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\Davzd S. Broder

Campalgn 76: A Neglect of Urban Ills

DETROIT—There was a stunning bit
of symbolism in jimmy Carter’s appear-
ance here in the nation’s sixth largest
city last week.

The Democratic presidential nomi-
nee was picked up by a car waiting at
the foot of the ramp when his char-
tered airplane landed outside Detroit.
He was driven 20 miles down freeways
cleared of traffic by his police escort,
and remained in his car until it was
well within the walls of Cobo Arena.
Then he walked 50 feet to the platform
of the Detroit Economic Club lun-
cheon, where he described to an afflu-
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DETROIT—There was a stunning bit
of symbolism in jimmy Carter’s appear-
ance here in the nation’s sixth largest
city last week.

The Democratic presidential nomi-
nee was picked up by a car waiting at
the foot of the ramp when his char-
tered airplane landed outside Detroit.
He was driven 20 miles down freeways
cleared of fraffic by his police escort,
and remained in his car until it was
well within the walls of Cobo Arena.
Then he waiked 50 feet to the platform
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Carter’s Tax Pr ogfam

By Charles F ried

CAMBRIDGE, Mass.—President Ford

in their treatment of Jimmy Carter in
the controversy over tax-reform,’ a
debate initiated by Mr,: Carter’s -im-
prudent remark ‘that he would raise

- taxes for everybody above the medlan-

line on incomesT ' ™" o

- Mr. Carter's supparters tell us t.haf.',
- what is reallir at issue is making “the

\

sities hospxtals churches and cuitural
orcamzat.lorb ‘that depend on the
charitable deduction would have to go :
on tae Federal dole.. .. .- - » .

. So Mr: Ford is right In saying tha.t
Mr.- Carter’s proposals—if they really -
are to ‘gi.ra the kird of tax relief he
prormsea without cutting .Federal

dmv—must impose a significant |
new burden on workmv middleclass -

peonle.-This is the real issue not the--

closing of a lot of technical loopholes |
——u..lbss Mr, Carter belxeve-s the mort-~
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Carter’s, Tax ngfam

By Charles Fried

CAMBRIDGE, Mass—President Ford

* and Robert Dole have not been unfair

- taxes for everybody above the mechan-

in their treatment of Jimmy Carter in
the controversy over tax*reform,‘ a
debate initiated by Mr,* Carter’s -im-
prudent remark ‘that-he would raise

line on income:7;

Mr. Carter's supporters tell us ma‘ ;._

- what is really at issue is making ‘'the

rich” " pay. ‘theirfair > Shareof .taxes,

and not raJ:mv taxes for m'ddle-mcone
wage “@ATNETS. -5

. Now I.firmly’ beheve ‘that~ the de-"'
vices bywh.u:h very wealthy taxpayers
-avoid paying their fair-share of-taxes-
(be it<0 percentor 60 percent: of tbelr :

gage,

‘thinz. to do.’

\.

sities, hospxtals chucches and cultural
organizations ‘that depend on the
charitable deduction would have to go
on the Federal dole.. .. == : 2 .

. So Mr: Ford is noht in saying tna.t
Mr." Carter’s proposals—if they really
are to give the kind of tax relief he
promises, . without cutting .Federal
spending—must impose a significant -
new burden on working middle-class -
people.-This is the real issue, not the--
closing of a lot of technical loophcles

—u..l=~ss Mr, Carter believes the mort--"§ 8 s
- property tax.and. cnanta.ble A9

dedu:uons are loopholes. e

- Now. increasing -tne burdens on the: "\’
middle class is not an obviously wrong -
The Governments. ‘of
such' as: countries ‘Sweden and Britain -
havebeen domg it. for decad&s It 13,
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The Real' ] erry Ford?

T
SAN FRANCISCO-—Primed- by advis..
ers o expectzrnmnxyCanerassault on-

the Helsinlki Treaty, President Ford re- °
sponded by freeing Poland with the slip
of a tongue--casting shadows well be-

yond the Polish-Americans and hard-ine
anti-Communists who were mcensed by
his blunder. . T

A smirking and i sarcastic Carter.
though less than attractive, entered the
Palace of Fine Arts Theater with a well-

conceived tactical plan that provoked
Mr. Ford’s Polish biooper. In confrast, .

the President seemed badly briefed and
persopaliy incapabie of improvising be-
vond his briefing honok.

" when M. Carter meed $7.5 billion in

- larms shipments to Saudi Arabia this
year; in fact, the $7.5 billion figure covers

two and a quarter years and includes

only 20 per cent in arms sales. Worse
than this omission wers some of Mr.

Ford's commissions. To justify arms sales.

to Iran, he incorrectly decribed neigh-

_boring Irag’s government as “Commun-

ist-dominated.” The President grossly
distorted Carter’s views by claiming “he
would look with sympathy t6 2 Commun-
ist government in NATO.”

‘When Carter was most demagogic, the

President tried to outdo him. Carter’s

blanket endorsement of Israg! tn the ex-

L At G g4

gress. That enraged officials who had
taken a pelitically unpopular pesition on
the boyeott in Mr. Ford's behaif.

This pattern of omissions, mistakes
and distortions in debate No. 2 triggered
an immediate search for a scapegoat and
came up with Michael Duval, 38-year-old
White House special counsel in charge of
Mr. Ford’s briefing books. “Mike Duval is
too arrogant to answer telephone calls,”
contends one angry administration offi-
cial, who vainly tried to supply relevant
information for the debate, “but he
wouldn't understand what we were talk-
ing about anyway.” -

Whatever its shortcomines. however.
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gress. That enraged officials who had
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This pattern of omissions, mistakes
and distortions in debate No. 2 triggered
an immediate search for a scapegoat and
came up with Michael Duval, 38 year-old
White House special counsel in charge of
Mr. Ford'’s briefing books. “Mike Duval is
too arrogant te answer telephone calls,”
contends one angry administration offi-
cial, who vainly tried to supply relevant
information for the debate, “but he
wouldn't understand what we were talk-
ing about anyway.”

Whatever its shortcomings, however,
the White House staff is not the core of
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Harris Survey

Is any(me

winning
debates"

By Louis Harrus

JIMMY CARTER has 7 seriesus prob-
lem facing him in the third of thé presi-
dential debates Friday night., Whether
Carter wins or- loses each specific de-
bate, the doubts about him continué to
increase, the most serious of which. is
the - 52-to-32-per _cent majority feehng

# “that he doesn’t have enough experxence
\ in national and world affairs.” = ..
Carter lost the first debate by 40 to 31

"per cent, but in the process the number |

' even though he clearly lost the second-

TWO OTHER Carter iroubies havs
also grown rather than diminished in
the course of the campaign. Despite two
debates, a 49-to-41 per cent plurality
now feels that Carter “makes me un-
easy because I can’t tell what kind of
person he really is.” After the first de-
bate, only 44 per cent felt that way
while 46 per cent did not. In addition, a
49-t0-37 per cent plurality still feels that
Carter ‘“has ducked taking stands on
issues to avoid offending anybody and
that is wrong”’—which represents virtu-
ally no change from the 43-to-34 per cent
plurality who felt that way before any of
the debates.

By any 'measure, it is clear that the
debates have added to, rather than dis-
pelled, the troubled feelings voters have
about Jimmy Carter. It is also evident
that in the debates the public is sizing |
up Carter in terms of his style and char-,
acter far more than on the specific
stands he is taking on issues—which
clearly has not helped him.

By contrast, President Ford has
gained marginally from the debates,

one by 54 to 30 per cent, mainly because’
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WHAT'S HAPPENING . . . WHO'S AHEAD . . . IN POLITICS TODAY

1750 Pennsylvania Ave., N.\W. ® Room 1312 @ Washington, D.C. 20006 e 202-298-7850

October 7, 1976 — No. 271

To: Our Subscribers Ford-Carter Debate #2
Special Report

From: Evans-Novak

The consensus in the political community this morning is that Democratic
Presidential nominee Jimmy Carter won a clearcut victory over President Gerald
R. Ford in last night's debate. It is our feeling that, both substantively and
stylistically, this was the most one-sided of all the modern Presidential debates,
including the first between John F. Kennedy and Richard Nixon in 1960. Although
the edge given to Carter by early public opinion polls is not decisive, it is
enough to destroy any momentum Mr. Ford seemed to be building. In short, a
major triumph for Carter.

The President's incredible statement on Eastern Europe, the blggest blunder
yet in any Presidential debate, costs him two ways: 1) with ethnics and conserva-
tives; 2) in general, because of its revelation of sloppiness and ineptitude. How
could a President be so befuddled?

Carter, while hardly a charismatic spellbinder, played a clever game, in our
opinion. He took advice from moderates to play down his defense-cut talk and
play up a bard line. Liberals were not very happy, but many were pacified by
JC's demagoging on the Right-wing dictatorship in Chile.

DEBATE #2

Carter: He was clearly more confident, less nervous, than in the first
debate and seemed more in command than Ford. The principal criticiems were his
excessive partisanship and abrasiveness in attacking GRF at every point and his
smirking manner that verged on rudeness to a President.

1) Carter clearly took advice from moderate advisers not to push defense
spending cuts at the risk of a) giving Ford a chance to disgorge facts and figures
from his briefing books, and b) appearing to be a soft-liner.

2) The briefing with ex-Defense Sec. James Schlesinger was obvious when
Carter nailed Ford on his flip-flop on defense cuts after Schlesinger was fired
and after ex-California Gov. Ronald Reagan's victory in the Texas Presidential
primary. We can report that the Pentagon was pleased that JC a) did not push for
defense cuts, b) did not push for overseas' troop withdrawals, and ¢) did not
repeat his proposal for total nuclear disarmament.

3) Carter clearly profited from his Q and A briefing from Stuart Eizenstat,
Pat Caddell, Greg Schneiders, Hamilton Jordan and Richard Holbrooke, and his self-
instructions to ''go for the jugular" after his passive, defensive performance
during most of Debate #1.

4) Carter had also decided to attack Ford (and not put forward specific
policies) on anti-Communist "freedom'" issues - Helsinki, Alexander Solzhenitsyn,
Henry Kissinger, etc. Although some liberals were not very happy about this hard
line, he appeased them by attacking Chile (with an absolutely untrue allegation
that the U.S. overthrew the Allende regime), and returning to his old primary

Copyright © 1976 by the Evans-Novak Political Report Cornpany
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California WEST

Carter’s 1st,
but Fmd’s 3?@

1. How much of the debate dld you see"

All @ Ya E] 1/z . Ya @ none | 8%

2 Which candidate did you prefer prior to the debate?

Ford @ Caner . Undecnded -

1 Whirh candidata dAn uni nrafar naw”?

San Francisco Examiner, 10/7/76
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Reaction -26- DEBATES ,QC/(‘

h—/
Reasoner, Walters Assess Debates

Barbara Walters and Harry Reasoner agreed Tuesday that
the debates served tle American public well, but Reasoner said
they served President Ford better than his Democratic challenger.

Walters said the debates gave the public a chance to
better understand the issues at hand. But she concluded that
they boiled down to a question of trust, not issues.

Reasoner said the debates helped Ford more than Jimmy
Carter because people got a more extensive look at the President
than his Rose Garden campaign had previously afforded them.

Walters suggested that the increased exposure of the
debates may havehurt Carter. Despite his campaign themes of
love and trust, Carter showed himself to be just another

"rough, tough" politician, increasing voter uncertainty
about him, she said.

Reasoner also said that the recent Harris poll, indicating
that college educated voters are leaning towards Ford, may
hurt Carter, since the college educated are more likely to vote.
--Good Morning, America (10/26/76)
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\V ‘ ‘ The Media Report

Editor/Brian Lamb/Volume Ill/Number 16/October 22, 1976

INSIDE THE MEDIA

A random survey of reporters by MR shows—the press, those closest to the candidates
besides their immediate staffs, are unusually confused and perplexed about the November 2
presidential election. A poll of over 300 journalists, conducted jointly by the Washington
Post and Harvard, showed that in 1972, 61% said they voted for George McGovern and 22%
voted for Richard Nixon. But, this year there is a feeling that many reporters are
personally suspicious of Jimmy Carter. However, we find no love for Ford among the
media. Many in the news business have never enjoyed a higher standard of living and, in
the words of one reporter, “‘at least we know him—he’s safe.”

“A lot of reporters will vote their personal comfort . . . four more years of Vail and
Palm Springs, suggests one nationally known Washington correspondent. A political
reporter for a large midwestern daily tells MR, “Personally, I'm not going to vote. Maybe
it’s a cop out, but I'm more comfortable not voting.” An L. A. Times man predicts, “60% of
the press will hold their nose and vote for Carter.” A network newsman feels that “Ford
will get a bigger percentage of Washington press types than you would think.”

. . . Those most unhappy with Carter seem to be his traveling press corps. We discount a
lot of what we hear because the campaign is in the final days. Reporters are exhausted—
tired of listening to the same political speech for the last several months. One newsman
returning to Washington from two weeks with the Democratic candidate says it this way,
“all of the people traveling with Carter can barely stand him.” Another suggests: “You
sense the disdain for the candidate the moment you join the campaign.” A reporter who
normally covers Ford reports, “The few weeks I traveled with Carter I was horrified with
the bias—the regulars hate his guts—behind his back they sneeringly call him Jim-Bob-
Boy or Peanut.” In recent days, Carter has been less open with the press and not as
accessible as before. Besides mistakes like the Playboy interview, the following incident
relayed to us by a reporter on the scene may have added to his growing unhappiness with
- the press. “We were flying to Plains one night. Carter strolled back to the press section and
one reporter asked him what he was going to do when he got home. He said he was going
to harvest peanuts, and began to give an explanation on how it was done. All of a sudden,
out of nowhere, came a statement from a New York Times reporter. ‘Governor, I don’t give
a damn about your peanut crop. I want to talk about politics.” Carter, somewhat stunned,
said ‘alright, we’ll talk politics.” ”

. . . Many in the media feel that the former Georgia governor, if elected President next
week, will take a sour attitude toward the media into office with him. Some are quick to
draw parallels to Richard Nixon and are already suggesting that there is a “bunker
mentality” in the small coterie of staff members who regularly have access to Carter. Press
Secretary Jody Powell generally gets high marks for the job he’s done, but there are
already rumors, that in a Carter Administration, he might not serve as media spokesman.
It is being mentioned that someone like L.A. Times Washington Bureau Chief Jack Nelson
(a friend from Atlanta’s Constitution days) or Washington Star political reporter Jack
Germond could be asked to take the position. This would leave time for Powell to continue
as a close adviser and confidant to Carter.

. . . One event in Jody Powell’s past, that is sure to get more media attention in a Carter
presidency than it has during the campaign, is his premature departure from the Air Force
Academy for cheating in 1964. He discussed the incident with Sue O’Brien, executive editor
of KOA-TV news in Denver, on a program aired October 11. Powell: “I-uh-in the midst of
my senior year, I was taking an exam in the history of military thought. I left the room to
take a break for a few minutes. I walked into a lounge. There was a notebook—actually a
reader in that course . . . there. I picked it up, looked at it, and went back and used that
information in an exam. And that’s cheating, and I think the honor code at the Academy is
pretty familiar to everybody and I still don’t know if somebody saw me or whatever, but

The Media Report is published bi-weekly, 26 issues, by Titsch Publishing, Inc., 1139 Delaware Plaza, Suite 200, P.O. Box 4305,
Denver, CO 80204. Titsch Publishing, Inc. © October 22, 1976. Subscription price: 1 year $86.00. Canada, Mexico and foreign
subscribers add $15.00 per year. Washington Bureau: 1660 L Street NW, Suite 914, Washington, D.C. 20036, (202) 466-3346.
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CONGRESS
By Michael J. Malbin

ENVIRONMENT

By J. Dicken Kirschten

HEALTH

By John K. Iglehart

CAMPAIGN
By Richard E. Cohen

REGULATION
By Louis M. Kohlmeier

MANY NEW FACES EXPECTED IN 95th CONGRESS 1498

Two things are certain about the new Congress that will be elected on
Nov. 2: it will continue to be controlled by Democrats and it will have
an unusually high number of new faces. The latter is certain because
54 Members of the outgoing Congress have chosen to retire, have been
defeated in primaries, are seeking higher office or have died. In addi-
tion, some 40 incumbents are in very close races for reelection, and at
least some of them are likely to lose. The departures—those that are
certain and those that are likely —will leave many vacancies among the
leadership of House committees, and could have an important impact
on the development of legislative policy in the new Congress.

WETLANDS PROTECTION LAW WITHSTANDS ATTACK 1506
Legislation intended to exempt the dredging industry from regulation
by the environmentally conscious Environmental Protection Agency has
been transformed into a law that protects the nation’s dwindling wet-
lands, to the pleasure of environmentalists and the opposition of dredg-
ers, resort developers and farm, forestry and ranching interests. The
transformation is the result of a key court ruling and the surprisingly
energetic enforcement of the law by the Army Corps of Engineers. An
attempt to cut back the corps’ enforcement effort was defeated in the
94th Congress, but the battle is almost certain to be renewed in the 95th
Congress.

FORD SIGNS MANPOWER BILL DESPITE VETO ADVICE 1513

Despite the advice of the Treasury Department, the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and several White House economic counselors, Presi-
dent Ford has signed a major health manpower bill that imposes new
federal regulations and costs twice as much as Ford sought. Political
considerations almost certainly influenced the President’s decision.

SPECIAL INTERESTS STEP UP CAMPAIGN ACTIVITY 1514

This post-Watergate election year has brought a new look to congres-
sional campaigns. The public now has more information than ever be-
fore on who is giving what to whom, but ironically the various election
law changes also have generated more activity by various special interest
groups than in previous elections. And this year, conservatives are
working hard to offset the money and power of organized labor. Rich-
ard T. Kaplar, an American University student working this autumn as
a National Journal intern, assisted in the preparation of this report.

TRUCKING CERTIFICATES SEEN WORTH MILLIONS 1521
Certificates of public convenience and necessity, issued to truckers over
the years by the Interstate Commerce Commission, are worth millions

of dollars because of federal restrictions on entry of new companies into
the lucrative trucking field. Legislation to ease entry may be assisted by
the revelations about the ICC certificates.
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ECONOMY

By Robert J. Samuelson

ALUMINUM PRICE RISE POSES ECONOMIC PUZZLE 1522

[t defies all the rules of a free-market economy, but it is a fact neverthe-
less that aluminum prices held steady last year despite a precipitate
decline in shipments as the result of the recession. The price increase
raises important questions about the role of competition in the multi-
billion dollar aluminum industry.

FPC HIT AS ONE OF THE WORST REGULATORS 1523

The Federal Power Commission has been described as one of the worst
of the regulatory agencies by a congressional subcommittee. Its recent
decision to raise the rates for interstate gas —since reversed in part —was
cited as one reason for its low standing.

ENERGY
By Richard Corrigan

PRESIDENCY
By Dom Bonafede

CAMPAIGN FAILS AS FORUM FOR ISSUES 1524

The presidential election campaign is drawing to a close, and White
House correspondent Dom Bonafede describes it as a major disappoint-
ment to those who had hoped it would illuminate the policies and per-
sonalities of President Ford and Jimmy Carter.

WASHINGTON GNP SHOWS SMALLEST INCREASE OF THE YEAR 1525

UPDATE The flow of petrodollars. . . Some new lobbying groups. . . The end of
the age of aerosol. .. Commerce Department releases list of new boy-
cott contacts. .. Ford increases farm price supports. .. Candidate
endorsements. . . People.

POLICY POSITION PAPERS ON CURRENT POLICY ISSUES 1527

FORUM

In papers written expressly for National Journal, Jimmy Carter and
Gerald R. Ford look at foreign policy —the process by which it is made
and the record of recent years. . . . Also, a leading corporation examines
the impact of water quality legislation.
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7 By WARREN WEAVER Jr.
° Special to The New York Times
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throughout the week met with n
success. He was out of town with th
President: substantially +the - whol
week on Ford's current campa tﬁ
trip to the West, which included
San Francisco debate.
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res lf clearly; T.
d a:group of ethnic -
Thite House. -
ment he read to
m be: no“doubt ';vhero 1 A SRR L e ol

g _;?::’su?;z’ o mart o FORD wanted to “put the Eastern Euto-
: 5 See FORD, A-5 ! ~ pean matter behind him'’ before the
; ; / visits to New' Yt New Jersey,

where he expects to encounter many
Continued From A-1  voters of Eastern European descent.
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" Paley reach encom :
e A 3 with estimated
Atelevinionnetwork beo e

-
E
-

2
%

A3ihe
n and radio.

Mim ..other treasures, The
space has been done over to suit jts
evn-r:i‘svemﬁng tenant—it used to be
and formal, now it's white, more
informal yet somehow more elegant,
Pictures of his wifé, the beautiful Bar-{ .

mbqra,(Babe) Paley, “one of the. reet.

Cus!unﬁ rs, are displayed]
in a field of silver frames. Mr. Paley | H
sits behind a round, antique desk that
was once a French gaming table, Each
I%Mtim has an inlaid number. His is
0.»' i ~s »
- On paper, Mr. Paley’s initial $400,000

shares (at 9.8 percent, the’largest single

holding) now: produce $2.8 million in.
dends éach year. That fact that Bill
vas paid $233,654 in salary and

‘Bonus last year seeins sonés

24

- of a longtime. associate, & “superb busi-
ness instrument, a man'who dedls with
- his best friend'and his:wiorst :.enemy on
the same basis.”'Ultimately, :said this -
admirer some weeks. before the Taylor

Ry
the co i & '




Reaction ~26~- DEBATES ‘ ﬁ,{‘

it
Reasoner, Walters Assess Debates

Barbara Walters and Harry Reasoner agreed Tuesday that
the debates served tle American public well, but Reasoner said
they served President Ford better than his Democratic challenger.

Walters said the debates gave the public a chance to
better understand the issues at hand. But she concluded that
they boiled down to a question of trust, not issues.

Reasoner said the debates helped Ford more than Jimmy
Carter because people got a more extensive look at the President
than his Rose Garden campaign had previously afforded them.

Walters suggested that the increased exposure of the
debates may havehurt Carter. Despite his campaign themes of
love and trust, Carter showed himself to be just another
"rough, tough" politician, increasing voter uncertainty
about him, she said.

Reasoner also said that the recent Harris poll, indicating
that college educated voters are leaning towards Ford, may
hurt Carter, since the college educated are more likely to vote.
--Good Morning, America (10/26/76)
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FINAL FIELD POLL .

Callformans Favor Ford

6% to40% Over Carter

BY MERVIN D. FIELD -
© 1976 Field Research Corp.

Presxdent Ford has increased to six
percentage points his margin over
Democrat Jimmy Carter, the Califor-
nia Poll showed Thursday in its final
voter survey before the election.

The President, who had led Carter
44% to 43% in a poll taken Oct. 7-8,
now leads by 46%, to 40%, according
to the latest poll thch was taken

Oct. 25-21,

'This is the fxrét t,une since the cam-

- paign began that the President has

 45% to 43%, after being tied at 43% :

' in virtually a dead heat since August. - -

had a statistically significant lead
over his opponent. -

The poll also found that Sen. John

Tunney has regained a slight lead
over Republican S. 1. Hayakawa,

each earlier in the month.
Tunney and Hayakawa have been

' A
- 8

The poll mdlcated that Proposmon ‘,

14, the controversial farm labor initi- |

ative, would be rejected, 47% to

35%, and Proposition 13, the grey-
hound racing initiative, would be
turned down, 66% to 18%. Proposi-

" tion 14 would, among other things,
~ guarantee farm’ workers the right to

organize and to vote for a union of
their choice by means of the secret
ballot, and authorize union organiz-

. ers to enter pnvate property to cam-

paign.
Proposition 13 would legalize on-

track betting at greyhound races and |

establish . machinery to award
licenses to own and operate tracks.

The steady “increase in Ford's sup-
. port is due to a number of factors.
- 'While the Democrats are clearly. the
~». . Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 1 '
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Poll Einks Sense of Powerlessness, |
Not Dlslllusmnment to Low Vote

By ROBERT REINHOLD

The relatively low turnout in the Presi-’
dential election appears to reflect demo-,
graphic factors, as well .as a: sense of
powerlessness among. the, less pnvxlegedq
and the young, mmermﬂ;nu disillu-|
sionment with the American ‘system or
institutions -of govenunent. ‘according to.
a survey -conducted’ by The New York
Times and CBS News. i "_*'““ o

The curvey.\ . which, comp

those . of ; npnv _
were just’ ‘a5 diSaffec
stayed at l;oine bn ‘Ele
:The- po1l tendm
election theories' tl;ata.wi ' i)
apparently very. rétI.l of trustin gov,
it - other scan-

‘that voters

ernment after Wltérgum 5 SOTRURI e
dals involving abuse of auth ntywould‘be PR

 translated into-a‘massive refugd to vote. |

the atti-
tudes and- backmgm‘ld! Wﬁél‘i ‘with |-cot

tll’bunwho na

‘in that they tended to feel remote from

canyj,;mpotent. The survey detected in’
them a sense, that. their "voices were

hearing, that things would go on- ﬂluch
: Times/CBS survey, in which 2,042

icans who' afe iver

For example, 55 percent of the nonvoters | have'

felt that. public. nffic}als did “not. care| : 9 1r: C

about people . like them. 5.5 percenb of
voters said the same thing. :

As in past elections, the. ngnvoters ‘were’
concentrated heavily among people under
30 and the poor, the ‘less-well educated
and blue-collar workers: ; = -

‘While those who failed to vote were
no more likely than voters to be “alienat-
ed” from the political system in an active
hostile sense, they did dlffer mar

YOU CAN ' classified ad: M Mon-

.Wiﬂt ull voter partici-
er ‘would, probably have

on by.about 53 to 45, rather than 51
w’i&ﬂt ‘was impossible from the survey.
to tell if the electoral vote count, which
depended on‘the vote in each ctatt. Qould
h‘venh‘w-v,‘;“ \( ‘;

!About four of every lo Amedcann

Contlnuedon&g&. Column'$

nﬁuu
day through Friday. Onl cents ‘a line added to
regular n'.‘eh Call (212) 01 5-3311 for information.~Advt,
t 2 3

%‘o';o %:nu'fw YORK &:&m«l‘%’

%)

Bovernment, to feel powerless and- pohtl~ .

.inconsequential. and therefore not worth
the same with or without their votes. | ‘ ‘

Wewls-*'yanwold were inter-ﬁ 1%

e gone to the’ bolls, ;

i
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