflect Ms. Fiorina’s po-
sitioning early in her political career as 
a favorite of the Washington political 
establishment. Tapped by John McCain’s 
presidential campaign as a key surrogate, 
Ms. Fiorina was eager to defend policies 
like cap and trade that she now claims 
to oppose. As the National Republican 
Senatorial Committee-endorsed candidate 
for Senate in California, Fiorina defeated 
a more conservative challenger in her 
primary. And since her stint as Vice-Chair 
of the NRSC in 2011, she has attacked con-
servatives working against the Washington 
establishment in efforts like the fight to 
defund Obamacare.  

http://www.wsj.com/articles/carly-fiorina-and-penny-nance-cheaper-gas-politicians-want-a-tax-fill-up-1423700365
http://www.bloomberg.com/politics/articles/2015-05-04/on-spending-carly-fiorina-says-zero-is-a-good-place-to-start
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sdwqwnFVRXg&feature=youtu.be&t=34m50s
http://www.cnbc.com/2015/09/15/10-questions-for-carly-fiorina.html
https://youtu.be/jtxDhQp2wUI?t=10m2s
http://www.informationweek.com/regulations/broadband-players-vie-for-stimulus-funds/d/d-id/1078507?
https://youtu.be/sdwqwnFVRXg?t=25m58s
http://www.cnn.com/2015/09/24/politics/carly-fiorina-obamacare-health-insurance-mandate/
http://thelead.blogs.cnn.com/2013/10/02/analysis-this-is-the-obama-cruz-shutdown/
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/417819/carly-fiorina-makes-her-case-2016-joel-gehrke
https://www.facebook.com/CarlyFiorina/posts/10154434790770206
http://spectator.org/blog/20965/flashback-fiorina-%E2%80%94-white-men-cant-beat-boxer
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2015/05/04/carly-fiorina-gop-primary_n_7205124.html
http://www.informationweek.com/regulations/broadband-players-vie-for-stimulus-funds/d/d-id/1078507
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/carly-fiorina-supports-dream-act-but-says-shes-against-amnesty/
http://www.contracostatimes.com/ci_10965872
http://www.contracostatimes.com/ci_10965872
http://www.weeklystandard.com/articles/i-carly_928663.html?page=2
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2015/jun/15/carly-fiorina-open-legal-status-adult-illegal-immi/
http://abclocal.go.com/story?section=news/politics&id=7741215
http://www.redstate.com/diary/Erick/2010/09/07/understanding-carly-fiorina/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/the-fix/post/carly-fiorina-to-become-nrsc-vice-chair/2011/07/12/gIQAwOKrAI_blog.html
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2013/10/03/carly-fiorina-attacks-cruz-no-honor-in-fight-to-defund-obamacare/
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Fiorina places a high priority 
on defending the nation’s 
security interests.

Despite her lack of experience in pub-
lic office, Ms. Fiorina has demonstrated 
command of the issues and sound instincts 
when it comes to foreign policy.

She has indicated that she would readily 
marshal American military might against 
the nation’s greatest geopolitical adver-
saries. On China, she has called for a more 
assertive policy in the South China Sea, in-
cluding efforts to equip allies in the region 
to stand up to Chinese aggression, and has 
promised a firm commitment to retaliate 
against Chinese cyber attacks, in contrast 
to the Obama Administration’s dithering 
response. With regard to Russia, she has 
said that rather than negotiate with Vladi-
mir Putin, she would demonstrate strength 
through a military buildup, including 

strengthening of the Sixth Fleet, recommit-
ting to American missile defense in Poland, 
and conducting military exercises in the 
Baltic states. 

Fiorina has also not shied away from 
taking aggressive positions on counterter-
rorism, defending waterboarding to extract 
information from terror suspects “when 
there [is] no other way to get the infor-
mation.” While she has praised the USA 
Freedom Act for the “checks and balances” 
it has implemented to rein in government 
control of telephone metadata, she has 
also expressed concerns that telecommu-
nications companies will be ill-equipped to 
handle the data themselves.

In contrast to some conservatives, Fio-
rina has rejected criticism of so-called 
nation-building, arguing in 2009, “People 
will give their loyalty to those who provide 
security and opportunity. … So if we want 
to uproot the Taliban and al Qaeda in 
Afghanistan, we have to also be engaged 
not just in military activity but we have to 
be engaged in helping provide security and 
opportunity from somewhere else.” 

https://youtu.be/vSVV9Gmowlc?t=15m00s
http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/424143/fiorina-i-wouldnt-talk-russia-id-rebuild-missile-defense-poland-tom-s-elliott
https://www.yahoo.com/politics/carly-fiorina-defends-bush-era-torture-and-spying-130015256041.html
http://insider.foxnews.com/2015/06/12/judge-napolitano-challenges-carly-fiorina-nsa-surveillance-special-report
https://youtu.be/sdwqwnFVRXg?t=36m15s
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GROWTH 

Huckabee’s pro-growth tax 
agenda stands in contrast to 
the increase in Arkansans’ 
tax burden under his tenure. 

Governor Huckabee has been criticized by 
some conservatives for his record on taxes 
in Arkansas. According to the Arkan-
sas Democrat-Gazette, under Governor 
Huckabee, the state and local tax burden 
for the average Arkansan increased from 
$1,969 in 1997 to $2,902 in 2005, driven 
in part by an income tax surcharge and 
tax increases on cigarettes and fuel. It is 
important to note that the legislature in 
Arkansas was Democratic at the time and 
Governor Huckabee did manage to sign 
some income tax cuts into law. Still, on the 
whole, the tax increases under his tenure 
far outweighed the cuts.

Presidential Platform Review

GOVERNOR MIKE HUCKABEE

That said, Governor Huckabee’s agenda on 
federal taxes would shift policy in a more 
pro-growth direction. Governor Huckabee 
is a proponent of the FairTax, a plan to re-
place the internal revenue code with a flat 
consumption tax. This would be a major 
improvement over the current system, as it 
would shift the code to a more pro-growth 
tax base, simplify the tax system, and elim-
inate existing double taxation. 

On energy, Governor Huckabee has offered 
several pro-growth policy ideas. He has 
proposed lifting the bans on oil and gas 
export, suggested empowering local and 
state governments on energy regulation, 
and advocated allowing energy exploration 
on more federal lands. However, Governor 
Huckabee’s energy agenda is undermined 
by his support for distorting the market by 
promoting renewable energy, including his 
view that maintaining the Renewable  
Fuel Standard is a “matter of honor  
and integrity.”

Growth:   
Huckabee’s pro-growth tax agenda stands 

in contrast to the increase in Arkansans’ tax 
burden under his tenure.

Opportunity:   
Current support for limited government 

education policies stands in contrast to his 
past support for No Child Left Behind  

and Common Core.

Civil Society:   
Committed to promoting a  

robust civil society.

Limited Government:   
Opposes efforts to reform entitlements and 
rein in government overreach in industries 

like agriculture.

Favoritism:   
Has shown favoritism toward certain 

special interests, especially with regard to 
the agricultural industry. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests, though he has 
advocated some peculiar views in the past.

http://www.arkansasonline.com/news/2007/oct/09/gaps-led-taxing-huckabee-years/
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=4PVS-GS50-TWJ8-J1G7&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.arktimes.com/ArkansasBlog/archives/2010/07/06/mike-huckabee-king-of-tax-increases
http://www.newsweek.com/factcheckorg-huckabees-fiscal-record-96371
http://www.mikehuckabee.com/tax-reform
http://www.texastribune.org/2015/05/11/houston-huckabee-details-energy-plan/
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/elections/presidential/caucus/2015/09/01/huckabee-calls-out-dc-double-standard/71528302/
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OPPORTUNITY

Huckabee’s current support 
for limited government 
education policies stands in 
contrast to his past support 
for No Child Left Behind and 
Common Core. 

Over the course of his career, Governor 
Huckabee has at times taken positions 
that put him at odds with the conservative 
movement’s approach to promoting educa-
tional opportunity. For example, he spoke 
to the National Education Association in 
2007 about the importance of increas-
ing teacher pay and received the group’s 
endorsement in part for his opposition in 
Arkansas to statewide school choice. Gov-
ernor Huckabee also said during his 2008 
campaign of No Child Left Behind that the 
law “is often misunderstood and unfairly 
maligned as a total federal intrusion.” 

In 2011, Governor Huckabee touted the 
Obama administration’s signature educa-
tion initiative in his book, A Simple Gov-
ernment, writing, “I fully endorse the new 
federal program Race to the Top.” Of the 
Common Core standards, Governor Huck-
abee said in 2013, “They’re not something 
to be afraid of; indeed they are something 
to be embraced.” 

Over time, however, Governor Huckabee’s 
rhetoric on education issues has shifted 
closer to the conservative mainstream. 
Governor Huckabee now opposes Common 
Core, arguing that federal involvement in 
Common Core grew over time beyond his 
initial expectations when he had supported 
the standards.

Governor Huckabee has attributed his 
opposition to statewide school choice in 
Arkansas to the fact that the state’s school 
districts “are rural, they’re small, they are 
miles from another school, the economies 

of scale simply wouldn’t necessarily make 
it that easy to implement.” Today he takes 
a more positive view of choice, saying, “It’s 
time for parents to be able to choose the 
school that’s best for their child, with the 
funding following the child to the school of 
the parent’s choice.” Governor Huckabee 
also now supports eliminating the Depart-
ment of Education, despite his past skepti-
cism about the idea’s political practicality. 

On higher education, Governor Huckabee 
has been supportive of big-government 
policies that have contributed to the 
inflation of costs facing students. In 2012, 
Huckabee praised President Obama’s 
efforts to hold student loan interest rates 
far below market rates – a policy that pa-
pers over the symptoms while making the 
underlying cost problem worse and leaving 
taxpayers on the hook.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Huckabee is committed to 
promoting a robust civil 
society. 

In his book A Simple Government, 
Governor Huckabee articulates the direct 
connection between the erosion of the 
institutions of civil society and the growth 
of government: “What a family can’t do, 
friends and neighbors can. Government is 
not at all in the picture. What the friends 
and neighbors can’t do, the church does. 
If this model were followed all over the 
country, there would no longer be a need 
for the government to do the things it’s 
doing – many of which add to the prob-
lem instead of solving it.” Recognizing the 
consequences of the erosion of the family 
and communal institutions, he has made 
protecting and restoring America’s civil 
society a central focus of his campaign. 

This has been most apparent in his engage-
ment in the debate over religious liberty in 
the wake of the Supreme Court’s decision 
in Obergefell v. Hodges. In addition to 
publicly challenging the ruling on the 
merits and encouraging individuals and 
institutions who disagree to express vocal 
opposition, Governor Huckabee has prom-
ised to sign an executive order protecting 
believers in the one-man, one-woman 
definition of marriage from government 
discrimination for living out their faith in 
their daily lives. 

Governor Huckabee has also been a 
longtime defender of life. In Arkansas, he 
banned partial birth abortion, champi-
oned a Fetal Protection Act granting legal 
recognition to unborn victims of homicide, 
and banned physician-assisted suicide. 
At the federal level, he has advocated a 
life amendment to the Constitution and 
supports defunding Planned Parenthood, 
though he recently cautioned against con-
servatives’ call to use this fall’s government 
funding bill as leverage to defund the orga-
nization on the grounds that a government 
shutdown would not be worth the risk.

In recent years, Governor Huckabee has 
drawn attention to the Obama Admin-
istration’s efforts to leverage its control 
over grants to faith-based organizations to 
undermine their values. Given his concern 
about this threat to religious institutions, 
it is notable that he was an advocate of 
the Bush-era move toward government-fi-
nanced faith based initiatives as governor 
of Arkansas. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1p2R0RHfPy4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1p2R0RHfPy4
http://www.newrepublic.com/blog/the-stump/gop-race-treads-water-iowa-hrc-condemns-your-brain-barack
http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/politics/28462-huckabee-backs-no-child-left-behind
http://dailycaller.com/2015/05/09/flip-flop-a-bee-a-quick-look-at-huckabees-common-core-evolution/
http://dailycaller.com/2015/05/09/flip-flop-a-bee-a-quick-look-at-huckabees-common-core-evolution/
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2013/jun/5/huckabee-urges-states-back-common-core/
http://cnsnews.com/news/article/exclusive-interview-huckabee-education-and-school-choice
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=melLsmVcm8w
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/05/interview-with-mike-huckabee-on-issues-and-politics
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/05/interview-with-mike-huckabee-on-issues-and-politics
http://cnsnews.com/news/article/exclusive-interview-huckabee-education-and-school-choice
http://cnsnews.com/news/article/exclusive-interview-huckabee-education-and-school-choice
http://cnsnews.com/news/article/exclusive-interview-huckabee-education-and-school-choice
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2012/04/20/mike-huckabee-obama-student-loan_n_1441814.html
http://www.mikehuckabee.com/blogs?ID=98035DA9-20E5-4859-9961-006346D14DEA
http://www.mikehuckabee.com/blogs?ID=98035DA9-20E5-4859-9961-006346D14DEA
http://www.arktimes.com/arkansas/gov-huckabee-a-pro-lifer-signs-sb-612-into-law/Content?oid=3867783
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=3VR4-1JG0-00HV-625P&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=3VR4-1JG0-00HV-625P&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://archive.lifenews.com/nat3642.html
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2015/07/15/exclusive-huckabee-pledges-effort-to-defund-planned-parenthood-as-president/
http://politics.blog.ajc.com/2015/08/13/huckabee-hillary-clinton-in-trouble-georgia-got-it-right-in-08/
http://www.usnews.com/news/blogs/god-and-country/2009/03/02/chuck-colson-and-mike-huckabee-pan-obama-faith-based-initiatives
http://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/blogs/stateline/2005/01/12/more-states-reach-out-to-faithbased-organizations
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Huckabee opposes efforts to 
reform entitlements and rein 
in government overreach in 
industries like agriculture. 

Governor Huckabee’s record on limited 
government issues has come under heavy 
scrutiny during his presidential campaigns 
due to his fiscal record in Arkansas. Under 
Governor Huckabee, state spending in Ar-
kansas increased at three times the rate of 
inflation, driven in part by policies such as 
his expansion of Medicaid and his support 
for a significant increase in infrastructure 
spending. With regard to federal policy, 
as governor, he opposed conservatives on 
significant fiscal policy questions such as 
his support for a federal highway plan so 
expensive that even the Bush Administra-
tion opposed it.

Governor Huckabee’s commitment to 
limiting government came up several times 
during the 2008 campaign. During that 
election cycle, Huckabee was an outspoken 
proponent of wasteful agricultural subsi-
dies. At the time he explained, “Part of the 
reason prices are so low is that subsidies 
keep production at high levels … We must 
continue subsidies because our farmers 
compete with highly subsidized farmers in 
Europe and Asia.” During one presidential 
debate, as conservatives were working in 
Washington to prevent an expansion of the 
State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram, he criticized President Bush’s veto 
of the bill, arguing that whatever the policy 
merits of the veto, it was bad politics. Gov-
ernor Huckabee also took to the talking 
points of the left in promoting infrastruc-
ture spending, arguing that government 
should consider new highway projects to 
be a “long-term stimulus package.” 

Governor Huckabee has consistently 
downplayed the significance of the most 
important limited government issue of 

our time: the need for serious entitlement 
reform. Though he has previously praised 
Republicans in Congress for proposing 
reforms to programs like Medicare, he has 
since said he would not sign House-passed 
premium support reforms. Politicians 
have “done enough lying and stealing,” 
he argues in defending his refusal to lay 
out reforms to protect Americans from 
the looming debt crisis that will result 
from these programs’ insolvency. During 
a recent debate, Governor Huckabee 
pandered to the opponents of entitlement 
reform by reciting their talking points, 
denying the reality that Social Security and 
Medicare beneficiaries withdraw far more 
than they have placed into the system in 
their lifetimes and impugning the motives 
of those who have proposed saving these 
programs from insolvency: “I just want to 
remind you, people paid their money. They 
expect to have it. And, if this government 
doesn’t pay it, then tell me what’s differ-
ent between the government and Bernie 
Madoff, who sits in prison today for doing 
less than what the government has done to 
the people on Social Security and Medicare 
in this country.”

 

 

FAVORITISM

Huckabee has shown 
favoritism toward certain 
special interests, especially 
with regard to the 
agricultural industry. 

Governor Huckabee has not demonstrated 
a commitment to reining in government 
policies that play favorites for the well-con-
nected.

He has, for example, expressed support for 
indefensible federal agricultural policies 
that favor big agribusiness interests at tax-

payer expense, arguing that crop subsidies 
are essential to maintaining America’s 
economic competitiveness. While he has 
previously been critical of the Renewable 
Fuel Standard, he is currently a strong 
supporter.

During the 2008 financial crisis, Governor 
Huckabee was slow to reject the federal 
government’s initial interventions into the 
financial sector. At the time of the bail-
outs of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, he 
suggested the government was “probably 
doing what [it] has to do under the circum-
stances.” Over time, however, Huckabee 
criticized the government’s subsequent 
interventions, referring to the Troubled 
Asset Relief Program as “betraying the 
party’s tradition of supporting personal 
responsibility.”

Regarding illegal immigration, Gover-
nor Huckabee has said, “I think that the 
rational approach is to find a way to give 
people a pathway to citizenship.” During 
his 2008 campaign, he argued for allow-
ing illegal immigrants to return to their 
home countries and return to the United 
States legally within “days, maybe weeks.” 
Though he has been less committal on 
immigration during his current campaign, 
he has expressed openness to a Congres-
sionally-negotiated path to citizenship 
for illegal immigrants. And despite the 
criticism he received in 2008 over the issue 
and the fact that his campaign claims that 
he opposes government benefits for illegal 
immigrants, Governor Huckabee still de-
fends Arkansas’s in-state tuition policy for 
illegal immigrants.  

http://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/huckabee-biggest-biggovernment-conservative
http://www.cato.org/blog/huckabees-support-higher-taxes-more-spending
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=4BSD-46V0-TWJ8-J1RY&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Q8sBLOK1jgQ
http://www.nhinsider.com/press-releases/2008/1/28/the-huckabee-plan-four-guiding-principles-for-strengthening.html
http://www.weeklystandard.com/print/blogs/huckabee-bashes-republican-plans-reform-medicare-and-social-security_922159.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/05/07/us/politics/huckabee-vows-to-protect-programs-for-older-americans.html
http://time.com/4091301/republican-debate-transcript-cnbc-boulder/
http://www.motherjones.com/environment/2015/05/mike-huckabee-ethanol-biofuels-rfs
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=4TDB-0H00-TWD3-11GK&csi=8421&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=4V05-B3M0-TWWW-M01G&csi=254399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.foxnews.com/story/2007/12/09/transcript-mike-huckabee-on-fox-news-sunday.html
http://www.nbcnews.com/meet-the-press/huckabee-defends-his-breaks-conservative-orthodoxy-n293111
http://www.mikehuckabee.com/index.cfm?p=mikehuckabeepledge
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/05/interview-with-mike-huckabee-on-issues-and-politics
https://www.conservativereview.com/commentary/2015/05/interview-with-mike-huckabee-on-issues-and-politics
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Huckabee places a high 
priority on defending the 
nation’s security interests, 
though he has advocated 
some peculiar views in  
the past. 

In general, Governor Huckabee’s foreign 
policy tends to be within the mainstream of 
conservative thought, though he has in the 
past taken some unorthodox positions. 

For example, during the 2008 campaign, 
Governor Huckabee was particularly criti-
cal of the Bush Administration’s “arrogant” 
foreign policy at a time when other Repub-
licans were rallying around President Bush 
to avoid bolstering Democratic opposition 

to his troop surge in Iraq. In addition to his 
generally more left-leaning foreign policy 
positions on issues like Guantanamo Bay 
and waterboarding, Governor Huckabee’s 
position on negotiations with Iran was 
particularly troubling. “We haven’t had 
diplomatic relations with Iran in almost 
thirty years, my whole adult life. A lot of 
good it’s done us!” he argued, emphasizing 
that “Many Iranians are well-disposed 
toward us. … My enemy today on one issue 
is my friend tomorrow on another. … [O]ur 
failure to engage Iran seems to be leading 
inexorably to our attacking them.”

Huckabee has since clarified that the ne-
gotiations he would envision would begin 
and, perhaps, end with a U.S. demand 
for the return of hostages and an end to 
anti-Israel and anti-American behavior. 
He has also staked out one of the most 
hawkish perspectives in the field on Iran, 
arguing that the official policy of the 
United States on Iran should be to promote 
regime change.

Huckabee has promised a similarly aggres-
sive posture in response to other foreign 
threats. In response to China’s hacking 
of the Office of Personnel Management, 
Huckabee proposed that the United States 
hack the Chinese government back. In con-
trast with the Clinton State Department’s 
approach to diplomacy, he has also called 
for reintroducing human rights issues  
into diplomatic relations with the  
Chinese government.

http://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/15/us/politics/15cnd-campaign.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/15/us/politics/15cnd-campaign.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/story/2007/12/04/ST2007120400575.html
http://www.cnn.com/2015/07/27/politics/mike-huckabe-on-iran-then-and-now/
http://radio.foxnews.com/2015/07/28/huckabee-stands-by-2008-comments-on-conversing-with-iran-responds-to-jeb-bush/
http://www.jpost.com/Opinion/Time-for-regime-change-in-Iran-412784
http://www.mikehuckabee.com/chinahacking
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2015/08/27/huckabee-our-political-class-failed-on-china-time-to-get-tough/
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GROWTH 

Jindal has proposed a robust 
growth agenda.

Governor Jindal has developed a very pro-
growth record in Louisiana, where within 
his first year he rolled back a significant, 
deeply entrenched tax increase approved 
years before his governorship. More re-
cently, he proposed a massive tax over-
haul to eliminate personal and corporate 
income taxes and replace that revenue 
through the state’s sales tax. Unfortunate-
ly, the plan faced strong headwinds in his 
state legislature, and Governor Jindal was 
forced to withdraw it. 

At the federal level, Governor Jindal has 
proposed similarly ambitious pro-growth 
tax reforms, but with a twist: rather than 
aiming to exempt low-income earners from 
the income tax, he argues that the cause of 
limited government would be better served 
through base-broadening that included a 
low-rate bracket for low-income earners 
to give them a stake in fiscal restraint. His 
plan would create a three bracket individ-
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ual tax structure, with a bottom bracket for 
all income earners of 2 percent and a top 
rate of 25 percent. On the business side, he 
would allow repatriation of foreign profits 
at an 8 percent rate and move the U.S. to 
a more pro-growth territorial tax system. 
More significantly, he has offered a unique 
proposal to address double-taxation of 
business income: Rather than simply  
eliminating the capital gains tax, his plan 
instead would eliminate the corporate 
income tax and tax capital gains as  
normal income. 

As leader of a state largely dependent on 
the energy industry, Governor Jindal has 
been a leader in promoting pro-growth 
energy policy. Among his ideas for federal 
energy policy: opening up exploration 
on federal lands like the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge; reforming the permitting 
process for pipelines; reforming the Clean 
Air Act to limit EPA regulation of carbon 
emissions; simplifying the federal govern-
ment’s review of energy projects; requiring 
Congressional involvement in high-cost 
environmental regulations; reforming EPA 
lawsuit settlement practices; and requiring 
third-party cost-benefit analysis of envi-
ronmental regulations. 

Growth:   
Has proposed a robust growth agenda.

Opportunity:   
Elevates innovative ideas on opportunity 

that are also consistent with limited 
government principles.

Civil Society:   
Promotes a robust civil society.

Limited Government:   
Has a record of limiting government in 

Louisiana, and his agenda would similarly 
restrain federal overreach in areas  

like health care.

Favoritism:   
Shows favoritism toward certain special 

interests, especially with regard to the 
agricultural industry. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests.

https://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=50W3-0X01-DYJJ-P3J9&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424127887323820304578411121617947156
https://www.bobbyjindal.com/policy/tax-reform/
http://americanext.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/Organizing-Around-Abundance.pdf
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OPPORTUNITY

Jindal elevates innovative 
ideas on opportunity that are 
also consistent with limited 
government principles. 

Governor Jindal has laid out a detailed 
conservative vision to foster educational 
opportunity for the next generation. He 
supports policies promoting educational 
choice, including changing school funding 
to allow dollars to follow students from 
school to school, lifting charter school 
caps, and allowing parents to apply educa-
tion funding to non-traditional resources 
like online or college courses. Governor 
Jindal has also called for changes to collec-
tive bargaining, tenure, and teacher certi-
fication. Notably, unlike some proponents 
of K-12 reform, Governor Jindal recognizes 
that changes should be driven at the state 
level, not through federal mandates. To 
mitigate federal overreach, he has pro-
posed block granting federal education 
funding to states to reduce Washington 
red tape.

Governor Jindal’s record matches his rhet-
oric. Though he was elected to Congress 
too late to cast a vote on the 2003 No Child 
Left Behind law, he vowed subsequent-
ly that he would not vote to reauthorize 
the law, arguing that its “paperwork that 
strangles our classrooms” had “caused 
more problems for us than anything.” As 
governor, he has improved charter school 
access and expanded vouchers, despite op-
position from the Obama Administration. 
One major blemish on his record is his past 
support for the Common Core standards, 
but Governor Jindal later reconsidered his 
position on the issue and filed suit against 
the Obama Administration over its role in 
states’ adoption of the standards. 

Governor Jindal’s vision on higher edu-
cation similarly favors reducing govern-
ment’s role while promoting choice and 

competition. In Louisiana, though he has 
been reluctant to rein in the state’s expen-
sive college scholarship program, he has 
generally reduced state spending on  
higher education, drawing the ire of the 
public university lobby. At the federal  
level, he has been critical of Obama-era 
“gainful employment” regulations under-
mining the viability of community and 
for-profit colleges.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Jindal promotes a robust 
civil society. 

Governor Jindal has highlighted how his 
experience managing natural disaster 
response in Louisiana illustrated civil 
society’s capacity to respond to communal 
needs in moments of upheaval. In his book 
Leadership and Crisis, he describes his 
experience as a “coordinator of volunteers 
and donations for the corporate, communi-
ty, and faith-based groups eager to help. … 
We also organized efforts from out of state; 
church groups, Rotary clubs, and civic or-
ganizations began arriving to help with the 
relief efforts.” Jindal notes that “Too often 
government stands not at the side of the … 
volunteer – but in their path, standing in 
front of the burning building to say, ‘Stop! 
Don’t go in there. Fill out this form first.’”

Given the centrality of religious institu-
tions in American civil society, Governor 
Jindal has argued, “[W]hen we are told 
that our faiths and our consciences are 
inimical to good governance and the law 
– then we are not simply facing a threat to 
our faiths and consciences. We are facing a 
threat to the very idea of America.” Earlier 
this year, when other Republican leaders 
were running away from the debate over 
Indiana’s religious liberty bill, Governor 
Jindal, who had already signed a Religious 

Freedom Restoration Act in Louisiana, 
announced his hope to sign a Marriage and 
Conscience Act to protect believers in the 
one-man, one-woman definition of mar-
riage from government discrimination. 

On other important values issues, Gover-
nor Jindal has been a strong leader. He 
has not only called for Congress to defund 
Planned Parenthood, but has also locked 
horns with the Louisiana courts to cut off 
Medicaid funding to all Planned Parent-
hood facilities in Louisiana. He signed new 
safety regulations to put unsafe abortion 
clinics out of businesses, signed into law 
a 20-week state ban on abortion, and 
criticized Republicans in Congress for 
retreating from their effort earlier this year 
to enact a similar ban at the federal level.   

 

http://americanext.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/02/America-Next-K-12-Education-Reform.pdf
https://www.nexis.com/docview/getDocForCuiReq?lni=4RJS-J2M0-TWWW-W1BF&csi=8399&oc=00240&perma=true
http://www.publiccharters.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/health-of-the-movement-2014.pdf
http://www.publiccharters.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/09/health-of-the-movement-2014.pdf
http://www.nola.com/education/index.ssf/2014/07/private_school_vouchers_will_be_used_to_educate_almost_9000_louisiana_students.html
http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2013/09/department-of-justice-uses-decades-old-court-order-to-squash-educational-opportunity-in-louisiana
http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2013/09/department-of-justice-uses-decades-old-court-order-to-squash-educational-opportunity-in-louisiana
http://www.cnn.com/2015/02/11/politics/bobby-jindal-common-core-conservative-hero/
http://www.cnn.com/2015/02/11/politics/bobby-jindal-common-core-conservative-hero/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/louisiana-gov-bobby-jindal-sues-obama-over-common-core-state-standards/2014/08/27/34d98102-2dfb-11e4-bb9b-997ae96fad33_story.html
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2015/04/tops_louisiana_senate.html
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2015/06/lsu_president_brings_state_hig.html
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/new-education-department-rules-help-elite-college-students-at-the-expense-of-poor-and-minorities/article/2548961
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/new-education-department-rules-help-elite-college-students-at-the-expense-of-poor-and-minorities/article/2548961
http://officeofgovernorbobbyjindal.createsend1.com/t/ViewEmail/d/930F67F00F751D63/0B5AEB36B909D8502540EF23F30FEDED
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/04/23/opinion/bobby-jindal-im-holding-firm-against-gay-marriage.html
http://blogs.wsj.com/law/2015/10/19/judge-blocks-louisianas-effort-to-ban-planned-parenthood-affiliate-from-medicaid/
http://blogs.wsj.com/law/2015/10/19/judge-blocks-louisianas-effort-to-ban-planned-parenthood-affiliate-from-medicaid/
http://www.politico.com/story/2014/08/louisiana-abortion-law-blocked-110484.html
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2015/jan/22/jindal-blasts-gop-retreat-20-week-abortion-ban/
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Jindal has a record of 
limiting government in 
Louisiana, and his agenda 
would similarly restrain 
federal overreach in areas 
like health care. 

Most governors have little opportunity to 
engage substantively in the biggest federal 
policy debates. Governor Jindal is an 
exception.

Governor Jindal was a supporter of the 
effort to defund Obamacare and has been 
critical of Republican leadership for its 
halfhearted commitment to the fight for 
full repeal. In anticipation of the Supreme 
Court’s King v. Burwell decision, Gover-
nor Jindal sharply criticized plans then 
being considered to restore Obamacare’s 
subsidies in some form, arguing, “That’s a 
‘solution’ in search of a problem.” 

Though the Court ended up saving 
Obamacare, Governor Jindal has offered 
a credible replacement plan for the law 
designed to avoid the potential pitfalls of 
other proposals that could result in tax in-
creases to finance new entitlements. Rath-
er than replacing Obamacare with some 
new system of deregulated government 
subsidies, Governor Jindal would even out 
the existing disparities in the tax treatment 
of health insurance by creating a standard 
deduction available to all taxpayers, a pro-
posal that would drive down costs and im-
prove portability. With his detailed health 
care reform agenda, which includes other 
ideas like premium support for Medicare, 
block granting for Medicaid, and expanded 
health savings accounts, Governor Jindal 
has established himself as a leader within 
the primary field on health policy.

As a member of Congress, Governor Jindal 
opposed the expansion of the State Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program, arguing 

that in “relying on a government-run sys-
tem that crowds out existing private cover-
age,” Republicans had “stopped being the 
party of ideas.” On similar grounds, Jindal 
supported pro-market reforms to Social 
Security at a time when many members of 
Congress were afraid to confront the issue 
head-on. 

Also notable is Governor Jindal’s commit-
ment to limiting the growth of government 
in Louisiana. Where other governors have 
merely tried to rein in spending increases, 
Jindal has cut general fund spending dra-
matically. He has also pushed back strong-
ly on critics of revenue-reducing tax cuts 
both in Louisiana and at the federal level, 
arguing persuasively that pro-growth tax 
policy should aim to restrain government 
by shrinking its footprint. He has made 
the right enemies, having been criticized 
widely by special interest groups and the 
left for his fiscal policy’s enormous impact 
on the public sector including the state’s 
university system. 

 

FAVORITISM

Jindal shows favoritism 
toward certain special 
interests, especially with 
regard to the agricultural 

industry.

Kicking off his presidential campaign, Gov-
ernor Jindal said, “I’m running for Presi-
dent without permission from headquar-
ters in Washington, D.C.” He explained 
that the “Republican Party in Washington 
has been beaten into submission” by both 
President Obama and big-government 
special interests. His strong rhetoric and 
his opposition to the Export-Import Bank 
signal a willingness to disrupt the status 
quo. Unfortunately, his record suggests 

that this commitment may be tempered at 
times by deference to other interests.  

Perhaps most significant is the emphasis 
Governor Jindal places on shoring up the 
agricultural industry. On the trail, he has 
stressed his initial support for the Renew-
able Fuel Standard in 2005, though he has 
pledged to let the ethanol mandate expire 
in 2022. He voted in favor of farm bills in 
Congress, including one that contained a 
$7.8 billion tax increase. Though he has 
voiced support for moving toward a new 
insurance-based model for farm assistance 
and separating agricultural subsidies and 
food stamp spending, Governor Jindal has 
spoken favorably about the latest iteration 
of the farm bill despite criticism from many 
conservatives that the bill had not gone far 
enough to limit government involvement 
in agriculture.  

Two years ago, in further support of agricul-
tural interests, Governor Jindal endorsed 
granting “legal status to those currently 
here illegally so they can work and pay 
taxes via a guest-worker visa,” eventually 
gaining eligibility for citizenship. This po-
sition stands in stark contrast to Governor 
Jindal’s general rhetoric on amnesty. 

Also of concern is Governor Jindal’s record 
on corporate welfare in Louisiana, where 
the amount of money sent to well-con-
nected businesses as “tax incentives” has 
ballooned in recent years. Governor Jindal 
himself has championed the state’s effort to 
pay well-connected companies like Gener-
al Electric to move business to Louisiana. 
Two caveats bear mentioning: first, that on 
the merits, some of these credits (such as 
the energy severance tax rebate) serve to 
negate bad policy and are therefore more 
defensible than others such as the film tax 
incentives; second, that Governor Jindal’s 
reluctance to rein in these incentives has 
been driven by concern that cutting them 
would constitute a tax increase. Governor 
Jindal has generally aimed to refashion 
some refundable incentives as nonrefund-
able tax credits. Still, many of the breaks 
that remain are bad policy and continue to 
favor the well-connected. 

http://www.nationalreview.com/corner/398000/jindal-calls-out-boehner-and-mcconnell-we-dont-need-democrat-lite-joel-gehrke
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/414694/republicans-shouldnt-try-save-obamacare-subsidies-wake-king-ruling-bobby-jindal
http://americanext.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/The-Freedom-and-Empowerment-Plan.pdf
http://www.studentnewsdaily.com/daily-news-article/jindal-im-exactly-where-i-need-to-be/
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/109/hr3304
http://www.cato.org/blog/bobby-jindals-fiscal-record
http://video.cnbc.com/gallery/?video=3000439439
http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/presidential-races/246065-jindal-im-running-for-president-without-permission
http://theadvocate.com/news/11940606-123/norquist-groups-scolded-jindal-in
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/352983/botching-immigration-again-gov-bobby-jindal
http://www.msnbc.com/msnbc/bobby-jindal-slams-jeb-bush-amnesty-despite-similar-position
http://blogs.theadvocate.com/specialreports/2014/11/26/giving-away-louisiana/
http://www.nola.com/politics/index.ssf/2012/02/general_electric_chooses_new_o.html
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Jindal places a high priority 
on defending the nation’s 
security interests.

Governor Jindal has highlighted the 
consequences of President Obama’s lead-
from-behind foreign policy – the fraying 
of America’s strategic alliances, the rising 
ambitions of America’s adversaries, and 
the increasing turmoil in crucial regions 
like the Middle East – and promised to 
address them with a new approach: peace 
through strength.

To start, Governor Jindal would restore 
America’s military by eliminating the de-
fense sequester, offsetting the new defense 
spending with cuts to the rest of the discre-
tionary budget. He proposes a long-term 
approach whereby the United States would 
aim to spend four percent of GDP on defense 
– not as a hard floor on spending but as a 
general long-term rule. As he argues, “the 
proper way to budget is to analyze threats, 
determine the capabilities that are needed 
to deter or defeat those threats, and then 
budget accordingly. But if [defense] fund-
ing drops consistently below 4% of GDP, 
it should be taken as a warning.” To help 
ensure that any new spending is allocated 
more efficiently, Governor Jindal has called 
for reforming the hiring of civilian personnel 
and changing acquisition policy.

Governor Jindal argues that America has 
alienated allies like Britain, Israel, and 
NATO by declining to take the lead in con-
fronting global threats. To address this, he 
has already stated that President Obama’s 
Iran deal will not bind the next Command-
er-in-Chief, called for arming Ukraine in 
response to Russian aggression, and advo-
cated doing “Whatever it takes to eradicate 
ISIS,” including deployment if necessary 
of ground troops. From a military perspec-
tive, he has identified China as “the great-
est challenge facing the United States,” 
outlining a military strategy that would 
give enough teeth to President Obama’s 
hollow “pivot” to Asia that countries in the 
region might feel enough confidence to 
choose to align themselves with the United 
States rather than China. 

http://americanext.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/Rebuilding-Defense-Consensus.pdf
http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/presidential-races/235846-jindal-calls-for-increased-defense-spending
http://www.hughhewitt.com/governor-bobby-jindal-on-the-iran-deal/
http://www.newsmax.com/Politics/bobby-jindal-arm-ukraine-foreign/2015/02/09/id/623769/
http://www.hughhewitt.com/governor-bobby-jindal-cnn-ebola-isis/
http://www.hughhewitt.com/governor-bobby-jindal-cnn-ebola-isis/
http://americanext.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/Rebuilding-Defense-Consensus.pdf
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GROWTH 

Kasich’s growth agenda is 
undermined by his openness 
to anti-energy policies. 

While Governor Kasich has previously 
expressed interest in an optional flat tax, 
his recently unveiled official tax plan would 
shift to a three-rate individual bracket 
structure with a top rate of 28 percent, cut 
the capital gains rate to 15 percent, cut the 
top corporate rate to 25 percent with full 
business expensing, and shift the U.S. to a 
territorial system, allowing repatriation of 
foreign profits at a reduced rate. 

Governor Kasich’s record may offer some 
insights as to how successful he would be 
in practice at championing pro-growth re-
forms upon arriving in Washington. At the 
state level, Governor Kasich has aimed to 
shift from income taxation to a more pro-
growth consumption tax base. However, 
for all his success in cutting rates for indi-
viduals and some businesses substantially, 
he has been reluctant to trim spending to 
offset revenue losses from tax cuts, opting 
instead to pay for some tax cuts by in-
creasing other taxes. This tendency raises 
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questions about his willingness to buck the 
Washington consensus that tax cuts must 
be “paid for” by tax increases, particularly 
in light of his campaign’s promise his re-
forms will increase revenue in year one.

On energy, Governor Kasich has proposed 
a pro-growth agenda that would pre-
vent federal interference in state frack-
ing regulation, end the ban on crude oil 
exports, end Obama-era environmental 
regulations, and allow more exploration 
on federal lands. Yet despite Ohio’s vast 
energy resources, Governor Kasich has 
had an inconsistent record on promoting 
energy development. His early support for 
expanded access for energy exploration 
on state lands eroded in the space of a few 
years, and he supports the federal govern-
ment prohibition on drilling in Lake Erie. 

Despite continued opposition to a cap-
and-trade program, Governor Kasich 
seems inclined to support anti-growth 
energy policies to address the issue. His 
campaign said recently, “The governor has 
long believed climate change is real and we 
need to do something about it.” And while 
Governor Kasich last year froze a set of an-
ti-growth renewable energy requirements, 
he has since said that a permanent freeze 
of the standards would be “unacceptable.” 
He has also been a strong proponent of 
anti-growth energy “severance” taxes.

Growth:   
Kasich’s growth agenda is undermined by 

his openness to anti-energy policies.

Opportunity:   
Has innovative ideas on opportunity, 

though not all are grounded in limited 
government principles.

Civil Society:   
By justifying the expansion of 

government with appeals to religious 
teachings regarding personal charity, 

Kasich conflates the role of big 
government with the role of civil society.

Limited Government:   
Kasich’s work in Congress to limit federal 
power stands in contrast to his record as 

governor of supporting policies like Ohio’s 
Medicaid expansion.

Favoritism:   
Has supported policies that benefit well-

connected interests like the steel industry 
while denying responsibility for the 

cronyism that results. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests but is reluctant to 
roll back President Obama’s Iran deal.

http://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/2015/05/28/john-kasich-controversial-tax-plan-goes-national/28057379/
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/john-kasich-assets/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Kasich-Plan-Fact-Sheet-Cutting-Taxes-1.pdf
http://object.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/pubs/pdf/fprc-on-americas-governors_1.pdf
http://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/2015/02/24/john-kasich-lauren-hill-state-state-ohio/23966203/
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/john-kasich-assets/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Kasich-Plan-Fact-Sheet-Energy.pdf
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/local/2011/05/25/house-passes-parks-drilling-bill.html
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/local/2014/02/18/Reps-call-for-investigation-into-ODNR-fracking-plan.html
http://www.toledoblade.com/Politics/2012/07/11/Kasich-signs-order-against-Lake-Erie-drilling.html
http://www.nationaljournal.com/s/70336/john-kasich-dismisses-climate-change-some-theory-thats-not-proven
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/business/2014/06/13/kasich-signs-bill-freezing-green-energy-rules.html
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/business/2015/09/30/opposition-clean-energy-standards-freeze.html
http://buckeyeinstitute.org/the-liberty-wall/2015/03/02/ohios-severance-tax-policy-should-look-beyond-17th-century-economics/
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OPPORTUNITY

Kasich has innovative ideas 
on opportunity, though not 
all are grounded in limited 
government principles. 

Governor Kasich has generally worked 
to promote educational opportunity in 
Ohio. Since the start of his governorship, 
he has fought to increase vouchers for 
private school and improve performance 
incentives for teachers, though the latter 
effort faced a major hurdle early in his 
governorship with the voters’ rejection of 
his labor reforms. Despite that setback, 
he has worked more recently to undercut 
teachers’ union bosses by allowing school 
districts to appoint CEOs with authority 
to exempt school districts from union con-
tract requirements.  

Governor Kasich’s education record is 
undermined by his support for the Com-
mon Core standards. Governor Kasich 
consistently conflates “high standards” 
with Common Core, as though the two are 
inextricably linked. He has also attempt-
ed to downplay the federal government’s 
significant role in imposing the standards 
by emphasizing the participation of school 
boards in setting curricula. While Gover-
nor Kasich did pull Ohio out of the PARCC 
Common Core testing regime, the state 
subsequently replaced it with another 
Common Core-compatible set of tests. 

In Ohio, Governor Kasich has attempted to 
convert the safety net from a poverty trap 
into an engine of mobility, proposing im-
provements in coordinated case manage-
ment and integrating more requirements 
for job training and drug testing. His sup-
port for a state Earned Income Tax Credit 
in Ohio despite opposition from conser-
vatives suggests that his commitment 
to promoting opportunity may at times 
override limited government concerns. 
Encouragingly, though, he has said that the 

federal government should not be involved 
in programs like workforce training.  

Having lost out on major reforms reining 
in public sector unions early in his tenure, 
Kasich appears unwilling to fight for work-
ers shut out of the union cartel by sup-
porting right to work legislation. He has 
dismissed calls to tackle the right to work 
issue with an appeal to purely political 
considerations, explaining, “Right now in 
our state we have labor peace.”

CIVIL SOCIETY

By justifying the expansion 
of government with appeals 
to religious teachings 
regarding personal charity, 
Kasich conflates the role of 
big government with the role 
of civil society.

Governor Kasich often conflates the role of 
government with the role of civil society, 
propping up the former and implicitly 
diminishing the latter. For example, he 
has frequently defended his Medicaid 
expansion on religious grounds, as though 
a society’s compassion is exemplified by 
the scope of its federally funded safety net. 
Given his confusion on first principles and 
his confidence that the federal government 
should fill the role of the traditional civic 
institutions under threat today, it is not 
a surprise that on cultural issues he says, 
“there’s so many other things now that we 
have to focus on.”

Governor Kasich believes in the one-
man, one-woman definition of marriage, 
but in the wake of the Supreme Court’s 
ruling in Obergefell v. Hodges, he told 
conservatives that “the Court has ruled, 

and it’s time to move on.” Though he has 
said that religious institutions should be 
able to continue to promote their beliefs, 
he appears not to recognize the degree to 
which the ruling poses a threat to religious 
liberty. In weighing in on the Indiana reli-
gious freedom controversy, he did little to 
stand up for Governor Mike Pence’s initial 
decision to sign protections for religion, 
instead highlighting his own initiative to 
offer nondiscrimination protection to gays 
and lesbians in Ohio. Further, he stood by 
in Ohio when state lawmakers withdrew an 
effort to enact a state Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act. 

Governor Kasich appears committed to the 
cause of defending life based on his record 
in Ohio. He has cut funding for abortion 
providers like Planned Parenthood (though 
he does not support Congress using the 
power of the purse to defund the organiza-
tion), signed into law ultrasound require-
ments, and cut down on the number of 
abortion providers by tightening up clinic 
safety requirements. Most importantly, he 
signed a bill restricting abortions after 20 
weeks into law early in his tenure.  

 

http://www.toledoblade.com/Education/2011/03/23/Ohioans-rally-to-cheer-Kasich-s-voucher-plan.html
https://stateimpact.npr.org/ohio/tag/performance-pay/
http://www.cleveland.com/metro/index.ssf/2015/07/gov_kasich_signs_controversi.html
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2015/01/25/john-kasich-common-core_n_6542584.html
http://dailysignal.com/2015/07/13/john-kasich-on-common-core-i-want-kids-to-jump-higher/
http://fox8.com/2015/07/01/ohio-latest-state-to-pull-out-of-parcc-testing/
http://www.cleveland.com/metro/index.ssf/2015/07/parcc_out_air_in_after_whirlwi.html
http://www.cleveland.com/open/index.ssf/2015/01/john_kasichs_new_coordinated_w.html
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/local/2012/05/18/kasich-backs-drug-tests-to-get-welfare.html
http://www.mydaytondailynews.com/news/news/group-wants-to-expand-earned-income-tax-credit-in-/nXKLC/?icmp=daytondaily_internallink_textlink_apr2013_daytondailystubtomydaytondaily_launch
https://youtu.be/68quNoOc8_c
http://www.cleveland.com/open/index.ssf/2014/02/gov_john_kasich_has_his_right-.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JYmUOUvTuAg
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JYmUOUvTuAg
http://www.dispatch.com/content/blogs/the-daily-briefing/2015/03/3-31-15-kasich-on-indiana.html
http://www.dispatch.com/content/blogs/the-daily-briefing/2015/03/3-31-15-kasich-on-indiana.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/post-politics/wp/2013/07/01/ohio-gov-john-kasich-signs-new-abortion-restrictions-into-law/
http://www.cnn.com/2015/09/12/politics/john-kasich-planned-parenthood-government-shutdown/
http://www.cleveland.com/open/index.ssf/2011/07/gov_kasich_signs_late-term_abo.html
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Kasich’s work in Congress to 
limit federal power stands 
in contrast to his record 
as governor of supporting 
policies like Ohio’s Medicaid 
expansion.

Governor Kasich frequently cites his tenure 
as chairman of the House Budget Commit-
tee in the 1990s to bolster his budget-cut-
ting credentials. During that time, Kasich 
helped pioneer ideas like turning back 
federal highway dollars to states. He has 
built on some of those ideas in his policy 
platform, which would do just that for 
highway and Medicaid dollars. But while 
Governor Kasich boasts of his conserva-
tive inclination to devolve power from the 
federal government, when pressed about 
the political practicality of his ideas, he 
sometimes hedges on his commitment 
to them. “Look,” he said in defending a 
noncommittal answer during an interview 
regarding whether he would accept block 
grants for various federal programs pro-
viding 80 percent of federally administered 
funds, “you know, when you’re a governor, 
you don’t do theory.” 

In practice, Governor Kasich’s general 
belief in federalism is too often jetti-
soned once it comes time to apply his 
principles. On Medicaid, for example, he 
has expressed openness to block grant-
ing the program. But as a proponent of 
Obamacare’s Medicaid expansion who 
overrode the will of his state legislature to 
implement the program, Kasich helped en-
trench the federal government’s costly and 
ineffective overinvolvement. As a result, it 
will be more difficult to repeal Obamacare 
and turn Medicaid over to the states. His 
justification for that decision was twofold: 
first, he has suggested it was simply a 
matter of returning Ohioans’ dollars back 
to them; second, he says that “when I get 

to the pearly gates, I’m going to have an 
answer for what I’ve done for the poor.”

Governor Kasich demonstrates the same 
abstract commitment but practical indif-
ference to limited government when it 
comes to restraining spending. He has en-
dorsed ideas like a constitutional amend-
ment to require balanced federal budgets, 
but as documented by the Buckeye Insti-
tute, from the start of his tenure he has 
demonstrated less spending restraint than 
his Democratic predecessor. That trend of 
spending growth has continued since. 

 

FAVORITISM

Kasich has supported 
policies that benefit well-
connected interests like the 
steel industry while denying 
responsibility for the 
cronyism that results. 

While Governor Kasich is an opponent of 
federal corporate welfare policies like the 
Export-Import Bank, his state record in 
Ohio suggests he is quite comfortable with 
government tilting the scales of the market 
to benefit the well-connected. Governor 
Kasich’s administration has handed out 
lucrative eight-figure tax incentives to 
major companies like Diebold and Bob 
Evans. The governor has also personally 
championed “Jobs Ohio,” a quasi-private 
entity that disperses corporate welfare to 
private companies. The organization is 
exempt from standard Ohio transparency 
measures, and its private board of direc-
tors reportedly is riddled with conflicts of 
interest. Pressed on the unfairness of sub-
sidies for companies like a steel producer 
whose board he had previously served on, 
Kasich argues that he does not personally 

make the decisions over which companies 
benefit from Jobs Ohio’s largesse, refusing 
to take responsibility for the effect of the 
policies he supports.

Governor Kasich has proven particular-
ly unwilling to take on special interests 
pushing regulations that play favorites in 
energy markets. While he signed a bill last 
year to freeze a set of misguided renewable 
energy standards, he has more recently 
said that a continued suspension of the 
standard is “unacceptable.” Though he 
claims to support ending the Renewable 
Fuel Standard long-term, he recently told 
an Iowa audience, “Look, I am not going 
to shut it down and put a lot of people out 
of work in my state.” This penchant for 
energy favoritism has also manifested itself 
in Governor Kasich’s tax reform efforts. In 
Ohio, he has consistently targeted the oil 
and gas industries with special severance 
taxes. 

Governor Kasich also refuses to rule 
out amnesty for illegal immigrants and 
supports allowing illegal immigrants to 
receive legal status if they pay a penalty. 
Kasich has downplayed the seriousness of 
the debate ongoing in Washington about 
immigration policy, admonishing conser-
vatives who have resisted “comprehensive” 
immigration reform on basic fairness and 
rule-of-law grounds to “just get this done.” 
Governor Kasich had previously warned 
of the dangers of encouraging lawlessness 
through amnesty, but he now claims to 
have “evolved” on the issue.  

http://www.heritage.org/research/reports/2003/11/proposal-to-turn-the-federal-highway-program-back-to-the-states-would-relieve-traffic-congestion
https://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/john-kasich-assets/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/Kasich-Plan-Fact-Sheet-Dismantling-Washington.pdf
https://youtu.be/68quNoOc8_c?t=20m14s
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/06/john-kasich-replace-jeb-bush-2016-candidate-119191
http://www.buckeyeinstitute.org/uploads/files/Analysis%20of%20Governor%20John%20Kasich%E2%80%99s%202012-2013%20Budget.pdf
http://buckeyeinstitute.org/the-liberty-wall/2015/02/10/containing-state-spending-is-key-for-tax-reform/
http://thehill.com/policy/finance/243266-kasich-blasts-export-import-bank
http://www.daytondailynews.com/news/news/national-govt-politics/kasich-approves-more-than-240m-packages-to-retain-/nMwSc/
http://www.cleveland.com/open/index.ssf/2011/01/gov_kasichs_new_economic_devel.html
http://www.mydaytondailynews.com/news/news/state-regional-govt-politics/board-has-ties-to-firms-that-got-help/nY8QF/
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/10/john-kasich-donors-ethics-ohio-215239
http://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/ohio-governor-signs-bill-freezing-renewable-energy-standards/2014/06/13/730d8b44-f33b-11e3-9ebc-2ee6f81ed217_story.html
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/business/2015/09/30/opposition-clean-energy-standards-freeze.html
http://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2015/06/24/kasich-tells-iowa-change-agent/29247641/
http://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/local/2015/06/16/gop-axes-john-kasichs-oil-gas-tax-budget/28808091/
http://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/local/2015/06/16/gop-axes-john-kasichs-oil-gas-tax-budget/28808091/
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/kasich-wont-rule-out-path-to-citizenship-for-undocumented-immigrants/
http://www.foxnews.com/transcript/2015/07/07/ohio-gov-john-kasich-takes-center-seat/
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/local/2014/11/21/kasichs-immigration-views-have-evolved.html
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Kasich places a high 
priority on defending the 
nation’s security interests 
but is reluctant to roll back 
President Obama’s Iran deal.  

Governor Kasich frequently cites his 18 
years as a member of the House Armed 
Services Committee as evidence of his 
readiness to defend the nation’s security. 
His views are generally within the main-
stream of conservative thought on foreign 
policy. That said, his position on Iran 
suggests that he falls within the less  
assertive end of the conservative foreign 
policy spectrum. 

On some issues, Kasich has signaled deter-
mination to apply a forceful foreign policy 
to promote American interests. For exam-
ple, on ISIS, he has been frank in acknowl-
edging that American boots on the ground 
may at some point become necessary to 
address the threat, even if such action 
would require persuasion by the president 
to get the American people on board. Ka-
sich has also recommended that America 
take a more aggressive approach to dealing 
with its greatest geopolitical rivals, calling 
for additional aid to Ukraine to combat 
Russian aggression and saying of China, 
“If the Chinese think they own the South 
China Seas, I think we ought to send a little 
aircraft group over there to send them a 
little message — you don’t own all this.”

However, on some other crucial issues, 
Kasich has demonstrated less willingness 
to fight for American national security 
interests. On President Obama’s dangerous 

Iran deal, he has criticized those who pro-
pose rejecting the deal on day one of the 
next administration, asking, “You’re going 
to rip it up, and then what?” Though Gov-
ernor Kasich has admitted that continued 
adherence to the deal would be conditional 
on Iran holding up its end of the bargain, 
this posture raises questions about how 
aggressive he would be in policing the deal. 

http://www.cnn.com/2015/02/20/politics/john-kasich-isis-boots/
http://dailysignal.com/2015/08/12/john-kasich-the-us-should-be-providing-aid-to-ukraine/
http://www.dispatch.com/content/stories/local/2015/07/08/john-kasich-talks-foreign-policy-in-south-carolina.html
http://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2016-election/kasich-iran-deal-youre-going-rip-it-then-what-n423721
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GROWTH 

Paul advocates pro-growth 
policies, particularly with 
regard to reining in the 
regulatory state holding 
down the economy.  

Senator Paul’s tax plan is the centerpiece 
of his growth agenda. It would eliminate 
the current Internal Revenue Code and 
establish a flat 14.5 percent tax for individ-
ual income, with the same rate applied to 
businesses as a “business activity tax.” The 
plan would be pro-growth and represent 
a major simplification relative to the 
current code. However, since wages would 
not counted as a deductible expense for 
businesses, workers would essentially be 
taxed twice, with half the tax hidden on the 
employer side. Though this would be a pro-
growth change, a tax structure maintaining 
a personal income tax alongside the intro-
duction of a business activity tax might be 
difficult political terrain to defend, allowing 
progressives to build momentum toward 
anti-growth tax hikes on corporate income 
over the long-term. 

Senator Paul has honed in on the eco-
nomic burden posed by excessive federal 

Presidential Platform Review

SENATOR RAND PAUL

regulation. Among his proposals, he has 
called for addressing runaway regulation 
by unaccountable “independent agencies” 
by subjecting them to the same regulatory 
review and cost/benefit analysis require-
ments that restrain executive agencies; for 
forcing most significant rules promulgated 
by agencies to pass through the formal 
rulemaking process and giving Congress 
an opportunity to override them; and for 
automatic two-year sunsets for regulations 
not reauthorized by Congress. Given the 
scope of the problem, far-reaching reforms 
of this nature are essential. 

Although Senator Paul has said he sees the 
merits of environmental regulation, he has 
proposed reforms to promote domestic 
energy production, foremost among them 
the elimination of the Department of Ener-
gy and a major curtailing of the influence 
of the Department of the Interior, which 
currently uses its control over federal lands 
to limit energy exploration. He has voted to 
prevent the Obama Administration’s effort 
to regulate carbon, has called for expe-
diting approval and permitting on public 
lands including in the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge and the outer continental 
shelf, and has cosponsored a proposal to 
leave permitting on federal lands up to 
the states. 

Growth:   
Advocates pro-growth policies, particularly 

with regard to reining in the regulatory 
state holding down the economy.

Opportunity:   
Advocates eliminating government-imposed 

barriers to opportunity.

Civil Society:   
Generally defends civil society from 

government overreach, but his agenda would 
undermine the institution of marriage.

Limited Government:   
Has proposed budget plans to eliminate 

bureaucracy and rein in spending, but he 
has also voted for significant increases in 

entitlement spending.

Favoritism:   
His openness to amnesty mars his general 

commitment to fighting against the agenda 
of the Washington establishment. 

National Security:   
His effort to correct perceived problems 

with past Republican approaches to foreign 
military intervention has led to apparent 

contradictions in his past and present views 
and to a stated openness to containing 

rather than defeating America’s enemies.

https://randpaul.com/issue/taxes
http://www.paul.senate.gov/files/documents/A%20Platform%20to%20Revitalize%20America.pdf
http://www.nationaljournal.com/twenty-sixteen/rand-paul-s-risky-bet-on-climate-change-20150212
https://www.govtrack.us/congress/bills/113/s1233
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OPPORTUNITY

Paul advocates eliminating 
government-imposed 
barriers to opportunity.  

Senator Paul recognizes the opportuni-
ty-crushing nature of federal overreach, 
and many of his policies seek to reverse 
that trend. Ranging from smaller scale 
initiatives such as repeal of counterpro-
ductive federal labor market requirements 
like the Davis Bacon prevailing wage rules 
to his support of more ambitious proposals 
to control aggregated welfare spending 
and integrate stronger work requirements 
throughout the federal welfare system, his 
agenda aims to help Americans do better 
for themselves by getting government out 
of the way. 

Senator Paul recognizes that “For those 
striving to climb the ladder of success we 
must fix our schools. America’s education-
al system is leaving behind anyone who 
starts with disadvantages.” His vision on 
federal education policy is shaped by his 
inclination toward federalism and local 
control. An opponent of Common Core, 
Senator Paul has authored budgets that 
outright eliminate the federal Department 
of Education. During the most recent No 
Child Left Behind markup, he filed amend-
ments to increase Title I portability and 
allow states to opt out of federal mandates. 
However, while he voted with conserva-
tives against final passage of the No Child 
Left Behind reauthorization, he voted for 
the bill in committee, possibly because of 
his work as a cosponsor on an earlier  
draft with Education Chairman Lamar 
Alexander. 

On higher education, Senator Paul has pro-
posed making college tuition tax deduct-
ible, though it is unclear how such a plan 
would fit within his broader tax proposal. 
He has also rejected the left’s vision on 
higher education in voting against progres-

sive student loan policies that exacerbate 
the college cost problem and proposing 
to cap Pell Grants below their inflated 
Obama-era levels.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Paul generally defends civil 
society from government 
overreach, but his agenda 
would undermine the 
institution of marriage.

Senator Paul has been viewed with skepti-
cism by many social conservatives for his 
libertarian views. For a libertarian, Senator 
Paul’s views are remarkably consistent 
with social conservatives’. Unlike many 
other Republicans whose social conser-
vatism seems skin-deep, Senator Paul’s 
beliefs seem genuine. That said, Senator 
Paul’s views at times veer outside the con-
servative mainstream.

Skepticism is most warranted on marriage, 
an issue on which Senator Paul’s liber-
tarian inclinations lead him to downplay 
government’s essential role. While Senator 
Paul echoes conservatives who have 
criticized the Supreme Court’s decision 
in Obergefell v. Hodges, his position on 
the issue – “I’ve often said I don’t want 
my guns or my marriage registered in 
Washington” – has radical consequenses, 
dictating that marriage be handled as a 
private contract rather than recognized 
by government as a sacrosanct union with 
significant public policy implications. 

Senator Paul was conspicuously silent 
during the debate over Indiana’s Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act, a time when his 
support for religious liberty as a prominent 
libertarian could have been crucial. Con-
cerningly, he supported a Senate amend-

ment to a human trafficking bill empower-
ing the federal government to discriminate 
against religious service providers. That 
said, Senator Paul has become a more 
vocal champion of the cause of religious 
liberty in the wake of Obergefell, cospon-
soring the First Amendment Defense Act. 

Senator Paul is pro-life but has said that he 
would focus his efforts on legislation em-
bodying consensus on the issue. Consistent 
with that position, he supports a 20-week 
abortion ban and has been a vocal propo-
nent of defunding Planned Parenthood. 
As Senator Paul has already demonstrated 
a strong ability to address abortion when 
confronted by a hostile media, he could 
continue to demonstrate presidential lead-
ership to persuade the country to embrace 
even more significant pro-life legislation 
than the current national consensus  
would allow.

 

https://www.facebook.com/RandPaul/posts/408387742571153
http://www.lee.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=c62cf98a-f47d-4ae9-bf3c-8b387a2a5153
http://www.usnews.com/news/articles/2013/02/12/full-text-of-rand-pauls-tea-party-response-to-state-of-the-union?page=2
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/campaign-k-12/2015/04/ESEA_rewrite_amendments.html
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/votes/vote/s249-2015
http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/as-congress-debates-no-child-left-behind-who-should-decide-which-schools-are-failing-kids/2015/06/10/8ea2a88a-0f73-11e5-9726-49d6fa26a8c6_story.html
http://blogs.edweek.org/edweek/campaign-k-12/2013/07/how_teaming_up_on_school_choic.html
http://www.latimes.com/nation/politics/politicsnow/la-pn-paul-college-tuition-tax-deductible-20150410-story.html
http://www.latimes.com/nation/politics/politicsnow/la-pn-paul-college-tuition-tax-deductible-20150410-story.html
http://www.paul.senate.gov/files/documents/A%20Platform%20to%20Revitalize%20America.pdf
http://time.com/3939374/rand-paul-gay-marriage-supreme-court/
http://www.businessinsider.com/rand-paul-avoiding-religious-freedom-law-controversy-2015-4
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/votes/vote/s159-2015
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/bills/bill/s1598-114
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/bills/bill/s1598-114
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/shifting-his-views-rand-paul-seeks-broader-appeal--but-may-risk-his-outsider-image/2014/09/14/c89105c8-3869-11e4-bdfb-de4104544a37_story.html
http://www.sba-list.org/sites/default/files/content/shared/s_1670_support_letter_copy_rand_paul_2_0.pdf
http://hotair.com/archives/2015/04/14/that-time-debbie-wasserman-shultz-sounded-just-like-mitt-romney-when-abortion-came-up/
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Paul has proposed 
budget plans to eliminate 
bureaucracy and rein 
in spending, but he has 
also voted for significant 
increases in entitlement 
spending.

Unlike most candidates running on bud-
get-cutting platforms, Senator Paul has 
actually laid out concrete proposals to ad-
dress the rise in federal spending. His con-
gressional budgets included a wide array of 
discretionary spending cuts and wholesale 
elimination of government agencies like 
the Department of Commerce, the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
the Department of Education, and the 
Department of Energy. Additionally, Paul’s 
budgets have called for reforming and re-
ducing spending on agricultural programs, 
eliminating programs like LIHEAP, and 
cutting budgets for agencies like the FDA 
in many cases by double digit percentages. 

Paul has also proposed several serious 
reforms to mandatory spending programs. 
He has supported increasing the retire-
ment age and reforming the indexing of 
Social Security, sunsetting traditional 
Medicare and replacing the program with 
a reformed premium support model, and 
block granting programs like Medicaid and 
the State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram. Senator Paul also supports making 
all health expenses tax deductible as an 
alternative to Obamacare.

However, Senator Paul has not always 
voted in a manner consistent with the 
principles and policies put forward in his 
budgets. Earlier this year, Paul voted in 
favor of a “doc fix” bill that will likely in-
crease America’s debt by $500 billion over 
the next two decades. While some law-
makers felt burdened by the near-annual 

doc fix debate, it was a process that led to 
a small but steady stream of reforms that 
helped slow federal health care spending. 
This year’s “permanent” doc fix did no such 
thing and took crucial leverage away from 
lawmakers looking for substantive reforms.

Beyond the doc fix, though, there is further 
reason to believe Paul may not be willing 
to take major political risks to fight for his 
limited government principles. Though 
ostensibly a supporter, he was revealed 
to have opposed the 2013 effort to defund 
Obamacare and later referred to the fight 
as “a stupid idea.” 

 

FAVORITISM

Paul’s openness to 
amnesty mars his general 
commitment to fighting 
against the agenda of the 
Washington establishment. 

Generally speaking, if Senator Paul were 
given the opportunity to implement his 
broad limited-government agenda, the 
opportunities for big-government favorit-
ism toward well-connected interests would 
be greatly reduced. The sentiment he has 
expressed that “We will not cut one penny 
from the safety net until we’ve cut every 
penny from corporate welfare” reflects his 
generally conservative attitude on these 
issues.

Senator Paul has been critical of agribusi-
ness favoritism. His Fiscal Year 2013 bud-
get would have means tested commodities 
payments and ended government-funded 
agricultural research that should appropri-
ately be financed privately by the agri-
business firms that would benefit from it. 
Senator Paul also opposes the Renewable 
Fuel Standard. 

Senator Paul has also targeted corporate 
welfare agencies like the Export-Import 
Bank. However, he has taken some posi-
tions that have put the people of Kentucky 
ahead of the common good. For example, 
he worked with Senate Majority Leader 
Mitch McConnell to introduce a bill for a 
special tax break for bourbon producers. 
Also, in order to help finance a massive 
infrastructure project in Kentucky, Senator 
Paul has worked with liberal Senator 
Barbara Boxer to bail out the highway trust 
fund with repatriated tax revenue that 
should instead be returned to taxpayers 
through tax reform. 

Senator Paul has acknowledged that “You 
can’t have open borders and a welfare 
state,” but he calls himself a “moderate on 
immigration,” has endorsed a path to legal-
ization for illegal immigrants, and appears 
to leave the door open to those immigrants’ 
eventual citizenship. During the debate 
over the Gang of Eight amnesty bill, he 
aimed to paper over his support of amnesty 
by introducing the “No New Pathway to 
Citizenship Act,” but the amendment was 
in fact a form of amnesty that would have 
allowed illegal immigrants to apply for 
citizenship from within the United States 
without returning to their home countries. 
After House Majority Leader Eric Cantor’s 
2014 primary defeat ended the prospects 
for an amnesty bill in the 113th Congress, 
Senator Paul complained about the state 
of the immigration debate, saying, “We’ve 
been somewhat trapped by rhetoric and 
words, and amnesty’s a word that has kind 
of trapped us.”  

http://www.paul.senate.gov/files/documents/A%20Platform%20to%20Revitalize%20America.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/bill/112th-congress/senate-bill/2196
https://books.google.com/books?id=m0B0AwAAQBAJ&pg=PT41&lpg=PT41&dq=%22I+have+long+supported+making+all+medical+expenses+tax+deductible%22&source=bl&ots=BsAcA_XzyT&sig=ApqIW_cZKVmmGg7M_IEHwM_qn8c&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0CCMQ6AEwAWoVChMI3_TJlKr_yAIVAVAmCh14VAio#v=onepage&q=%22I%20have%20long%20supported%20making%20all%20medical%20expenses%20tax%20deductible%22&f=false
http://dailycaller.com/2015/04/15/rand-splits-with-rubio-cruz-to-vote-for-deficit-exploding-healthcare-bill/
http://www.politico.com/story/2013/10/mitch-mcconnell-rand-paul-government-shutdown-097795
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-politics/wp/2013/11/19/rand-paul-shutdown-was-dumb-idea-but-id-vote-the-same-way-again/
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2015/01/20/rand-pauls-response-to-obamas-2015-state-of-the-union-address/
http://www.paul.senate.gov/files/documents/A%20Platform%20to%20Revitalize%20America.pdf
http://www.paul.senate.gov/files/documents/A%20Platform%20to%20Revitalize%20America.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tPQyh_YZpeE
http://www.thefiscaltimes.com/2015/05/04/state-spirit-kentucky-s-mcconnell-and-paul-offer-tax-breaks-bourbon?onswipe_redirect=no&oswrr=1
http://www.cincinnati.com/story/news/politics/kentucky%20government/2015/02/17/run-run-paul-presidential-decision-early-april/23571041/
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/rand-paul-you-cant-have-open-borders-and-a-welfare-state/article/2564187
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2014/08/07/rand-paul-i-m-a-moderate-on-immigration/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/sen-rand-paul-endorses-path-to-citizenship-for-illegal-immigrants/2013/03/19/e262301a-9092-11e2-9cfd-36d6c9b5d7ad_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/post-politics/wp/2013/06/20/rand-paul-seeks-to-strip-path-to-citizenship/
http://politicalticker.blogs.cnn.com/2014/06/11/rand-paul-on-immigration-gop-trapped-in-word-amnesty/
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Paul’s effort to correct 
perceived problems with 
past Republican approaches 
to foreign military 
intervention has led to 
apparent contradictions in 
his past and present views 
and to a stated openness 
to containing rather than 
defeating America’s enemies.

More than on any other set of issues, Sena-
tor Paul deviates sharply from the conser-
vative mainstream on foreign policy. 

He has framed his views as a correction 
of the excessive interventionism of the 
George W. Bush Administration, describ-
ing himself as “a realist, not a neoconser-

vative, nor an isolationist,” and has fiercely 
criticized interventions like the Iraq War. 
The question for voters is whether Pres-
ident Rand Paul’s foreign policy would 
amount to an overcorrection of the foreign 
policy of the past and whether, when nec-
essary, he truly would be committed to the 
use of American military might to confront 
foreign threats.

As reported by the Washington Post, “For 
Paul, advisers say, being a realist means 
he is skeptical of every possible military 
action, until he is convinced that there is 
a crucial U.S. interest at stake and that 
the action will succeed.” This raises the 
question of how as president, Senator Paul 
would define “crucial” interests and of the 
degree of inevitable risk he would tolerate 
in any intervention. Specifically, he has 
suggested that threats like radical Islam 
can be addressed non-militarily rather 
than through war: “To me, containment 
is not a dead letter. I look at the world-
wide menace of radical jihad and I think 
we need a long-term vigilance like con-
tainment.” He has specifically floated the 

possibility of containment with regard to  
a nuclear Iran, though he has been  
careful to avoid explicit endorsement  
of that approach. 

His efforts to outline a nuanced foreign 
policy vision have at times led to seeming 
contradictions, suggesting either that he 
is not genuinely committed to his public 
statements or that he has not carefully 
thought through his positions on key 
issues. For example, in the early days of 
the Islamic State’s emergence, Senator 
Paul was skeptical about intervention 
on the grounds that there was no “clear-
cut American interest.” But although he 
admitted at that time, “What’s going on 
now, I don’t blame on President Obama. 
… Maybe there is no solution,” he lat-
er claimed, “If I had been in President 
Obama’s shoes, I would have acted more 
decisively and strongly against ISIS.” 
Such apparent contradictions suggest that 
discerning Senator Paul’s genuine foreign 
policy views based on his public state-
ments will not be easy.  

https://reason.com/archives/2013/02/06/containment-and-radical-islam
https://reason.com/archives/2013/02/06/containment-and-radical-islam
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/shifting-his-views-rand-paul-seeks-broader-appeal--but-may-risk-his-outsider-image/2014/09/14/c89105c8-3869-11e4-bdfb-de4104544a37_story.html
https://reason.com/archives/2013/02/06/containment-and-radical-islam
http://www.nbcnews.com/meet-the-press/meet-press-transcript-june-22-2014-n137886
http://time.com/3268581/rand-paul-i-am-not-an-isolationist/
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GROWTH

Rubio is pro-growth, though 
his commitment to growth is 
limited by other priorities. 

Senator Rubio has offered a detailed tax 
reform proposal that would represent a 
major simplification of the current tax code 
and substantially reduce the tax burden 
faced by families and business owners. The 
plan would lower the corporate tax rate to 
a top rate of 25 percent, shift the U.S. to 
a territorial system and allow the repa-
triation of foreign profits at a one-time 6 
percent rate, end double taxation of share-
holder income by eliminating dividend and 
capital gains taxes, and allow full expens-
ing for business investment. The individual 
side would be simplified to a three-rate 
structure with a top rate of 35 percent and 
lower rate of 15 percent.  

On the whole, the plan is very pro-growth. 
Notably, Senator Rubio recently improved 
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the plan relative to an earlier draft in 
response to concerns about the cutoff for 
its top income rate, suggesting he is open 
to further improvements. Unfortunately, 
the plan’s pro-growth components are still 
constrained by an expensive expansion of 
the Child Tax Credit, a program that is al-
ready rife with fraud. As a consequence, its 
top individual income rate is considerably 
higher than some competing proposals. 
Senator Rubio has also separately pro-
posed providing a tax credit for businesses 
offering paid family leave, an unnecessary 
effort to tinker with labor markets. 

Senator Rubio has outlined a pro-growth 
regulatory agenda. Among other changes, 
he would impose a national regulatory 
budget, allow foreign export of oil and 
gas, and allow market-based allocation of 
wireless spectrum, which would facilitate 
the growth of the still-emerging wireless 
market. Senator Rubio has been vocal 
about the danger that federal regulation of 
the Internet might stifle growth in one of 
the most promising sectors of the domestic 
economy and has opposed policies like the 
Internet sales tax and net neutrality. 

Growth:   
Pro-growth agenda, though his commitment 

to growth is limited by other priorities.

Opportunity:   
Has innovative ideas on opportunity, 

though not all are consistent with limited 
government principles.

Civil Society:   
Promotes a robust civil society.

Limited Government:   
Supports limited government, but the policy 
agenda he has offered is restrained on some 

issues by political considerations.

Favoritism:   
His openness to policies like amnesty  

mars his efforts to take on the 
Washington establishment. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests.

http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2015/10/27/pro-family-pro-growth-tax-reform-for-21st-century.html
http://www.politico.com/story/2014/12/child-tax-credit-fraud-113425
https://marcorubio.com/news/how-marco-wants-to-help-working-families/
http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve/?File_id=6f8ff279-671b-42fa-b60a-10402e35747b
https://marcorubio.com/news/sharing-economy-uber-policy-proposals/


2 0 1 6  P R E S I D E N T I A L  P L AT F O R M  R E V I E W  -  S E N AT O R  M A R C O  R U B I O       4 0

OPPORTUNITY

Rubio has innovative ideas 
on opportunity, though 
not all are consistent 
with limited government 
principles. 

Promoting economic opportunity for all 
Americans is a central theme in nearly 
every policy proposal offered by Senator 
Rubio. His premise is that “the American 
economy has changed significantly in re-
cent decades and our policies must change 
with it.”

His most promising idea is to reform the 
higher education accreditation system, 
which currently limits the flow of federal 
aid to institutions approved by self-inter-
ested accreditation bodies. Under Senator 
Rubio’s proposal, all schools meeting 
federal requirements for student outcomes 
would be eligible for aid, potentially ex-
panding student options to a wide array of 
more cost-effective nontraditional solu-
tions. The effect on the higher education 
market could be transformational.

That said, in its emphasis on govern-
ment-determined metrics, Senator Rubio’s 
proposal is more prescriptive than some 
alternative accreditation reform proposals. 
This reliance on government-set criteria 
also carries through to his proposal to 
increase federal involvement in publicizing 
data on student outcomes. While consum-
ers today have a multitude of private score-
card options to evaluate college perfor-
mance, each emphasizing different sorts of 
priorities, government scoring could crowd 
out private evaluations by dictating to the 
market what does and does not constitute 
good performance. No doubt the higher 
education lobby would do all it could to 
lobby government to focus on metrics that 
play to the strengths of the institutions that 
benefit from the status quo. Also concern-
ing is Senator Rubio’s support for auto-

matic income-based repayment of student 
loans, an inflationary loan repayment mod-
el that would to some degree undermine 
the efficiencies achieved through Senator 
Rubio’s accreditation changes. 

Senator Rubio has also proposed a number 
of innovative solutions to improve op-
portunity in the labor market such as the 
RAISE Act, which would prevent union 
leaders from vetoing employer efforts 
to give employees merit-based raises. 
However, as with his higher education 
reforms, some of his ideas leave the federal 
government significant discretion to tilt the 
scales of the market. For example, he has 
proposed transforming the Earned Income 
Tax Credit into a wage enhancement 
credit disbursed monthly by the federal 
government for workers with “qualifying 
low-wage jobs.” While the change in credit 
design could improve the program’s work 
incentives and reduce fraud, allowing the 
government discretion to define qualifying 
jobs could lead to unforeseen labor  
market distortions.  

CIVIL SOCIETY

Rubio promotes a robust civil 
society.

Senator Rubio understands that a strong 
America is built on the strength of its civic 
institutions – and that those institutions 
are increasingly threatened by a govern-
ment that seeks to impose its values on 
society. “You see, [traditionally,] it was 
institutions and society that assumed the 
role of taking care of one another,” he 
explained in a 2011 speech at the Reagan 
Library. “We took these things upon our-
selves and our communities and our fam-
ilies and our homes and our churches and 
our synagogues. But all that changed when 
the government began to assume those 

responsibilities. ... And as government 
crowded out the institutions in our society 
that did these things traditionally, it weak-
ened our people in a way that undermined 
our ability to maintain our prosperity.”

With civic pillars like religious institutions 
under increasing threat today, Senator 
Rubio has been outspoken in defense of 
the freedoms they depend on. During the 
heated debate over Indiana’s Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act, Senator Rubio 
not only endorsed protections for religious 
liberty but publicly spelled out the specific 
nature of those protections at a time when 
many Republicans attempted to obscure 
the specifics for political expediency. 

Senator Rubio has also stood up for life 
and the rule of law. As a senator, he has 
supported a federal 20-week ban on abor-
tion and defunding Planned Parenthood. 
And in the wake of the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Obergefell v. Hodges, Senator 
Rubio condemned the ruling and declared 
that “The next president and all in pub-
lic office must strive to protect the First 
Amendment rights of religious institutions 
and millions of Americans whose faiths 
hold a traditional view of marriage.” 

Senator Rubio has highlighted the damage 
that incarceration has done to families left 
fatherless due to felony convictions and 
harsh mandatory minimum sentences. 
However, he has also made the point that 
any reforms should be approached with 
caution, warning, “I personally believe  
that legalizing drugs would be a great mis-
take and that any reductions in sentences 
for drug crimes should be made with  
great care.”

http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=0ce236d4-d65a-497c-8b82-b84e424dcb27
http://usatoday30.usatoday.com/news/opinion/forum/story/2012-09-17/wyden-rubio-student-loans-college/57806404/1
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/417267/rubios-one-bad-idea-higher-ed-reform-avi-snyder
http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=c586e79f-ba59-4cfa-8357-d836aa9864f5
http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=958d06fe-16a3-4e8e-b178-664fc10745bf
http://townhall.com/tipsheet/conncarroll/2014/01/09/some-problems-with-rubios-poverty-proposals-n1775030
http://www.weeklystandard.com/print/blogs/rubio-emphasizes-prosperity-and-compassion-speech-reagan-presidential-library_591327.html
http://www.npr.org/sections/itsallpolitics/2015/04/01/395613897/sorting-fact-from-fiction-from-politics-on-the-indiana-law
http://www.lifenews.com/2015/05/14/marco-rubio-senate-must-vote-immediately-on-bill-banning-late-term-abortions-after-20-weeks/
http://www.politico.com/story/2015/07/planned-parenthood-undercover-video-republican-presidential-candidates-120113.html
http://thepulse2016.com/noah-muscente/2015/06/26/rubio-on-supreme-court-marriage-ruling/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/post-politics/wp/2015/04/28/how-rubios-stance-on-drug-laws-stands-out-in-gop-presidential-field/
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Rubio supports limited 
government, but the policy 
agenda he has offered is 
restrained on some issues by 
political considerations.

While Senator Rubio has produced ambi-
tious and detailed proposals to promote 
opportunity for Americans struggling in 
the twenty-first century economy, he too 
often pairs sound ideas with policies that 
unnecessarily retain or enhance the federal 
government’s involvement in areas beyond 
its proper sphere. From his support for 
allowing government to set key higher ed-
ucation metrics to the set of expensive tax 
credits his otherwise pro-growth reforms 
would introduce, this tendency mars what 
is an otherwise impressive reform agenda.

Still, Senator Rubio has supported a num-
ber of serious policy changes to shrink the 
federal government’s footprint. Among the 
boldest are his plans to refashion Medicare 
into a premium support system, reduce the 
growth rate of Social Security benefits, and 
implement a sequestration-enforced cap 
limiting the debt-to-GDP ratio. In the Sen-
ate, he has opposed bailouts of the highway 
trust fund and cosponsored the Transpor-
tation Empowerment Act, which would 
limit wasteful infrastructure spending by 
returning transportation dollars directly 
to the states. However, Senator Rubio has 
been unwilling to endorse carve-out pri-
vate accounts for Social Security, arguing 
that such reform would need to be accom-
plished by “future leaders” more willing to 
take on the political risk. 

In 2013, Senator Rubio publicly support-
ed the effort to defund Obamacare. As 
for the proposal he has offered to replace 
Obamacare, the specifics of its design, 
while promising in some respects, raise 
important questions with significant 

implications for the size and scope of the 
post-Obamacare federal government. 

The plan would phase out the existing 
employer exclusion for health insurance 
and replace it with a refundable tax credit 
for insurance available to all regardless of 
employment. Such reforms would increase 
insurance portability and promote indi-
vidual cost-consciousness in the insurance 
market. The key question left unresolved 
is whether those credits going to non-tax-
payers – arguably a new spending pro-
gram replacing Obamacare’s subsidies for 
non-taxpayers – would be financed partly 
by the elimination of the employer-spon-
sored insurance exclusion or entirely 
through spending cuts. Depending on the 
math, this could represent a tax increase 
on some taxpayers to pay for a welfare 
state expansion for non-taxpayers.  

FAVORITISM

Rubio’s openness to policies 
like amnesty mars his efforts 
to take on the Washington 
establishment.

Senator Rubio was criticized by some 
during his run for the U.S. Senate for 
having made significant use of earmarks 
early in his time in public service, but since 
his run for the U.S. Senate, he has been an 
opponent of the practice, joining then-Sen-
ator Jim DeMint’s effort to ban earmarks 
against the will of leadership. 

In the Senate, he has tackled government 
favoritism toward the higher education 
accreditation cartel, led the effort to end 
government bailouts for the insurance 
industry, and opposed the permanent 
“Doc Fix” boondoggle authored by the 
medical industry and the unnecessary 

taxpayer-backed Terrorism Risk Insurance 
Program. He has also taken on the corrupt 
Export-Import Bank, demanding that the 
bank prepare for liquidation due to the 
expiration of its authorization earlier  
this year. 

While Senator Rubio has been an opponent 
of agribusiness favoritism as embodied by 
the farm bill, he has also said, “If there’s 
ever an area where I’ve been willing to use 
government to assist an industry, it’s been 
agriculture because it’s an industry that 
faces unfair global competition, and if we 
lose the industry you can’t get it back.” 
While he has opposed ethanol subsidies 
and supports eventually phasing out the 
Renewable Fuel Standard, it is not clear 
how long he would have RFS remain in 
place. Perhaps more tellingly, Senator 
Rubio diverges from his general anti-favor-
itism stance when it comes to an import-
ant Florida interest: the sugar lobby. He 
has been a consistent defender of sugar 
subsidies on the grounds that the U.S. 
sugar industry faces unfair competition by 
subsidized foreign farmers. 

During his U.S. Senate campaign, Senator 
Rubio distinguished himself from his op-
ponents through his strong stand against 
amnesty. In his words, “earned path to 
citizenship is basically code for amnesty.” 
But subsequently, Senator Rubio enthu-
siastically endorsed the Senate Gang of 
Eight amnesty bill that provided just that. 
Senator Rubio has since acknowledged the 
misguidedness of the Gang of Eight’s ap-
proach, but he supports work permits for 
illegal immigrants and remains committed 
to a path to citizenship long-term, albeit 
after other reforms have taken place. These 
views remain at odds with Senator Rubio’s 
past commitments to voters.

http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=9a5e63c8-ded6-4b61-820a-f6f90a30dc00
http://www.wsj.com/articles/SB10001424052748704425804576220670543010068
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/bills/bill/s1702-113
https://youtu.be/XUEW282Pp2I?t=9m39s
http://www.politico.com/story/2013/07/marco-rubio-obamacare-094011
http://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2015/08/marco-rubio-plan-to-fix-health-care-121453
http://www.politifact.com/florida/statements/2010/nov/16/steven-schale/marco-rubio-wasnt-always-against-earmarks-florida/
http://miamiherald.typepad.com/nakedpolitics/2010/11/marco-rubio-backs-demint-when-it-comes-to-banning-earmarks.html
http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=fc464be2-7d88-4157-b6c1-aad18595e81c
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/votes/vote/s144-2015
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/votes/vote/s231-2014
http://www.washingtonexaminer.com/sens.-press-ex-im-for-liquidation-plans/article/2567445
http://www.heritageactionscorecard.com/members/member/R000595
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/elections/presidential/caucus/2015/03/04/marco-rubio-iowa-ag-summit/24361409/
http://www.nationalreview.com/article/423243/rubio-our-national-security-depends-sugar-subsidies-windsor-mann
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yler4BEy9Ek
http://thepulse2016.com/joshua-pinho/2015/05/07/rubio-lays-out-plan-for-addressing-undocumented-workers/
http://thepulse2016.com/joshua-pinho/2015/07/02/rubio-reaffirms-his-commitment-to-a-path-to-citizenship/
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Rubio places a high priority 
on defending the nation’s 
security interests. 

Rethinking America’s national security 
strategy has been a central pillar of Senator 
Rubio’s vow to build the foundation for a 
new American century. His vision begins 
with three objectives: first, maintaining the 
stability of the international system by “op-
pos[ing] efforts by other nations to infringe 
upon” free international spaces, including 
cyberspace; second, reaffirming the moral 
foundations of our foreign policy, includ-
ing commitments to alliances and the 
principles of freedom; third, reestablish-
ing U.S. strength by rebuilding America’s 
hollowed-out military.

Senator Rubio has laid out specifics on his 
plans to accomplish the latter objective: 
building a replenished navy with at least 
323 ships; modernizing the air force; re-
versing the trajectory of decline to pre-9/11 
end-strengths for the Army and Marine 
Corps. Unlike some of his colleagues, 
though, Senator Rubio has not insisted 
that any shift from sequestration levels of 
funding be offset with other cuts to discre-
tionary spending. 

Senator Rubio has spoken with particular 
clarity on the issue of restoring diplomatic 
relations with Cuba, addressing not just 
the misguidedness of establishing ties with 
the Castro government but also the un-
derlying strategy that has driven so many 
missteps in the Obama era. “When we 
make engagement with the odious leaders 
of these countries our foreign policy,” he 
argues, “we make a Faustian bargain that 
is contrary to our national values and also 
to our strategic interests.” 

Senator Rubio has also been outspo-
ken about the need for the proper tools 
to secure the home front. But while he 
is correct about the need for a strong 
intelligence community, his prioritization 
of security over civil liberty concerns on 
issues like the NSA’s metadata collection 
has led him to oppose common sense 
reform efforts like the USA Freedom Act, 
which maintains the government’s access 
to telephone metadata while transferring 
control of the records from government’s 
hands to the private sector. 

http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/files/serve/?File_id=6f8ff279-671b-42fa-b60a-10402e35747b
http://www.bloomberg.com/politics/articles/2015-03-26/potential-2016-candidates-paul-rubio-push-senate-colleagues-to-boost-defense-spending
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/07/08/opinion/marco-rubio-obamas-faustian-bargain-with-cuba.html?_r=0
http://www.rubio.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/press-releases?ID=8ec6a2c3-7ac1-4755-b7ec-5cc233ac3c65
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GROWTH 

Santorum supports many 
pro-growth ideas but limits 
the potential impact of his 
agenda with his preference 
for manufacturing. 

The growth-related centerpiece of Senator 
Santorum’s 2012 platform was his tax plan. 
That is true for his 2016 platform as well. 
Under his 20/20 Flat Tax, individuals and 
businesses would pay a flat 20 percent 
individual rate. The plan would eliminate 
the marriage penalty, death tax, alternative 
minimum tax, and all but two itemized 
deductions – charitable and mortgage 
interest. It would not prevent double-taxa-
tion of business profits since it leaves both 
the corporate tax and the capital gains tax 
in place. However, it does include several 
very pro-growth changes, allowing full 
expensing for business investment, estab-
lishing a 10 percent rate for repatriated 
foreign profits, and removing various tax 
loopholes to ensure, in Senator Santorum’s 
words, “No more special deals and favors 
for the rich and powerful and their lawyers 
and lobbyists.”  

Unfortunately, though, there is a major 
special deal contained in the plan: A two-

Presidential Platform Review

SENATOR RICK SANTORUM

year tax break for manufacturers, whereby 
they would pay no taxes at the start of the 
plan’s implementation. While the carve-
out is significantly smaller than the one 
contained in his 2012 plan, it is a classic 
example of government favoritism and 
would create a manufacturing “sugar high” 
shortly after its after enactment, gener-
ating a political feeding frenzy on Capitol 
Hill by manufacturing lobbyists fighting to 
preserve the zero percent tax rate before its 
expiration. Like most “temporary” policies 
that play favorites in the economy, this 
carve-out would likely survive beyond its 
initial expiration date.

On energy policy, Senator Santorum is 
generally in favor of reducing anti-growth 
restrictions on the energy industry im-
posed by the federal government. Santo-
rum supports approval of the Keystone XL 
Pipeline, elimination of on- and off-shore 
drilling bans, repeal of EPA rules govern-
ing greenhouse gases, and changes to the 
EPA’s mandate to limit its coercion of in-
dustry into adopting expensive technology 
to limit carbon emissions. These reforms 
would help promote economic growth, 
though Senator Santorum’s commitment 
to free energy markets is undermined 
somewhat by his support for the Renew-
able Fuel Standard, which he claims is 
good policy because it provides “market 
access” to a fuel few would choose to pur-
chase freely.

Growth:   
Supports many pro-growth ideas but limits 
the potential impact of his agenda with his 

preference for manufacturing.

Opportunity:   
Focuses on expanding opportunity, though 

not all of his ideas have been consistent with 
limited government principles.

Civil Society:   
Committed to promoting a  

robust civil society.

Limited Government:   
His support for entitlement reform stands in 

contrast to his record of supporting Bush-
era government expansion.

Favoritism:   
Has shown favoritism toward “blue 

collar” industries, leading him to support 
industrial policies that benefit well-

connected businesses. 

National Security:   
Places a high priority on defending the 

nation’s security interests.

https://web.archive.org/web/20120301212013/http://www.ricksantorum.com/defender-taxpayer
http://www.ricksantorum.com/tax_plan
https://web.archive.org/web/20120301211706/http://www.ricksantorum.com/unleashing-america%E2%80%99s-domestic-energy
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/story/news/elections/presidential/caucus/2015/05/17/santorum-quirks-rural-ethanol-families/27508079/
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OPPORTUNITY

Santorum focuses on 
expanding opportunity, 
though not all of his ideas 
have been consistent 
with limited government 
principles. 

Senator Santorum has made addressing 
the barriers to opportunity generated by 
poorly designed welfare programs a central 
mission of his career. His role in the 1996 
welfare reform package helped achieve 
perhaps the most important conservative 
policy victory since President Reagan. He 
has since proposed reforming other pro-
grams in the means-tested welfare system, 
such as food stamps, along similar lines 
to further encourage work, mobility, and 
opportunity.

Aside from welfare, though, Senator San-
torum’s record on promoting opportunity 
is a mix of strong stands for conservative 
principles along with instances of severe 
violations of those same principles. 

On education, for example, Senator 
Santorum has been one of the most vocal 
opponents of Common Core and President 
Obama’s education agenda. As a member 
of the Senate, though, Santorum voted for 
the No Child Left Behind education over-
haul that paved the way for Common Core, 
a vote he admitted in 2012 was “against the 
principles I believed in.” 

On higher education, Senator Santo-
rum has been critical of prevailing elite 
assumptions regarding the necessity of 
traditional higher education for parts of 
the workforce that would receive a better 
return on investment through options like 
technical training, and he has also de-
fended for-profit colleges. However, in the 
Senate, Santorum argued, “I believe that 
there needs to be an active federal role in 
higher education because institutions of 

higher learning constitute a nationwide ed-
ucational infrastructure.” He also bragged 
about his record of supporting the expan-
sion of the very system of bloated “loans, 
grants, and tax incentives” that has helped 
drive the cost of higher education upward.

CIVIL SOCIETY

Santorum is committed to 
promoting a robust civil 
society. 

In his book It Takes A Family, a rebuttal  
to Hillary Clinton’s It Takes A Village,  
Senator Santorum outlined a direct rela-
tionship between the progressive agenda 
and the erosion of America’s civil society 
and the values it has long promoted:  
“[L]iberal economic policies have not only 
been devastating to the poor and the mid-
dle class economically, but have actually 
undermined the basic structures of our 
society,” Santorum wrote, highlighting the 
influence of the “Bigs” – big business, big 
media, big cities, big education – for their 
role in imposing the progressive agenda on 
America’s culture.

Senator Santorum has been an outspoken 
opponent of the left’s assault on Ameri-
can values. A vocal opponent of abortion, 
Senator Santorum famously prompted a 
prominent Democrat to suggest on the 
Senate floor that the right to life only 
begins “when you bring your baby home” 
and was the sponsor of the Partial-Birth 
Abortion Ban Act of 2003 signed into law 
by President Bush. He is one of the most 
visible defenders of marriage in politics 
and has promised to “use the Office of the 
President to begin a national discussion on 
reclaiming marriage – so that all children 
can be assured of their birthright of having 
the love and support of both a mother 

and a father in a stable healthy home.” 
He has also endorsed the First Amend-
ment Defense Act to protect believers in 
the one-woman, one-man definition of 
marriage from government discrimination 
and has pledged to sign an executive order 
implementing similar protections on Day 
One of his administration.

However, despite Senator Santorum’s 
strong stances on core issues and accurate 
diagnosis of many of the challenges facing 
our culture, he appears far too willing to 
view the federal government as a mech-
anism to prop up civil society. Santorum 
was a vocal supporter of former President 
George W. Bush’s “compassionate conser-
vative” agenda, which led to the prolifera-
tion of various government programs. In 
Senator Santorum’s own words, compas-
sionate conservatism “require[s] a role 
for government that some conservatives 
find disquieting.” What’s more, Santorum 
lamented that President Bush’s efforts on 
this front did not go far enough, writing 
in It Takes a Family that “In spite of 
the president’s good work” he had “long 
believed that no one [had] yet laid out a 
coherent and comprehensive theoretical 
argument for this apparently new type of 
conservatism.”   

 

http://www.nationalreview.com/article/287091/santorums-fight-welfare-reform-brian-bolduc
http://www.ontheissues.org/2012/Rick_Santorum_Welfare_+_Poverty.htm
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J9XmeqbOFWI
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/stephen-dash/will-rick-santorums-stance-on-student-loans-benefit-borrowers_b_7267592.html
https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2012/03/09/santorums-views-and-history-higher-education
http://www.attn.com/stories/1794/rick-santorum-stance-major-issues
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=kfLcldRH4Y8
https://www.congress.gov/bill/108th-congress/senate-bill/3
http://www.ricksantorum.com/santorum_outlines_conservative_response_to_supreme_court_marriage_ruling
http://townhall.com/columnists/ricksantorum/2005/11/17/the_conservative_future_compassion/page/full
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Santorum’s support for 
entitlement reform stands 
in contrast to his record 
of supporting Bush-era 
government expansion.

Senator Santorum’s record on reining 
in government is mixed. He has at times 
demonstrated a willingness to take 
significant political risks for the sake of 
reforming entitlements. However, he has 
also been a willing participant in Republi-
can-led expansions of government. 

Senator Santorum’s most impressive effort 
to promote entitlement reform was his 
championing of President Bush’s proposal 
to privatize Social Security. This position 
was courageous, as the left fomented 
significant opposition to Santorum over 
the issue in his home state. Even during 
his election year, after the proposal had 
already been defeated, he was working 
to convince constituents of the need to 
address the challenge. That passion for 
entitlement reform carried over to the 
2012 presidential election, when Sena-
tor Santorum was one of the most vocal 
presidential candidates to back the House 
budget’s reforms to Medicare. 

This record stands in stark contrast to Sen-
ator Santorum’s willingness as a rank and 
file member of the Senate to support the 
Republican majority’s proposals to expand 
government. Santorum, then a supporter 
of procedures like earmarking that greased 
the skids for big-government Republican 
priorities, supported No Child Left Behind 
because “it was the principal priority of 
President Bush … When you’re part of 
the team, sometimes you take one for the 
team, for the leader, and I made a mis-
take. You know, politics is a team sport.” 
Similarly, Santorum supported Medicare 
Part D, and although he has since changed 
his view on the legislation, he argues the 

main problem was that the entitlement was 
unpaid-for – not that it was unnecessary 
for government to take on the function  
of paying for prescription drugs in such 
a manner. 

 

FAVORITISM

Santorum has shown 
favoritism toward “blue 
collar” industries, leading 
him to support industrial 
policies that benefit well-
connected businesses. 

Senator Santorum has shown a strong 
inclination toward favoring so-called “blue 
collar” American industries at the expense 
of conservative principles. 

In his last presidential campaign, for ex-
ample, Santorum compromised on making 
his pro-growth reforms as broad-based 
as possible in order to provide special tax 
treatment to the manufacturing industry. 
The tax plan he has unveiled this year has 
made smaller concessions on this issue, 
as its main manufacturing incentive is 
time-limited, but Senator Santorum’s on-
going desire to promote manufacturing at 
the expense of other industries suggests he 
would be amenable to similar policies that 
play favorites in the economy. 

Beyond taxes, Senator Santorum supports 
various other policies that grant special 
treatment to politically significant special 
interests, particularly manufacturers. For 
example, Senator Santorum supports the 
Export-Import Bank, a corporate welfare 
agency that serves primarily to provide 
financing to clients of big businesses 
like Boeing, General Electric, and Cat-
erpillar. As a senator, he also supported 
anti-growth protectionist policies like 

steel tariffs. This vision of promoting 
Americans’ economic standing may on the 
surface appear to be a winner for some 
workers, but in the long run it disadvan-
tages other industries and makes protected 
businesses less competitive. 

Still, Senator Santorum is an ardent oppo-
nent of one of the more significant policies 
advocated by Washington special interests: 
amnesty for illegal immigrants. While 
Santorum’s arguments against amnesty 
focus more on protectionist themes such as 
the wage effect of immigration on domestic 
workers than on the fundamental unfair-
ness of favoring those who have broken 
the law over those who have not, his has 
been an important voice in combating bad 
immigration policy.  

http://old.post-gazette.com/pg/05053/461038.stm
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2006/mar/16/20060316-122812-8199r/?page=all
http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2006/mar/16/20060316-122812-8199r/?page=all
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/wonkblog/post/rick-santorum-and-medicare-last-ryan-backer-left-standing/2012/01/04/gIQAD7dOaP_blog.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J9XmeqbOFWI
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QC6DwPVEGYw
http://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=106&session=1&vote=00178
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2014/08/09/rick-santorum-both-establishments-embrace-amnesty-because-they-don-t-care-about-american-workers/
http://www.breitbart.com/big-government/2014/08/09/rick-santorum-both-establishments-embrace-amnesty-because-they-don-t-care-about-american-workers/
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Santorum places a high 
priority on defending the 
nation’s security interests. 

Senator Santorum has been an advocate 
of an assertive U.S. foreign policy since his 
time in the Senate.

As he has mentioned on the campaign trail, 
Senator Santorum was a leader in estab-
lishing the foundations of the sanctions 
regime that had, until President Obama’s 
disastrous negotiations began, crippled 
Iran’s economy. He has said that he would 
walk away from the Obama Administra-
tion’s Iran deal on Day One of his presi-
dency and has long argued for using the 
threat of military force to extract genuine 
concessions out of the Iranian regime. 

Senator Santorum has also been willing 
to commit to applying American military 
might to a potentially more immediate 
conflict with ISIS. “I’m not talking about a 
massive invasionary force,” he explained, 
“but many of the generals who have 
commented on this have suggested that 
we have to double or triple the 3,000 that 
we have there on the ground right now to 
provide effective support for those that  
are fighting.”

As a member of the U.S. Senate at the 
time of the Patriot Act’s passage, Senator 
Santorum has recognized that counterter-
rorism efforts cannot be constrained by the 
typical limits placed on law enforcement 
investigations. Though he has somewhat 
downplayed civil liberties concerns raised 
by critics of the NSA’s metadata program, 
he was supportive of the modifications 
made by the USA Freedom Act to improve 
the civil liberties protections of the surveil-
lance program.

http://thehill.com/blogs/ballot-box/presidential-races/249197-santorum-iran-deal-greatest-betrayal
http://abcnews.go.com/blogs/politics/2012/01/santorum-says-he-would-bomb-irans-nuclear-plants/
http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/243415-santorum-obama-not-fighting-a-real-war-with-isis
http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/243415-santorum-obama-not-fighting-a-real-war-with-isis
http://insider.foxnews.com/2015/05/29/rick-santorum-nsa-fight-hopefully-rand-paul-wont-prevail
http://www.nbcnews.com/meet-the-press/sanders-santorum-differ-patriot-act-n367306
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GROWTH 

Trump’s pro-growth tax 
plan stands in contrast to his 
support for massive tariffs 
that would damage the 
American economy. 

The most detailed element of Mr. Trump’s 
growth agenda is his comprehensive tax 
reform proposal. The plan would lower 
individual rates, reduce the number of 
brackets, cap deductions depending on 
earnings, cut business taxes relative to 
today’s uncompetitive rates, and promote 
repatriation of overseas business profits 
at a discounted tax rate. This represents 
a marked improvement from some of 
the ideas Trump has outlined in the past, 
which have included a proposal for a  
massive confiscatory tax on  
accumulated wealth. 

The plan is not perfect. It would leave in 
place several anti-business elements of the 
current code, retaining the capital gains tax 
(which it slightly reduces) and the flawed 
system for expensing business invest-
ments, while failing to shift the United 
States to a territorial tax system. More-
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over, the class warfare rhetoric Mr. Trump 
has used to promote it cedes significant 
ground to those on the political left who 
seek massive tax increases. Nonetheless, it 
is a pro-growth outline, and although Mr. 
Trump claims it is designed to be revenue 
neutral, he does not appear to have made 
major anti-growth concessions to boost 
revenue in pursuit of that goal. 

Mr. Trump’s pro-growth tax plan is 
undermined, however, by his anti-growth 
approach on another key issue: trade. Mr. 
Trump has proposed imposing dou-
ble-digit import taxes to increase the cost 
of offshoring U.S. jobs, an idea he hopes 
would encourage countries like China to 
end policies like currency manipulation 
that favor their own exports. Should those 
countries not relent, these taxes could 
boost the United States to the fourth-high-
est tariff rates in the world, increasing pric-
es for consumers and preventing America’s 
economy from taking full advantage of the 
trade inefficiencies caused by other coun-
tries’ protectionist policies. High tariffs 
could even cause some U.S. companies to 
ship more jobs overseas, as input-inten-
sive industries would have more difficulty 
importing needed supplies from foreign 
countries if they remained in the United 
States than if they relocated to more pro-
growth business climates. 

Growth:   
His pro-growth tax plan stands in contrast 

to his support for massive tariffs that would 
damage the American economy.

Opportunity:   
Supports some conservative ideas to promote 
opportunity but appears sympathetic to left-

wing rhetoric on issues like higher education.

Civil Society:   
Despite his rhetoric, Trump’s history  

suggests a reluctance to engage in debates 
over protecting civil society from the 

imposition of left-wing values.

Limited Government:   
Despite limited government rhetoric,  

he has supported a variety of  
big-government programs.

Favoritism:   
Although his candidacy has exposed and 

undermined the corrupt Washington 
establishment’s hold on power, his support  

of policies like eminent domain abuse is  
an example of favoritism. 

National Security:   
Has suggested he would project American 

strength abroad, but his unconventional foreign 
policy prescriptions raise more questions of 
significant consequence than they answer.

https://www.donaldjtrump.com/positions/tax-reform
http://dailycaller.com/2015/08/12/trump-on-a-wealth-tax-i-think-thats-a-very-conservative-thing/
https://www.donaldjtrump.com/positions/tax-reform
http://money.cnn.com/2015/08/27/news/economy/donald-trump-economy-tax-plan/
http://www.msnbc.com/msnbc/donald-trump-wants-tax-the-world-even-legal
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OPPORTUNITY

Trump supports some 
conservative ideas to 
promote opportunity but 
appears sympathetic to left-
wing rhetoric on issues like 
higher education.  

Mr. Trump appears to have developed 
some fluency with the most basic talking 
points about conservative education policy. 
He strongly opposes Common Core and 
believes that the funds currently admin-
istered by the Department of Education 
could be better spent if sent back to the 
states. He has also spoken in general terms 
about the need for school choice and the 
pernicious effects of teachers’ union influ-
ence on local education. 

But in areas where the talking points are 
less obvious, Mr. Trump veers far off script 
in ways that suggest he is not a conserva-
tive. For example, he has said previously 
that the federal government should not 
make money on student loans because so 
many students face crushing debt. This 
argument is frequently invoked by pro-
gressives such as Elizabeth Warren even 
though setting rates further below what the 
free market would bear would only exacer-
bate higher education inflation. Mr. Trump 
might do well to shift his focus on higher 
education to issues like accreditation 
reform, an area Mr. Trump should be quite 
familiar with given his experience running 
a for-profit unaccredited school that faced 
heavy regulatory scrutiny. 

Though an issue with limited federal impli-
cations, Trump’s statement that “collective 
bargaining doesn’t bother me so much,” 
suggests that he is unlikely to be a strong 
advocate for workers in states without 
right-to-work laws. 

One area where Trump has promoted 
sound ideas is his support for embedding 
work requirements throughout the welfare 
system. He has also supported time-limit-
ing benefits such as food stamps. 

CIVIL SOCIETY

Despite his rhetoric,  
Trump’s history suggests 
a reluctance to engage in 
debates over protecting civil 
society from the imposition 
of left-wing values. 

Although Mr. Trump stresses the impor-
tance of a strong family – “the happiest 
people I see are the people that have great 
families,” he says – he does not seem to 
recognize that an ever-expanding gov-
ernment that seeks to impose its values 
on society is threatening America’s civic 
institutions. Of the Supreme Court’s de-
cision in Obergefell v. Hodges, which has 
undermined religious liberty by legitimiz-
ing discrimination against the religious 
for practicing their faith, he has said, “You 
have to go with it. The decision’s been 
made, and that is the law of the land.”

Mr. Trump says he is pro-life. However, in 
the past he has described himself as “very 
pro-choice” and opposed banning partial 
birth abortion. Mr. Trump claims that his 
current perspective is informed in part by 
personal experience with an individual 
who was almost aborted and went on to 
live a fulfilling life. 

Given his lack of experience as a member 
of the pro-life movement, some of his 
rhetoric on Planned Parenthood has been 

troubling. Regarding the effort to defund 
Planned Parenthood, Mr. Trump has said 
that while the organization’s abortions 
should not receive taxpayer dollars, “I 
would look at the good aspects of [Planned 
Parenthood], and I would also look be-
cause I’m sure they do some things prop-
erly and good for women. I would look at 
that, and I would look at other aspects also, 
but we have to take care of women.” This 
argument lends credence to the dubious 
suggestion by the left that the organiza-
tion’s abortion practices can be walled off 
from the other federally financed expenses 
on its balance sheet. However, Mr. Trump 
has more recently been clear in his support 
for defunding the organization, telling one 
interviewer, “Planned Parenthood should 
absolutely be defunded. I mean if you look 
at what’s going on with that, it’s terrible.”   

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=sksq3EbSJRI
http://www.ontheissues.org/2016/Donald_Trump_Education.htm
http://thehill.com/policy/finance/248913-trump-why-is-federal-government-making-money-on-student-loans
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2013/07/17/elizabeth-warren-student-loan_n_3612384.html
http://www.nydailynews.com/news/money/state-educrats-give-failing-grade-donald-trump-misleading-trump-university-article-1.168712
http://humanevents.com/2011/03/14/trump-unplugged/
https://www.donaldjtrump.com/about
https://www.donaldjtrump.com/about
https://youtu.be/FGIYCcsBTv8?t=18m29s
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LIMITED GOVERNMENT

Despite Trump’s limited 
government rhetoric, he has 
supported a variety of big-
government programs.

Although today Mr. Trump opposes 
Obamacare and decries runaway spending, 
there is reason to doubt Mr. Trump’s com-
mitment to limited government principles. 

Mr. Trump remains a vocal opponent, 
for example, of reforms to address the 
insolvency of federal entitlement programs 
like Social Security and Medicare, arguing 
that he will make the country “so rich” that 
entitlement reform will become a second-
ary issue. While Mr. Trump is correct that 
a pro-growth climate would reduce the 
stress on the nation’s finances, his down-
playing of the need for reform over the 
long term undermines the effort to build 
consensus for timely action on this issue. 
This position also represents a significant 
shift in the wrong direction for Mr. Trump, 
who once called for raising the retirement 
age for Social Security to 70.

Mr. Trump has in the past endorsed 
universal health care funded by higher cor-
porate tax rates. Accounting for the change 
in his views over time, he has signaled 
that his current opposition to the concept 
is rooted not in principle but in changing 
circumstances. “As far as single payer,” 
he explains, “it works in Canada. It works 
incredibly well in Scotland. It would have 
worked in a different age.” Today, while 
Mr. Trump supports market-based reforms 
like opening up cross-state insurance 
purchasing, he also advocates a govern-
ment-subsidized system whereby hospi-
tals would “take care of people” without 
insurance, a system that, depending on the 
details, could prove costly and inefficient.

Additionally, Mr. Trump has spoken pos-
itively about some elements of the Obama 
Administration’s agenda of government 
overreach, having called the wasteful 2009 
stimulus package “what we need.” He  
also praised the appointment of the  
activist former Obama EPA Administrator  
Lisa Jackson. 

 

FAVORITISM

Although his candidacy has 
exposed and undermined 
the corrupt Washington 
establishment’s hold on 
power, his support of policies 
like eminent domain abuse is 
an example of favoritism. 

Mr. Trump has been outspoken against 
political elites who manipulate the system 
in Washington. As a well-connected 
businessman who understands how to 
take advantage of government policy to 
benefit his bottom line, he argues that he 
is well-positioned to address the problem 
of Washington cronyism. But despite these 
assurances, there is little reason based on 
his record or his current policy platform to 
believe that he would do much to rein in 
government favoritism. 

In the past, Mr. Trump has supported ef-
forts to boost growth through government 
intervention like the costly Bring Jobs Back 
to America Act, which would have tilted 
the scales of competition arbitrarily toward 
the manufacturing sector while empow-
ering cronyists in the federal government 
to provide funds to the favored projects of 
well-connected special interests.

Such policies are in keeping with Mr. 
Trump’s record of seeking personal gain 
at taxpayer expense. For example, he 
once attempted to convince lawmakers to 
allocate hundreds of millions of taxpayer 
dollars to move a highway to benefit the 
view of a property he owned. As has been 
widely documented, he frequently takes 
advantage of big-government policies like 
eminent domain and preferential tax treat-
ment to benefit his enterprises. According 
to the LA Times, “In New York, Trump 
was the first developer to receive a public 
subsidy for commercial projects under 
programs initially reserved for improving 
slum neighborhoods.”

That said, Mr. Trump has rejected the 
business community consensus in favor of 
special treatment for illegal immigrants. 
He has promised vigorous border enforce-
ment measures including construction of 
a border wall, replacement of the Obama 
Administration’s “catch and release” policy 
with swift deportation of criminal illegal 
immigrants, and national e-verify. Yet 
despite his reputation as a strong oppo-
nent of amnesty, he has expressed support 
some “path” to legalization for illegal 
immigrants, maintaining that illegal im-
migrants in the country should be allowed 
to stay based on some “merit system” and 
adopting the pro-amnesty talking point 
that these immigrants would otherwise be 
forced to live their lives “in the shadows.” 
More recently, he suggested this system 
might require immigrants to leave the 
country before being allowed re-entry. 
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NATIONAL SECURITY

Trump has suggested that 
he would project American 
strength abroad, but his 
unconventional foreign 
policy prescriptions raise 
more questions of significant 
consequence than they 
answer.

Mr. Trump’s foreign policy approach at 
this stage is best defined by a strong rhe-
torical posture and a far greater commit-
ment to project American power than has 
been demonstrated by the Obama Admin-
istration. This would be an improvement, 
but it is difficult to assess what it would 
mean in practice given Mr. Trump’s lack of 
experience on these issues.

Some of Mr. Trump’s stated views raise 
complicated questions about their long-
term implications for the United States and 
its allies. He has said, for example, that it 
is a mistake to attempt to defeat ISIS in 
Syria because ISIS and the Assad regime 
would otherwise naturally focus on fighting 
each other with the United States left to 
“pick up the remnants.” Mr. Trump has not 
explained how he would maintain Ameri-
can leverage to influence the final outcome 
of such a conflict or how he would avoid 
ceding influence in the region to Russia, 
which has stepped up its presence in Syria 
in the face of the power vacuum left by the 
United States.

Mr. Trump, like a handful of other candi-
dates, suggested earlier in the campaign 
that although he opposes the Obama 
Administration’s Iran deal, he would allow 
it to stand and focus on aggressive enforce-
ment of its terms rather than withdraw 
from it. “I’m really good,” he explained, 
“at looking at a contract and finding things 
within a contract that, even if they’re bad, 

I would police that contract so tough that 
they don’t have a chance.” Subsequently he 
has declared that he would renegotiate the 
deal. It is unclear what terms Mr. Trump 
would pursue during such a renegotiation. 

Mr. Trump has suggested that his ap-
proach to diplomacy would generate a new 
dynamic in adversarial relationships that 
have vexed past presidents. He has said, 
for example, “I think I would get along very 
well with Vladimir Putin.” Mr. Trump’s 
comments conjure memories of George 
W. Bush’s now-infamous assertion that he 
“looked [Putin] in the eye” and “found him 
to be very straightforward and trustworthy. 
… I was able to get a sense of his soul.”

http://www.cbsnews.com/news/donald-trump-60-minutes-scott-pelley/
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/donald-trump-iran-deal_55d0a844e4b0ab468d9d907e
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/donald-trump-iran-deal-totally-renegotiated-or-worse/
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/donald-trump-id-get-along-very-well-with-vladimir-putin/



