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. Tbe outcome of ,the election in ·November will depend 
Jb "large measure on the final chdjces <>f •thos~ voters 
who are ~reseritly uncommitted o, , lukewarm in their 
fandidafe t>~ferences. . · . \;, · - .. ' · · 

h The·,1atest ·. survey ,indicates t~t;~ peri,.cent-qf' Carter 
b'ackers _say'they may.:change tiie.ir mindi ,betwe~tr,now .. 
and election day•, ot :are unsure of their status. This 
pro~OQ, ·however, l_s more than 1>US4?t· P~.t~e ·petcent• 
age Ol' -' Forir supporters (27 per ce~t) who indicate they 
m~y mtcfi their vQtes at some point ·du~ing · the cam- · 

/ paign.: · . · · · 
THESE ~FINDING~-are basecf'-on tbe,foll~wing qu~ 

tion, which has been regularly asked following .. thec'test 
election question'.iri presidential election years: · 

... "Are.toll pretty,..certain how you will votl;; ,thftt i~, ,,for,, 
-<:arter 'lri'."Ford')''or'cfo yo~ think '°'.Y~il ma~ 'changtt''YOUJ' 
~ind between now· and the election in November1" . 
J~ The r¢5ul~: . '· · . , · ·': . 
• .. • ·, 101"1' ,-\II. ·HARD' VOTE , ·. • . 
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.: . This question .was asked to determine test election 
.hojces: . ., .. .·v .. ,. · ·_ ,.:, .. · .. · ,, ., •._ 
· "Iftlie presidential election .were b¢itg "lk!ld ~today, 

4ruch '. .cil'ndida'te •· would · you '- v,oie for.!_Fofc;i, , tbe 
3tepublican, ·or~. tl}e D,emocra~t'. · .i .. i/ '.- ·. 
·~ Analysis 1bf,• demo~phic groups · .shows· non7whites · : 
')>yerwhelinin_gly.,favcir . Carter, ~omen. ~date 
jreferenceuimilai'-. to -those· ol-·men. ~.The· raccf.'is .close 
~ong the college-educated se~nt nf the_ elec~~te. 
~-oters over 50_ are fairly eyenly divided in tb'ir vote; 
4iut those under, 50 lean heavi~ to Carter,;as ',ln the 
J .ollowing tabl~: .. • · · : · • · . ·. · · f : · . · 
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J:Ki{$~ger: 'Illusiqns of l~pOten~e' 
. ;;tpt°£;,wi,;g ale cxccrpts o{seb'retary \ four-is the deepe~t .sec~it~ ,t1roli)em . 
: :· .:J~:t, state , Henry .A. Kissinqer'~::'1ddress, · we face .. ·_. · , · . , .. ,. . . · , 
·,.1~i"At t¥ Intematib1t~l-Imtit11te fit, Str.a- . .We never. considered 'c,onfrontation,'· 

, "l;Tt!·' 'lugic.S:tudies .in London~ even w1'en impos~<IA>q u,s by the oJ.]ler · , · 
r ·· -·' ~. ' ' side; •or 'containment" an end ln· its.elf: ., t.t· ' ? , We hear fo our cou.ntrles premoni- Nor did we believe thal .disagreement11 \ 
L,~.-•·.t· tions,_:._ of ' ,decline, anxieties ' about the ' witJt •·th'e: Sovie't Union Would ·,-auto- .. 
,. · maUcally disappear. On the contrary, 

, /.,: , tr~vaif, _of ~he_ West and . the advance of ·, the very conc~t of 'fdetente" has 
.\ __ _' :aµthor,1tariamsm. Can it be that. _our always .. been applic.ible •only to an arl-

•. ·.... " . ' /< ' . ., 
_.' ,·,:,deeper problems are not of resources buf · ver_sary 're~ationshi~ .. It was desi_gned 
.. \ of will not of power but of conception? to prevent competition from slidin~ 

, ,~; ... : ; . ' . " · into military 'hostilities and to create '', .. ,,. :l~ _who, overcai:ne ,great dan.,ers, 30 the conditions for the relationship to 
, : ._ rear,_ a_g~ m_u'st ~et no~ paraly.te ~ur- be grad u a 11 Y. _ and pri,idently 1. im-
• ,:, selves with, illusions of impot,E!r1ce. We proved ... · · , . · · \ ,, 

:-F•: have.already initiated the c,orlStnr~ti6n ·: This l_policY .. has criiiCs in all our 
. -~f :a ,new system _of .international r,elas · coui1tries. ,Some take for aranted the 

,f, 1 ti9n_s, thi~Jime ~n -~ global $care;, we · relative absence ' of··sedo;s crises in ' ! 
· must ~summon the g~ter~i.nation to ' recent years, whfch the policy ha~ ' ' ' 
. w.~rk to war~ it , in umty and mutual helped . bring a.bout, , and then Iault 
copfidence._ .. it for lnot producing the millenium, 

For America, coo·per'ation among the which it never· claimed. Some carica-
, free na~ions is a ~ral, and i:iot merely . ture its objectives, portraying its goal~ . 

a pr,achcal necessity. Ame~1cans have r ~n more exalted terms than any. of~ il:. 
nev1~r been comfortable with calcula- advocates, and then express dismay at 
tiona of interest and power alone. the failur·e of. reality . to conform to 

, America, to be ·itself:, needs_ a se~~- this Impossible standard. They de-
' of lJ:JentitY. 0 ap<l . collaboration with scribe detente as i! it meant the end 

_;;"::, ~. Qther.. n;i.tions who share its values: ,' \ . of all . rivalry; when ' ;ivalry, . persists; 
' OUl'-,, association with Western Eu• they conclude that detente has fa1lr.d , 

, rQPe,' eanad~ al\_d J_apan thus g_ues i}o anq cliq_fge its advocates ',witn deceP- ' 
' • thl _hJ?art of 'our national purpose.- . . tion' o'r rlaivete. They measure the sur-

It ~is not healthy for the United cess of policy toward adversahes by 
States to be the only center of in_itia• criteria that should be reserved for -
tive and leadership in the democratic traditional friendships. They use the 
world.1t i-s . .not healthy for Europe to reality'- of competition to attack the 
be only a passive participant, hdwever goal of coexistence, rather than to ii-
close the friendship and however in-. !ustrate its necessity. 
tima\e ijle consultation .. • · , In fact, this policy has never been 

, , Of course, we do not want Europe •based on such hope or gullibility. 1t 
to finrl it,; identity io opposition .Jo the has always been designed to create 

, Unit.ed ,_st/ltes. But neither does _any , conditiolls in whicJ-\ a cool calculus or' , , 
· , sepf:1,l)le European \ . • · . . .• ,interests ~olild dictate restraint rather' 

J3eneath the nuclear umbrella ,. .the ··than opportunism, settlement o! con- • 
temptation I to· probe with regional :flicts rather than their . exacebation:'' 
force,1- or proxy wars increases.· The · Wes~rn · p01icies can at best mana,(r. 
steady· gro\Yth of Soviet conveptional and shape; not assume away, , F.a~f .. 
military and naval power and its ex- W~st competition .. . 

1.pandi-ng global reach. cannot be '!g. We ~houltl no t ~Ilow thr. SoviP.l 
.nored : .. We m_u~t insure that tne Union to · apply detcnte ~electively 
fue,ngtn and flex1hility of all forces within · the alliance. Competitfo.11 
cab~ble of local defense are enhanced. amorig us in our diplomatic or ecn-

:._. _And ~e ;nus~ conduct a prude_nt ,an.d no1:riic policies to,vard t!1e East risk~ 
forceful foreign policy that is pre- dissipatin er W cstern ad van ta "e and 
par~ to use our strength to block ex- op'ening ;P Soviet oppot_tuniti:S. WP. 

·, , . panswn · · · must resist division and maintain tho j 
,o· ()ur P,resent se~u~ity postu~e is .ade• closest coordination ... 
quate, and .. , 1t _ is well within our , In d" 1 ! t· •ti 
capacities to continue to balance the ever_y ime~1s on o our, _ac 1v1 e~ 

I . 

various ~lements .of Sovie? power. 'T'n · · · the 1J1dustr:1al democr3:cies ente_r. 
maintain the necessary defense is II t~e new , era with. s_ubstantia~ capac1-
question of lead.ership more than or ties a_nd opportu1;1ties. At the . same 
power. Cur security responsibility fi; time, it would be idle to dei:iy that In 

· both manageable and unending. We , recent years the m_oral stamina of the 
must undertake si"nificant additioMl West has been senously challenged . . . 
efforts ior the indefinite future. For Basic moral questions are raised : 

. as far ah.ead as we can see, we will livs How do_ we . inspire a _q~estioning new' 
y in ,'l _ twilight area between tra\"IQUilitv '.gener~t1on in _ a relatrv1st . ag~ a~d in 

and '.open confrontation. . _l ~V_soc1ety _o~ impersonal_ !nstituhon5i? \ 
._. •, , •• • 1 Let us not paralyze ourselves ~!-skepticism_ and cymc1s~ _s~p ~he 

'bY.' a rhetoric of weakness. Let us con- ,- spn itual energies_ of our c1v1hza~1on 
1 ,;,entrate qn building the understaridinl.( · at the moment of I ts greatest t~chmral 

of our strategic interests which must and matenal _,suceess? Having_ de• 
un!ferlie -any policy. The fact is that bunked authonty, . will our . societies 

has the West beeu defeated n_ow seek rcfu~e ·111 f~lse s1mplific11-
for lack of strength. Our setbacks havl' ttonsi demagogic certitudes, or ex-
been .'self,infllcted, either becau~e trem,1st panaceas' .. . 
leaders .dlosei objectives that · were As a nation which has accepted t.ha 
beyond our ,. psychological capabilities burden o! lcaclership, the Uniter! 
or becal!se our· legislatures refused to States has a sp~cial responsibility: We 
support what: the ·executive branch must ovcrcdine the traumas · of the rr• 
believed was ~ssential. This-and not cent period, eradicate their rause11 , 

' the \'arious "gaps" that appear in , the and preserve lhe qualities -which wnrld 
' American debate in years divisible by · leadership demands . . . · 

~;,:~. ,- :,:,._ #!, ,. ,: 
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The Washington Post, June 24, 1976 

Q~it
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Quemoy 
A11d Mats.u 

By John Sharkey 
Washington Post Staff Wrller 

The United States is . pull-
ing its military advisers out 
of the ~ationalist Chinete 
islands 6f Quemoy and 
Matsu-two small isla;nas 
off the mainland which hav.e 
been a source· of war ten-
sions between · the United . 
States and China-State De-
partment sources said: yes-
terday. 

The withdrawal could set 
off fireworks in the fight for 
the Republican presidential , 
nom1nation since former 
California Gov. R o n a l d 
Reagan ' has charged Presi-
dent Ford with preparing to 
"sacrif~e•• Taiwan after the 
November .. ~lection ·fpr ·. the 
sake of improving relations 
with Peking. • · 

A State - _Department 
oui-ce said there · had been 
ervous ·concern about the 
os·sible impact of the troop 
utbacks · but the govern-
ent was proceeding any-

way as part of the 1972 
merican promise to·· China 

to end · · the · U.S. military 
resence in Taiwan.'· · 
The first report of the end 

to the Quemoy anti Matsu 
missions was filed yesterday 
by Agence France-Presse 
from Taipei, the Nationalist 
Chinese capital orl Taiwan. 

The AFP report said the 
timing of the move was un-
clear but it was expected to 
be completed no later than 
the end of this month. A 
Pentagon. spokesman said I 
five men were involved but 
could not say what the dead-
line was. 

Reagan made his charge 
about a possible "sacrifice" 
of the lon•g-time U.S. ally, 
Nationalist China, in late 
May. 

'' I happen tp believe my-
self," Reagan said "that, 
yes, we should promote re-
la tionships with mainland 
China-I think this relation-
ship is a deterrent to the ad-
venturesome ness of the So-
viet Union. 

"But at the same time I 

do not believe that Wt . 
should give up.and ~ -
IP ally to. ~il" : · . ! , . . -I" • .:..l 

Reagan's charge ·. ot/··t ·; 
"sacrifice" did not seem: to · . 
cause much . of a polltica,l I 
stir, a government . source . j 
said yesterday_ Nevertheless, '1 
he added, there has been : 
much "twitching" among of- i 
ficials that the administra- . ; 
tion's China ij)olicy might b!!, _ .

1
1 

come embroiled in contro,-
versy. , . j 

Nixon's promise to end :" 
the U.S. military presence in, .,_ 
Nationalist China W11$ me4e· 
in the Shanghai comm11mt - · 
que he signed with . the late ,,. 
Chinese Premier Chou ,En. ,,, 
lai in February, 1973 duriq: .. 
the former President's visit ,,; 
to the mainland. · : ·: ! 

The Unted States said in ~,· 
the communique that the 

, pullout would ._be condi,-,.: 
tioned on the reduction of _ 
tension in the area. 'l'he · 
United States then had 
about 10,000 military m~>-
assigned to Taiwan. 

Some cutbacks we-re ef-
fected within a few montiui 
but the pullout slowed, then' 
halted as the Vietnam War · 
moved to its climax last · 
year. There were. reports in··· 
1975 fuat the American mill• '. 
tary strength in· Taiwan had ,. 
risen slightly. 

The halt in withdrawals <i 
• prompted criticism from Pe-·· 

king that the United States "I 
was not upholding its end of -
the agreement written into ) 
in the Shanghai communi! 
que to work toward. improv- .. 
ing relations. " 

Informed sources ha.ve 
said that during . President • 
Ford's visit to China last De- ·· 
cember he promised -to · · 
move ahead with -the cU:t• 
back. 

Quemoy and Matsu -are abl 
tually island groups lying , 
about 20 miles ·from the. ' 
mainland And apr_oximately ; 
100 miles from Taiwan; · ., 

They figured proniin_ent],y. I 
in the 1960 I?residenti3l: ~ ~-i 
paign befween John·F. Ken~ , 
nedy and Richard M. Ntxo, • 
The islands were beh\l 
heavily shelled by Comtnu, ' 
nist gunners on the main-
land then. When Kennedy · 
suggested the islands wer,e 
not worth the cost and 
should be abandoned as in-
defensible, Nixon charged, 
him with adv o c-a ting 
''surrender." After several· 
days of heated debate, both 
candidates muted their posi-
tions. 



The Washington Post 

Sunday, June 13, 1976 

!;J· ·.· .\ .~ 

,'ll,igJ_;amh!e ':'. ", ,. "> 3; 
,. •• ' ·' •• • • • • I : • .• ••. ' • •. ' ,. • :' • • L.,: i. ' 

/ A majority~ the best ~~t;u :· transf(tl' ' of. power als(rentalls· ~, 
the old aaytng goes. Jimmy Carter .will risks. New men, untested in. their exer-
1118 that argument to ·quell whatever . else of authority, unfaiililiar with· each 
uprtsings ~y threaten the unwonted otbet alid ltttle-known, to the iuit.ron 

.· ~ny'1of the' Democratic Party in they are leading, ire a·gamble. ~--~ ·:, 
the month rernatntng befote be ts om- '!bat gimble ts ·greater wben-u1Ji · 
ctaUy ielected u its prest~entlal nonli- tlit,,: cue-tbeir,pollcles and·• p~ 

· neeln Madison Square Garden. . remain largely une:wnlned ·and ·b· 
>While carter :was busy taking :con- tested.untllatter~ey _areln;pµwer. -~:-

·P"Jtulittory, phone calls from tbe ,van:- · . And the political risk-ts exaggeraiea 
qWlh~ . barons of the · .. parcy . last wben----u ts tbe . cue. this yeat~ 
Wedn.~y, bAi spokesman, Jody J>o,w- , party ts Rlbnlerging tts ,policy deba~ 
ell, ~ -reporters that the former gov- while the opposltlon ts exaggerating-ia 
ll"DGI' wu anxious to head off "any ma- Internal differences on issues. 
jor confrontation on Issues" in the plat- Because ·neither President Ford nor 
farm. Ronald Reagan commands a clear ma-

would have been utonlshtng wer,e jorlty in the Republican convention, ev-=--wlse, for ~t bas been Carters , -ery .. conc$'able difference between 
Crom the outset of bl!I ~paign. · them balJ>ecome a matter of intense 

ADd there wu surely no reason to and harsh debate. -
it in bis moDJ,ent of triumph. . · 

• · .ua'1q, asl4Je for the :,DlOment what . , Both m~ are co~ativ4'8, . ~~t.Jo ""..zi' · · '" ·. · · " bear them tl1k, they repreaent, alfm 
,...,... .~Y1~Y.. !¥0 t ~•\ 1t .is clear · and hostlle1>bll0$opbies. And·the 'lhotlk · 

· ~~=e ~~e: .· wavei Jrom.1thelr Jncreasingly ; ~!, 
: ~C!Onsld~tion of ,,ui~ dltectlons · ~on threat.en to the,Rep':1m.1" 
tM';w,vernment· will go If the Demo- · can Party, :no matter which. of , 
._ •• both the prest_deiicy an~ Con- · finally nomw~ ' . '-.i-"J" 

:,.~ '..~~~~ 81 D~1~ ·~ ,.~e- ' .: ~~~==~!~:==: 
. ,,', 1bat1:el~11-,1i · f111qddwidi:i8Jinlfi- ;Jn~rl)l,,~ f )d~ 
~for;~cq~ttJiN,~-ODly:il~.-1\::_ ~~-~ :.Bltry _Go~:~ 

.,a ~ -~ 1of ending,~~ kmJ Uic:t,.,.,. p-ooiiced O}ieh warfare OD the ~4Jt~ COlft6' 4eadloek betweeh .. tbe' r.-. ....... ,,., ', · 1a· 'tt .. ,;, . • • . -· . ~11-. . ' 'Prest . '' 'ft':~- .....unp orm. ' , '' ' 
1-~~~aoo!,~~~~;)::t. : · . ~ei>eni~ti~~-~t~-~c1i~ 
' ibip 1n ;'both legislative and exec~tive bl 1988 and 1~ AJ a resUlt; t}ie op~~ 
,,branches ~ch as this caplW b~ not tlon parties tn .the last three elect!ti 
\ "81' ill ·decadefl. The natiQ\\ cotild have were so crippled by the •.~ th~-'leh 
, a .. drama~ new start u it enters its their owa convention balls that-t~ 
~.!!9ntury. • · 1 , •• ·• • •. were not able to. mount an effecl:He 

.. . Retirements guarantee there will be challenge to the , eventual _winner. din:-
. a new. Speaker of the House and-new . ing the general election campaign.- .::, 

majority leaders In both tbe House and Those Pre&Wents-Lyndon Johuo11 
Senate: With a new Preatdent and Vice . and Richard Nixon-were. installeci..til · ' ·rr-ctent,· the 'iweep wouid' com~, ') pff~1!1t:h ~e publlc,ung,erstandiiig 

, , , · .. • . . ~. . . . . , , of. th~ir purpo&es. C>r principles. 
., , One, need not be a C&fter;; J>l;rllsan-,., . 19<>t maj(>r and costl. , . y u~heavals qf,;~ 

, or .eveJJ a Democrat-to recogmze the · ~lltical system t<r curb the ap~ 
: poestbuttlee in such a change. The past · for power their · deceptively easy~ 

decade bas been filled wtth trauma for tion victories had induced in them!~ ·• 
-the country-assassinations and civil The coming election need not 
strife, Vietnam, severe inflation and re- that pattern.:...Unless the oppositiot("tbe 
ceuton and the scandals that toppled press and the voters all fail to for~ 
the highest-officials of government. bard debate that it is the candidatlll' 

Alter such a time, a clean break with duty to provide. >'?..'·· 
the put can be therapeutic and llberat- But the promise of a bright new* 
1n,. Tbat kind of change ts -now possi- in Washington must also, under tlaec-
ble. . cumstances, be described as one· bia 

But, to be realistic, such a massive gamble. · 



Election: Comment 

:·-~--P residei1 tial-Choices· and Decisions· 
-· - 1 

·- I< 
_ Th~ Sun strongly rec:;:qmmends that Mary~ p~or Mr. Brown from Governor Mand~, Bal~ 

·land Republicans vote for President Ford in. thE: _ _ ti _ or~ Co~nty E_ ~ec~_tive ~enetoulis, thr b'Mal-
May l!i pr:imary. His opponent, former Gover- - - ley- oyer combme m Prmce Georgt;S county ~n<ir Ronald Reagan of California. has shown _ and. \:ario_us political bosses in BaltiJflore city, 

._himself to be- unsuited for the. presidency - the Maryland primary is very much i. contest. -
~th_rough his -reckless handling of foreign J)Olicy --, _ - It is\ a contest, however, only bec'~use Gover~ · 
issues. Voters must ask themselves what would · ·-• - nor Brd-wn is using Maryland P9liticians-,_ and _ 
-l?e the repercussions-of sending Mr. Reagan to -being ~d by them, for separati purposes. His -
'the White House. Latin American leftists wouid _ purpose i~to cause a late-pri9lry sensation in 
.'.e;ploit Mr_. Reagan's vow to perpetuate a U'.S. : _ • Maryland; evada and California and_ become a , 
'.;s<>v~reignty" over the_ Panama. Canal that has --lead~ng figu e in a stop-Cartef m~vement at the 
never existed. Black Africans would consider - Madison Square Garden convention. He. would 
the U. S. government committed to Mr. Rea- ·. like the nomillation. to be sf e, but his- more re-
;gan's dear preference-for the _white minority alistic goal is \quick national reputation. 
·regimes of Rhodesia- ·and South :Africa. _The This newspa~does n,bt consider Governor-· 
iorlcfs. perceptioh :of the U. s: government _. Brown a credib presidehtial candidate at this 
~ou!d be distressinglf close to the caricature its -· time. He bas a ce in _b/ illiance and an intrigu- _ 
.enemies like to dra_w: _ a jingoistic,. imperialist, ing personality, t he' is too brittle, too ·un- . 
.domineering country tainted by white racism ·: . -~ _ formed; --Strong , ~land support for· Mr . . 
::>.We do n~t believe_the American people ~ant' _ -_- Brown_~oul_d, ;howe1f1serve the useful p~rpose 
to be seen m so unfair and unfavorable a light. . _- of keepmg. pressure \Ott -Governor Carter m the 
'l'be United States is still sorting out the lessons · , run~up-to the convention. · _ 
'of Vietnam, still trying to find means of protect• The former ~ia go:',!ernQr:_ has_ cam- -
'i~g itse~f and i~ allies f:o~ ari _expansi~nist : - · paigned ~defatiga9\Y\ for two years. -He has 
,~1et UmoJ! while estabhslling hes of friendship- _ -- been to virtually _eye~·state,, has contested ev-
and _mutual interest _ with, Third World nations; ____ --~ry pri_mary _ and f auc~s. In · comparison with 
This _ task not easy in the best of circum- other·candi~ates,[ he has not been reticent or 
stances, considering how intense is the competi,- . particularly amb\guotis fn discussing many hard 
tioil _for :he wo_rld'~ resources. It would be irp~ - - ~es: _ Indeed hef has-~n willing to ~haUenge-
_pc,ss1ble if the Uruted States adqpted the nar~ - his party's feal~y to the power and W1Sdorn of 
row; 81!)Jisli; ·-counter~productive, nationalism · big governmend in Washington. Governor Cart-
preached by Mr. Reagan. -_ , , , - -er's mastery lver the cotnplex machinery of _ 
0:.::~ Unfortunately for the Republican party and · · choosing a nopinee reflec\s a shrewdl}ess an_d 
the -nation... President Ford has failed to -cope _ _ coolness tllat ro~ld serve hi,m well in the White 
with-the Reagan challenge. The result has been House. The fad that he would be the first Presi-a- burst of- primary election reverses .for the - -deodrom th' South:in,modefp $1~ adQS to his 
~fiient'that'threaten~ a 1964~style battle be- . , potentiaHo/ lend _some_ of tlte unity for which. 
t,veen· rigbtwingers and moderates. at the GOP _ many Amemcans, yearn. Yet }ijs political magic 
~io~al con~entfon in Kansas City. - _ _ - - _ : . _· has derive1. maiplyfrpm his s~ted belief in the 
·.: '- ~e believe Mr, F'ord deserves th~ no_mination : . goodness qf the American peopil_e. In. th~>~fter- -
not Just because he has been a healmg influence - math of Vietnam and W.atergat'i.and the bnbery -
in the -country bu: beca~ his h~ndling ~f the· -- -scarid~ls,/~k Carter has touche<\ ari evangelical 
i_overnmen!, particularly m the f:eld of dom~ _ yearnm~ for ~eassurance 31:d re~twal.:~ -: - , 
tic econonucs, has become steadlly surer with - - -~--~election of a President ~ay be essen•,: 
the passage of time. A resouncflng Maryland ti.illy a act of faith-a faith-Mr: Carter.has e:r-: 
vote for Mr. Ford on May 18 would be useful in __ _- pr _ anl evoked more pointedly than any · 
_keeping the ~epublican pa~.i~ a position to of- other _litician of-our ~~n.eratio~. ·¥u_tthere is 
.fet. leadersbxp rather than d1V1s1veness. :- -- no~d ymg that many citizens remam: uneasy 
:.::_.-. W'hi-1~ the Re~blican-- choice_ stark-a_:mr -·_ abo · '. hun_· __ __ • And because we share t4'at uneask 
compelling, a mo~- subtle dec1s1on must be- · n_ we do not endorse Governor Cprrer-al- -
'made by Ma,ryland Democrats. Ours is the first · , -· though his nomination -may -be-assured. Mary .. 
primary in which fo~er Governor James E. · _ · It:' Republicans have a clear choice iii the May 
Carter of ~rgia, a for~dable frontrunner, is -- - 1 voting;-Maryland Democrats must \ make a _____ .. 
being_op~ ~y Governol\Edrnun~ G._ Brown. ____ dt ision not so mu~h on t?e ~andidate a~ on !~e ,: -! ,-- c, (,' 
Jr., of Cali!orrua. 'Because of. orgamzation suir ... -'- ~ll'CtµnStances of his nommat1on. ,, _ . ,\.;:, _. 

, Baltimore Sun, 5/9/76 u 
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To 
THE WHITE HO 

WASHINGTO 

DATE May 20"i/6 

TO: JerryH. Jones 

FROM: WAYNE H, VALIS 

For your information __ x __ _ 

Per our conversation -----
Othe r: I think this is a very 

interesting summary of Reagan's point 
of view of the current situation on the 
Republican side. I believe in many 
ways it's an accurate preview of the 
struggle to come. 
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A NEWSLETTER THAT TELLS YOU WHAT IS HA?PE~ING ON THE AMERICAN RIGHT 
Copyright <D 1976 Richard A. Viguerie Co., Inc. 

Dear Subscriber: 

CLOSE REAGAN/FORD RACE MEANS BITTER FIGHT FOR DELEGATES. Last week Reagan campaign 
manager John Sears pried loose for Reagan 15 previously uncommitted New York delegates 
to the GOP national convention. At the same time, Gerald Ford was talking by phone tc 
West Virginia GOP governor Arch Moore, trying to sew up the majority of that state's 
11 uncommitted 11 28 delegates. , 

Neither GOP candidate has been able to score a knockout blow. Ford's wins in Michigan 
(65%-34%) and in Maryland (58%-42%) this week merely kept his campaign frcm collapsing 
just as Reagan's March 23 win in North Carolina barely kept him in the ring at that 
time. 

We think there will be very few surprises in the remaining three weeks of primaries. 
Reagan will probably increase his already impressive lead (to over 100 delegates) 
among committed delegates; Ford will retain his current substantial lead (ever 100 
delegat2s) among the officially uncommitted delegates. 

The day before the Michigan and Maryland primaries, Human Events published a complete 
(and, we believe, basically realistic) state-by-state estimate of how the GOP conven-
tion first ballot will go: Ford 1103; Reagan 1156; needed to win, 1130. Since Ford 
won 98 delegates in Michigan and Maryland rather than the 36 delegates Human Events 
p,edicted, their revised tally would show Reagan leading by only 29 on the first bal-
lot - - too narrow a margin to be meaningful at this time. 

The analysts are now split in their predictions. Commentators Evans and Novak said 
{May 12) they think for the first time Reagan is a slight favorite for the nomination. 
Rival commentator Kevin Phillips said (May 14) a Reagan first ballot victory is 11 now 
plaus-:ble. 11 On the other hand, conservative columnist James J. Kilpatrick was simul-
taneously predicting a first ballot victory for Gera·1d Ford. 

We think the winner will be determined by campaign skills at political infighting. 

John Sears' reputation as a shrewd vote counter and experienced delegate hunter is 
about to be put to a severe test. The Ford campaign has no staffer who can match 
Sears• experience in these areas unless, as has been very reliably rumored, F. Clifton 
Whi~e will join the Ford team full time to counter Sears. Until now White has been 
helping the Ford effort in the northeast among uncommitted delegates. 

Both GOP presidential campaigns have been embarrass~d by firings, resignations, inter-
nal feuds, financial problem~ and a lack of administrative skills. Their battle, we 



- PO ITICA 
WHAT'S HAPPENING ... WHO'S AHEAD ... IN POLITICS TODAY 

1750 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. • Room 1312 • Washington, D.C. 20006 • 202-298-7850 

To: f '":, Our Subscri bers 

May 26, 1976 - No. 259 

From: Evans-Novak 

President Gerald R. Ford's better-than-expected performances in the 
Kentucky and Tennessee Republican Presidential primaries yesterday prevented 
former California Gov. Ronald Reagan from regaining his previous momentum and 
marginally improved his own nomination chances in three ways: 1) Deprived RR 
of the psychological surge that would have a ccompanied a five-out-of- six 
winning day; 2) Reduced RR's projected delegate total slightly; 3) Most impor-
tant, cast doubt among GOP fence-sitting politicians about the stabili ty and 
good sense of Ronald Reagan because of his willingness-to- consider- selling-the-
TVA gaffe made last week. Our overall estimate: President Ford is in better 
shape than a week ago, and is a better than even shot to win the nomination. 

Since Mr. Ford will score heavily in Ohio and New Jersey on June 8th, 
Reagan must win California the same day, and he may have to win by a commanding 
margin to influence greatly the caucus-selected and uncommitted delegates 
remaining. The threat by anti-Reagan Republican legislators to change the 
California GOP primary from winner-take-all to proportional representation is 
.a threat to the very heart of the Reagan candidacy. As we go to press, it is 
about a 50-50 bet that this ploy will succeed. 

On the Democratic side, Georgia Gov. Jimmy Carter's three defeats in the 
Oregon, Idaho and Nevada Presidential primaries yesterday indicate growing 
voter resistance to him. He is still the favorite for a first-ballot nomination , 
but the chances of stopping him are l-in-5 compared to 1-in- 8 a week ago. 
Assuming he will lose to California Gov. Jerry Brown in the California primary. 
his prospects are now tightly tied to the Ohio and New Jersey primaries. If 
he fails to get a majority of the delegates in either state, he is hurt. If 
he actually loses either state (unlikely), he could be stopped. --

What Sen. Edward M. Kennedy is up to is a mystery to everybody, including 
perhaps Teddy Kennedy. But he has made abundantly clear that he has deep 
reservations about Jimmy Carter, and that is not good news for Carter either . 

GOP 

May 25: Here are some conclusions about yesterday's six primaries: 
1) We feel that the most decisive factor in transforming what had 

figured to be a big day for RR into a standoff was his amazing statement in 
Tennessee that he might sell the TVA. That, unquestionably, was the margin · 
of victory for Ford in Tennessee (where ·.RR ran poorly in TVA country and very 
well elsewhere) and contributed to Ford's wi n in Kentucky. 

2) Because Reagan ran so well in the thr ee states that he won (Arkansas, 
Nevada and Idaho), his margin in delegates for the day, at least 24, was not 
much worse than he'd projected and a little bet t er than Ford had hoped for. 
With the prospect of a very tight delegate race down to the wire in Kansas City , 

Copyright () 1976 by the Evan5-No,,ak Political Report Company 
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Harris Survey 

'Nice guy' ,. 
. .. - -

Fo1~d ·has 
,r , . .... 

Problems 
By Louis Harris 
THE PRDURY :5EASON !las not 

been kind co Presirie:it ford. His diffi-
culties in fending off the cil.illenges of 
former California Gov. Ronald Reagan 
have lowered the American people's 
confidence in his ability to govern_ 

Survey- fmciings also sugg~st .that-the 
ionger the--st.uggle within the Republi-
can Party ~ntinues , the 1ess c:fance the 
GOP appears to have oi c-.:-micg ut> with · 
a ·.vumer at its mid-August convention in 
Kansas City. 

~rald Ford, of course. still has sJme 
real and valuable assets in r.he puolic's 
view, as measurM in an in-depth survey 
taken among a cross section of l,-!31 
adults nationwide late- last month_ 

II . .\. ;2 l)e!' ,;em majorir.y saw him as ·'a 
man. of high mtegrit-.-." C'.lmpared -,.,1th 
15 per cent who rejec•ec ·this opinion. 
And integrity is a particuiar:y im"[)ortant 
annbute for any canriidace :n the post-
Waterga:!! era. 

.~n even :-Jg.her· :-s ::i~ ~ent viewed. ~he 
?:-esicient 2.s ··:. ::ice 5..1y." while :.l per 
~2:1c. ciid :10t ,fo :;o. 

~;:~~-cz- ?"£1t (: Z~"!" ·l~retd ?"rci. '"~:1£.. 
~t00'l !O :~~iv· J.g;1inst ' ··n~r,35c:· ,, l} 

hat .s. ~ood. : ·ur.!le 
.;~!· :e~t ·il.Sa~T~e~. 

-:.. ~l ..,er ·'~PX ~:-.f 1t! :·· =~1.;Q ~·::r:i 
·· ::lr- £:L ·1•-,r ·~ "W 
.iee;img ~-!enr"'' Kiss: ,:"I,).,.. " J • • '!"et~" 

~t.~te. 1 -,~e,.v '.."~ e"''gq 1v d fe!"' ~-="•· F-w:! aas '.J~eii c:1a1!enge-i on :he 
ti:lssi.nger issue 'ly ::!eagan. and the sur-
vey resuits !.n<iie2te- most •roters ad::nl!"e 
i:is defense of ,he s~retary. ,-1.rnong Re-
;iublicans, an even higher 3o ;ier ce!lt 
backed him in his support of Kissinger, , 
while 22 per cent did :1ot . 

out on a nwnber oc ":.ev dimensions, 
ser:ous c!oubcs about F j r::: ;ave now aris-
en [n :he minds of the public: 

A substantial.J:! per cgm neariy r.;vo 
.ii e•;e_r:.- :.:u-ee ::;ersons-:;ah:i :ne ,2:-esi-
1:e!'!t '·:s ~cc 7e~r ~ner•c.r,,;g;i ::\ :oreigi • 

Slection! News 

and that is his ·weak p~-int," 
while 9 er cent disagreed. Last Octo-
ber, a 5,j ;,er .:-:nt maJori. ce t ,he same/'/ 
way [ versus 28 per cent disagreeingj. J 

It is apparent that, as Reagan has 
attacked him on defanse and foreign"' 
policy areas, confidence in Ford as the 
steward of the cotmtry in world affairs 
has diminished. 

FURTHER, 60 PER CEXT indicated 
they are still '¢onYJilced Ford "ciici not. 
4g the riizht thing jn :zjving fotmt:r Pres-
ident :Yhcon a full oardon.'r while 29 oer 
cent dispmea ,ms ·i1ew. -

E.t en among Reou.ouc:ms. -!5 per cent 
fauited rum on ::his, ,mile 43 per cent 
disagreed. 

while the :>Exon issue aas not hurt 
Ford in the ;Jl"imaries. it · could be a 
serious ;natter ln the fall election if he 
is nominated. 

.--\ pluraiity or -!8 cer cent agreed Ford 
"has become too much a Dart oi the 
1~ashin1ton. J .C .. ~tablishment. whicn 
!s out o touch ·.vith the country;" a view , 
r!,lecced by 33 per cen~ Although 44 per 
cent of Republicans surveyed denied 
this charge, primar:ly made by Reagan. 
versus 2& per C';!nt '.VOO agreed. J_7 ,er 
cem ot :ndecendems. crucial to rne 1..:D P 
J :E iS rn win in 5fovem~r. \l!gr~-•mh 
it C while 36 per cent d~d not J . _ 

A 33 per cent majority agreed Ford 
"has let Ronald Reagan put him con:.-
pleteiy on the dfilensive." while '27 per 
cent disagreed. Among Republicans. 5--! 
per cent agreed and :31 per cent did not. 

In the rec~t California primary. 71 
:ier cent of •he Reoubiicans surveved 

. considered. Reagan . a more effective 
c:unpaigner :han ,;1e President. ·,viiile 16 
_;ier cent dispuce<i ,hlS view .. 

nAI.7 OF :::-WSE uueried disa~reed 
with :he 7:ew ·:1ac ,, ,1rd ·''las -ione J. 

good. ~ob ,r 1rmgmg rhe ctnctry 1rr 1.t.. 
:i:.e :ecess1ot("'" vmie .:5 o~r ,:~m ,1green 
-~~l1 · t. :;c ·\·.:e•.-~r . )i.,.. ~er -~~!~t , H !j,c 
:i1!DU01\c::n ·:,r.e!·5 ::-~f"~ren J.x-1 ,n :;;.? 

~t ~:.y ;·.! ·:-u.:-st ~::;r!~:t~ .:er : 1r:1 
.;.r.~ ··\·:o .. =;ctc!n~ .J2e ~1:~~!:lP.!;ts ,:2f:o ;.J 

~r=.!Ilar:t :aon ~~ n.s ;!naed: 
tirst4 w 1er· ·;er.k q.:rr~ .._~at 1

! ~ 
'toes r:oc ;.flSJir~ c~nildencg ·u .. 11a 
\·•mite House as a :?-:-estae!lt shOW(! ..• an 
0piruon :~;ec~e-.1 .iv .~ ;;er cent. 2.::,mmi-
cans ien:; ·bs :ac:~ 01: ~~nrtaence. JU!: 
only :,y .µ~.r cent ,o 39 per cent. 

Secor.d.~::e, cent. a :.,r,,;;r,· 
:-e · ·1

1 A ~1cn :.., •: 

Juaar: :z, ··e!';us :~ ::er c:e!:t 11s-ou:,,nz 
::~. u: .:.c:eD~!":c. "":!1(~ ls-;r~d ·"·"i.:~1 ,Ai ~-; 

..-,: :r~il }UV!lC \.' :ii .:ie ~:. : ~-::! ::11 ... =~r :~1~: 
:o :er .!en! ~; .l~t. 
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~·s--c.L·ie -,,- ;_ -r .', . ,. l ,, --~ c · .. ,L. l;::=:n6 or decrei!s:n2 s11ght y. · 
--CJ\·~~ 1 -·· . ':~e ,~2.st ye.:ir, according to Charlene Dougher-
,:.- of :':e E.1•,ironme r.t,d Defense Fund-the group 
czrrying ,he Ieg2I battle for 13 other environmental 
groups-the Fisheries Sen·ice h2s been negligent and 
in cc,:.sistent in c2.~rying out its mandate. During this 
period !\1\1FS has rever,c:ed field twice. The first flip-
flop occu rred la st fall. In Seritember, it first announced 
it would impose a quota o~ the number of-porpoises 
killed and esta blish a more extensive on-board observer 
program to monitor the tuna industry: ·However, by 
December, when it came time to renew fishing permits 
and it was clear that the mortality rate had jumped from 
98,000 to 134,000 over the vea;, NMFS decided notto 
issue a quota. NMFS al-so failed to keeo its word on the 
observer program. · ·" --~ ~- ·0

·:· - .,,_., ·: " .. • 

A second spectacular reversal took place -following 
the Richey ruling. Rather than simply comply with the 
decision, NMFS ordered the tuna fishers to halt all gear 
and technique improvement. Then two weeks later, it 
appealed Richey's decision and won ··.backdor ;: the 
fishermen, at least temporarily, the-right=:t:o ;:continue 
killing porpoises. It also promised to impose a quota-

. something it had resisted for two years. And, crowning 
its erratic behavior, NMFS toid the court.that it could 
have a "workable" OSP within 90 days....:.another task 
that until this summer seemed completely beyond its 
capacity. -~ · 

Negligence is apparen tly nothing new · at NMFS. 
Congressiorial testimony by former tuna :. fisherman 
Alix Jay revealed not long ago that NMFS h~s failed to 
police fishing operations. Quoting from the·reports of 
observers employed by NMFS, Jay described not only 
the slaughter of porpoises .but other - questionable 
activities. One striking example: with the knowledge of 
NMFS, fishing crew .. s. occasionally use ,unwashed fuel 
tanks to hold tuna. In an effort to extend. their fishing 
range (the tuna are getting scarce) £ishermen·fill their 
storage tanks with extra fuel. When :they sight tuna, 
they often dump the fuel overboard,, ·then·;load the 
unwashed tanks with fish. . . 

Considering NMFS' wavering on the-.-Marine·Mam-
mal Act, the proposed legislation·~of.''..Re.p: . Robert 
Leggett (D, Calif.) appears wholly inadequate_;_The bill 
(HR 13865) essentially provides reli~f,<-f~r..:the tuna 
industry from Judge Richey's decision and the 1972 law 
banning the killing of marine mammals ~.It ·places more 
discretionary power in the hands of NMFS, the group 
Charlene . Dougherty says is "most at fault for th e 
position we are in today ." The bill fails to increase the 
amount of research funds , which are sorely needed if 
humane fishing methods are to be found . Most 
sign:Eicantiy, it de1etes the current requirement for 
de term ining the OSP for porpoises and actualiv allows 
th e killing to continue unabated. Environm;ntali sts 
view the Leggett bill as blatant special-interest 
legis!.:;tion and find it incredible that Congress would 
entert.::in the roposal. 

7 

Ironi cally, even if Judge Richey's strict interpretation 
of the ]972 act were carried out, the tuna interests 
would hardly suffer. The yeilowfin caught "on 
porpoise" make up_ no more than 15 percent of the 
marketed tuna. Des.pite cries of potential economic 
disaster, the tuna ind ustry has nothing in common \•1ith 
the solitary fisherman struggling against the sea, for 60 
percent of the bus iness is controlled by seven mul-
tinational corporations (C.H.B. Foods; Caribbean 
Marine Services Co.; Zapata Ocean Resources; Star- · 
Kist, a di vision of H.J. Heinz Co.; Del Monte, a division 
of Castle & Cooke; Van Camp, a division of Ralston 
Purina; Bumble Bee Seafoods, a division of Castle & 
Cooke). Cries of injustice must be taken with a grain of 
salt, too, because the industry, under a price-fixing 
consent order since 1957, faces another Federal Trade 
Commission investigation soon for ,·-·price fixing, 
antitrust violations and failure to adhere to the earlier 

· order. 
Michael:Douglas 

At the press confe rences and other appearances a, ound 
the country, Vice President Rockefeller is saying what 
Gerald Ford and his people at the White House are 
saying to each other and will be saying in public with 
ever-increasing fervor if the President is nominated at 
Kansas City in August. Thus ·Rockefeller when he is 
asked about the President's· prospects: "I bel ieve 
President Ford will be nominated on the first ballot and . 
elected in November, and I can tell you -why-because 
his record is really extraordinary. Two years ago this 

-country was faced with -:- :_tremendously difficult . 
problems: loss of respect O and confidence in the 
executive branch of government; the economic crisis 
with inflation, unemployment,Tecession;and problems 
in the world that almost looked insurmountable. Two 
years later, what has happened? The President has 
restored confidence and respect in government, in the 
White House. He has cut the inflation ra te in half. 
There are 3,200,000 more people working today in the 
Uni ted States than there were a year 2go- an 
absolutely phenomenal growth. The growt!. ,2te of the 
economy is 8.7 percent. Nobody thought that inflation 
could be controlled and jobs restored both at t:-ie same 
time. But he has done it. He has done it by his courage, 
by his belief in fundamental values. And on r0;:-, Gf .:di 
that, we have peace in the world. So in myo?i;--,:on the 
American people are not going to '"'·ant to cha«\:;e tl.z t 
kind of leadership ." 

The point of quoting this homily at lengtl-: is ,hat, 
with some allowance for an advocate's rht>toric, it _is 
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Carter and the Liberal Unions 

Division of Labor 
by Ken Bode 
In the Washington offices of the Labor Coalition 
Clearinghouse, there is a presidential delegate chart, a 
count of delegates elected and pledged to the various 
candidates, which you will never see. It shows how well 
Jimmy Carter is doing compared to Henry Jackson or 
Mo Udall, and it reveals the uncommitted totals; it 
al so includes subtotals and classifications that reflect its 
keepers' assumption that a first ballot nomination is 
already all but impossible. What the Coalition leaders 
want to know now is how many delegates are affiliated 
with labor unions, how many were slated, endorsed, or 
elected with union help and how long they are bound by 

law or party rules to vote for their initial preference. 
Last September, the presidents of nine- generally 

liberal labor unions met and approved a game plan 
designed by their political and legislative staffs (see "Six 
Million Workers Minus George Meany," TNR, Jan. 31, 
1976). The unions include the Communications 
Workers (CWA); the Machinists; the American Federa-
tion of State, County, and Municipal Employees 
(AFSCME); the Electrical 'vVorkers; the Oil, Chemical 
and Atomic Workers; Graphic Arts International; the 
Auto Workers (UAW); the Mine Workers (UMW) and 
the National Education Association (NEA). All but 
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NEA, the UAW and the Mine Workers are AFL-CIO 
affiliates, but in this year's presidential campaign, all 
are acting independently of the larger federation. 

The Coalition arrangement called for a multi-
candidate strategy designed primarily to win delegates 
and influence for labor at Madison Square Garden. 
With eight primaries, a dozen caucuses and most filing 
deadlines now passed, it is possible to do a preliminary 
summation of the Coalition's accomplishments, its 
commitments in the remaining primaries, and also to 
log some of the criticisms that its strategy and successes 
have engendered. 

B eing permanently bound to no single candidate 
enabled the nine unions to remain flexible in a year that 
has defied most prognostications, and Coalition leaders 
are trying to stick to that strategy even now when their 
options in doing so are sharply diminished. In Iowa, 
New Hampshire and Massachusetts, the unions were 
divided among Carter, Udall, Shriver, Bayh, Harris and 
Jackson, winning some delegates with each man, even 
in instances where labor-endorsed candidates ran 
against one another.When Bayh-the pragmatic and 
ideological favorite of many Coalition leaders-
dropped out, they barely missed a step in switching 
many of their already slated delegates from Bayh to 
Udall in New York. 

At this point, Coalition leaders refuse to disclose how 
many union delegates have actually been elected-
ostensibly because, like presidential candidat-es, they'do· 
not want to fall short of their own projections, but also 
because too much obvious success might breed 
misgivings about their purposes. Conservative es-
timates show that in Florida, where Carter got 
unanimous Coalition backing, one third of his delegates 
will be union members. In Massachusetts, the Coalition 
claimed about 14 delegates, in New York, about 30; 
they got half-a-dozen from Illinois and exactly half of 
the 40 picked thus far in the caucus-convention system 
in Iowa. In each of these places, at-large delegates 
remain to be chosen-usually by those delegates 
already elected-and the unions expect to better their 
positions at that time. For example, AFSCME ran 40 
phones for two-and-a-half weeks for Udall before the 
New York primary, and there is a reasonable expecta-
tion that union district executive director Victor 
Gotbaum will be among those added to that delegation. 

In other places, like Wisconsin, primaries are over but 
delegate selection lies ahead. There the Coalition 
unions-mainly the Auto Workers, AFSCME and the 
Communications Workers-backed Udall in seven 
districts, Carter in two. They made an estimated 90,000 
phone calls, sent political mailings to about 110,000 
union families, and ran a get-out-the vote drive on 
primary day. "Every poll in the state showed Carter 10 
to 14 points ahead two weeks before the primary," says 
one Coalition organizer, who adds, "We kept Udall 
alive." They also gave Carter a narrow victory in one of 
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the districts where he had Coalition backing and his 
largest plurality in the other. When delegates are 
named, the unions expect consideration from both 
camps. 

With federal matching funds embargoed and filing 
deadlines, slating sessions and primaries piled one upon 
the other, the manpower and resources offered by the 
unions have become increasingly valuable. The · 
Coalition's ability to bargain with those candidates it 
endorses in order to get union-approved delegates on 
presidential slates has increased correspondingly. In 
Indiana, where the Coalition is backing Carter 
throughout the state, the unions opened their 
negotiations with Carter's managers by asking for 80 
percent of the total delegates they won in that state. 
"We didn't do that well," admits a Coalition staff 
member. "We settled on a formula with a sliding scale. 
If Carter does well, we11 get more than if he does 
poorly. If we produce, we're entitled to a larger 
percentage." The unions concluded a similar incentive 
arrangement with Carter in Connecticut, where the 
Coalition has a combined membership of about 250,000 
people, nearly all of them registered Democrats. 

Holding to the multi-candidate, no-endorsement 
strategy is more complicated now that the picture has 
begun to clear and the range of options has diminished. 
At the moment, it is still Carter, Jackson or Udall-
whoever the local membership will support, whoever 
looks most like a winner, and whoever will make a deal. 
One candidate who refused to make a deal was Henry 
Jackson-at least in Ohio. There the Coalition proposed 
to back Jackson in nine districts, other candidates in the 
remaining fourteen. "They offered to join us where we 
were strong, districts we figured to win anyway," says 
one of Jackson's managers, "and where we needed help, 
they were backing our opposition. In return for that 
they wanted to name a large share of our delegates." 
Jackson demanded an all or nothing deal for Ohio, 
and-except for the Machinists who broke away from 
the Coalition and are backing Jackson statewide-
nothing is what he got. The remaining unions are 
backing Udall in nine districts, Carter in 10, and local 
favorite sons in the remaining four. 

No union president has yet endorsed a single 
candidate though the Machinists are seen to be headed 
to Jackson; "In reality, they're already there," says a top 
official of another union. Two other presidents, 
Leonard Woodcock of the UAW and Jerry Wurf of 
AFSCME, probably the most influential men in the 
Coalition, are clearly leaning to Carter-not because 
he's their first choice, "But when the electability factor 
is weighted in . _ . " 

During a recent campaign visit to Michigan, Carter 
addressed a meeting of 700 or so UAW members and 
their families at the late Walter Reuther's home local, 
accompanied by Woodcock and Mayor Coleman Young 
of Detroit, one of the first black politicians in the 
country to come to Carter's defense in the flap over 
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ethnic purity. Bill Dodds, the union's Washington-
based political director, described Carter's reception as 
"electrifying." Shortly thereafter, the UAW leadership 
met and decided not to endorse in the upcoming 
Michigan primary. Some believe that Carter's ethnic 
purity remark cost him that endorsement; others claim 
the union is internally too divided to decide. 

Wurf's tilt to Carter is more surprising and more 
tenuous. Wurf is both a liberal and the president of the 
nation's largest public employee union; Jimmy Carter is 
a moderate-to-conservative Democrat, and despite his 
protestations delivered in the nation's capital last week 
("I don't believe I ever made an anti-Washington, anti-
government statement"), both his stump rhetoric and 
paid advertising are consistently anti-Washington and 
anti-government. Carter is very much a part of the 
"beating down of government in this campaign," which 
Wurf regards as "pandering" to the electorate. "What 
we're really talking about," he says, "is the delivery of 
services, and because of the position I hold, that 
concerns me. Right now, we're under attack and we're 
trying to find some rational answers to demagogy. 
Perhaps there is a measure of legitimacy in some of 
these criticisms, along with a measure of bullshit, and 
maybe it will all lead to a useful reexamination. But 
right now it has made candidates shy away from 
government solutions to serious problems and needs." 

Nevertheless, Wurf is favorable to Carter: 'Tm 
impressed with the fact that when I ask.I1im questions, 
he doesn't give me the answers I like, but he sticks to 
the answers he gives. He's vague, but in some \,fJil.ys 

· that's better than the utopias these other guys spin off, 
things we could never send over to the Congress." 

By continuing their pragmatic stance of endorsing 
Jackson and Carter delegates now that the field is nar-
rowed and Udall, the only progressive remaining, is 
weak and needs help, the Coalition Clearinghouse has 
drawn some fire from its liberal allies, especially on the 
matter of Carter: "Jimmy Carter is the fellow who went 
to Houston in 1972 and called a press conference to kick 
off the stop-McGovern movement. A year later, he 
went to Columbus, Ohio and tried to organize his 
fellow Democratic governors against partisan exploita-
tion of Watergate. He's weak on the issues that the 
unions claim they care most about-full employment, 
national health insurance and right-to-work. He was 
against aid to New York City until the New York 
primary, and he's for ethnic purity. It was one thing for 
the Coalition unions to be for Carter as a means of 
eliminating Wallace; now that they've accomplished 
that, they should at least hold this fellow to a high 
enough standard to find out what he's for." 

Remarks like these draw a mixed response from 
Coalition leaders and strategists. One UAW official 
admits: "In supporting Carter for the limited purpose of 
beating Wallace and getting delegates, it's possible we 
have created a kind of Frankenstein monster that we 
can't stop." Says Jerry Wurf: "Do I have any reser-
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vations about Carter? Look at whose pictures are on 
my wall-Eugene Debs and Norman Thomas. Going 
from that to Jimmy Carter is going a distance." On the 
other hand, the Coalition's chief strategist, Mike Miller 
of the Communications Workers, says flatly, "Our 
strategy was set a long time ago and we are sticking to 
it. Anyone who has looked at filing deadlines knows 
that it's too late to do much switching around now." 

Here, roughly, is how the nine-union Coalition 
stands in upcoming key states: Pennsylvania (178 
delegates) supporting individual labor delegates on · 
various slates-Jackson, Carter, Udall, Shapp and 
uncommitted-and obviously not participating in the 
emerging stop-Carter movement organized by party 
regulars and the state's AFL-CIO leaders; Texus (130) 
mainly Bentsen but some union delegates are also on 
Carter slates; Indiana (75) backing Carter statewide; 
Michigan (133) no endorsement, but the largest union 
(UAW) is leaning to Carter; Ohio (152) mainly Udall and 
Carter; New Jersey (108) mainly backing uncommitted 
slates, with some support for Carter; California (280) 
mainly behind the Jerry Brown "native son" candidacy, 
but some support for Carter, -~ome for Jackson and 
some for Church. In the two largest remaining 
convention states: Missouri. (71) backing an uncom-
mitted, pro-Humphrey strategy designed by party 
regulars and led by Sen. Thomas Eagleton; Connecticut 
(51) backing Carter unanimously. 

Carter was quick to appreciate the tangible benefits 
of Coalition help, and he has moved to soften 
opposition from within the unions to his candidacy. 
When the revised Humphrey-Hawkins full employ-
ment bill was released, he quickly endorsed it. Before 
announcing his own national health insurance 
program, a modification of the Kennedy bill with 
provisions for participation by the insurance com-
panies, he met privately with Woodcock and Wurf and 
convinced them that his scheme was unobjectionable. 
On the ethnic purity flap, Jackson, Udall and even 
President Ford all made public statements close to the 
substance of Carter's, thereby taking much of the sting 
out of what might have been a permanent setback for 
the former Georgia governor. 

Ethnic purity did cause Carter some trouble with his 
labor supporters-at least for a time. Most are now 
prepared to accept his denial that it represented a bid 
for the backers of George Wallace and also his 
explanation that it was merely a slip. They are also 
impressed by the speed with which Carter has been able 
to recoup his black support. Says Wurf: "If it was a 
fumble, let him recover and see where it goes. I've been 
mau-maued myself on occasion-not for that, but for 
things like that." 

But people close to Carter have privately admitted to 
riends that the incident was not spontaneous, that 

some, if not all, of the offending phrases, "ethnic 
purity," "black intrusion," "diametrically different 
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AM-EUROPE SKED 7-16 
BY RAY NOSELEY 

UNITED PRESS INTERNATIAONL 
JIMMY CARTER WAS HAILED IN EUROPE FRIDAY AS THE RETURN OF THE 

"HONEST SHERIFF" TO AMERICAN POLITICS AND THE "ODDS-ON FAVORITE" TO 
BECOME THE NEXT _u.s. PRESIDENT. OTHER EUROPEANS SAID THE DEMOCRATIC 
CANDIDATE HAD "LACK OF VISION." 

CARTER'S NOMINATION AS THE DEMOCRATIC CANDIDATE DREW NO COMMENT 
FROM GOVERNMENTS. BUT MAN-IN-THE-STREET REACTION AND NEWSPAPER 
COMMENT WERE MOSTLY FAVORABLE. 

THE SOVIET COMMUNIST PARTY NEWSPAPER PRAVDA SAID CARTER IS "A 
REALIST" ON FOREIGN POLICY WHO FAVORS DETENTE BUT IS SUBJECT TO THE 
INFLUENCE OF "THE MILITARY-INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX, REACTIONARY HEADS OF 
TRADE UNIONS AND ZIONIST CIRCLES." · 

LONDON'S DAILY MAIL, CALLING CARTER "THE ODDS-ON FAVORITE" TO 
BECOME PRESIDENT, SAID HE iAS "A TRUE FOLK HERO WHO, IN HIS OWN AREA, 
HAS DEFEATED THE DREARY AND DEVIOUS PARTY HACKS WHO HAVE DOMINATED 
POLITICS FOR TOO LONG." 

LONDON SCHOOL TEACHER PETER ALLAN, 30, COMMENTED: "IF CARTER 
BECOMES PRESIDENT, WE SHOULD BE RID OF THIS OVERBLOWN, ONE-MAN-BAND 
FOREIGN POLICY." · 

. ELEN], VLACHOU 1 A GREEK PUBLISHER AND PARLIAMENTARY DEPUTY, SAID: 
"WITH CARTER AND MONDALE, THE 'HONEST SHERIFF' RETURNS TO THE 
PICTURE, AS USED TO HAPPEN IN THE OLD WESTERNS. THIS RETURN OF THE 
GOOD AHERICAN IS A HEALTHY SIGN." 

GREECE'S FORMER COORDINATION MINISTER IOANNIS TSOUDEROS SAID, 
"WITH THESE MEN, AMERICA SHOWS ITS POWER OF RENEWAL. COMPARE IT WITH 
THE GERONTOCRACY OF THE USSR--WHAT A TRAGIC DECLINE." 

BUT THE GUARDIAN NEWSPAPER WROTE: "CARTER'S LACK OF VISION 
WORRYING. FOR A MAN TO BE SO DEDICAT ERMINED TO WIN POWER 
WHILE HAVING NO CLEAR CONCEPTION OF WHAT TO DO WHEN THIS IS ACHIEVED 
IS DISTURBING.• 

COPENHAGEN'S_POLITIKEN ACCUSED CARTER 0~ REFUSING TO TALK ABOUT 
CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES AND BRUSSELS' DE STANDAARD SAID AMERICA "STILL 
LACKS THE FAINTEST IDEA ABOUT THE POLITICAL CONVICTIONS OF THE NEW 
POLITICAL WONDER BOY." 

THE ITALIAN COMMUNIST PARTY NEWSPAPER L'UNITA SAID, "CARTER ••• IS 
SUCCEEDING IN PRESENTING HIMSELF AS A MAN CAPABLE OF UNITING AND NOT 
DIVIDING AMERICANS AROUND A CAUTIOUSLY INNOVATIVE PLATFORM." 

ROtrlE LAWYER DOMENICO ARTURI SAID, "I THINK HE PROVIDES SOi•lE HOPE 
FOR A NEW COURSE, A NEW APPROACH TO THE THIRD WORLD, TO AMERICA'S 
TRADITIONAL ALLIES AND ALSO TO THE SOCIALIST COUNTRIES." 

GENEVA'S JOURNAL DE GENEVE SAID THE U.S. PRESIDENT MUST BE" A 
'REAL AMERICAN,' ABLE TO AVOID DELUSIONS OF .GRANDEUR AND POSSESSING A 
CERTAIN STYLE. JIMMY CARTER MEETS THESE CONDITIONS." 

THE ISRAELI NEWSPAPER HA'ARETZ SAID CARTER'S CANDIDACY INITIALLY 
WAS GREETED WITH SOME SUSPICION IN ISRAEL "BUT IT APPEARS THESE 
SUSPICIONS WERE BASELESS." IT PRAISED HIS CHOICE OF A RUNNING-MATE, 
SAYING MONDALE'S "FRIENDSHIP FOR ISRAEL IS STEADFAST." 

THE LEFT-WING DUTCH NEWSPAPER DE VOLKSRANT, ITALY'S CORRIERE DELLA 
SERA AND GERMANY'S DIE WELT PRAISED CARTER'S CHOICE OF SEN. WALTER 
MONDALE AS HIS RUNNING-MATE. 

IIPT__07-:-16 01:52 PED 
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PM-Carter-Foreign, 420 
LONDON AP - European newspapers today classed Democratic 

presidential nominee Jimmy Carter as a shrewd politician and 
campaigner but questioned bis position on major issues. Carter•s 
choice of Sen. Walter F. Mondale as bis running mate was generally 
considered a unifying move for the party. · 
Pravda, tbe Soviet Communist party newspaper, said the former 

Georgia governor was a realist who favors detente. But it said bis 
policies are influenced by militarists, reactionary trade unionists 
and Zionists. 
Tbe Times of London said Carter•s ''economic policies may turn out 

to be overexpansionist. His foreign policies • •• could suffer from 
bis inexperience• His personality c6uld run bim into confrontations 
witb Congress with advisers or even with forei~ countries.,, 
Britain•s liieral Guardian praised Mondale as 'one of tbe most 

decent men in the American Senate,, but accused Carter of lack of 
vision. , · •' 

''Ambition by itself is not enough~•• said the Guardian. ''For a man 
to be so dedicated and determined to-wtn power -while 1iav~ng no c ea 

- oodcep~fon of wnat to do when this is acfiieved is d1a..tur.b~d8•='~'--
Amaterdam•s De V-Olksrant a10: on a e as an impeccable reputation 

as a reasonably pro~ess1ve senator•• and is very well liked witbin 
the Wasbington eataoliabment th.at Carter•baa often attacked. It said 
Carter•s choice •'confirms that behind bis broad smile looms a 
'l)olitical animal• that tbus far bas been operating very 
officiently.,, '' 
'Norway,s bi~gest newspaper Attenpoeten said carter was strong 
because be • is not related to the Watergate attair and the whole · 
aeries · of" Washington exposures which over the last 12 months shocked 
aid uJ.')Set ta~ American people,, but weak •'because his lack of 
experience and vagne election platform may create uncertainity and 
unease both in the United States and amodt the American allies.,, 
Stock~olm,a Dagena Nyheter said a general wish .for party unity bad 

J;Jrevented Carter,s adversaries and rivals from •'exposing bis 
weaknesses and trying to make a real effort to stop him• In spite of 
all his words about mistrust in Washington and its politicians Jimmy 
Carter really is much of a traditional politician and a traditional 
Democrat himself.,, . · 

In Czechoslovakia, the Slovak Communist r;rty newspaper Pravda 
quoted Western :press reports of Carter's •fuzziness,, on issues and 
aaidl ''The policy of Jimmy Carter may have much in common with tbe 
growing of peanuts. Their real quality can·be determined only after 
tbe harvest is in.,, 
0921aED 07-16 

.a.M-\Jarlier-Nurse -- 250 -- - - --- - ------- ---- -----
TITUSVILLE, Fla. il - The man who would be president used i;o 

frighten bis nurse by threatening to cover her with worms and 
pretending to drown, the woman who helped raise Jimmy Carter says. 
Annie Lester, 65, was tbe Carter family nurse during the 1930s and 
1940a. Sbe sees in the smiling presidential candidate tbe mischievous 
lX>y she once knew. 
''He used to chase me with worms saying be was going to put them on 

lIBs'' Mrs. Lester recalled. ''Of course be never would, but it used 
t6 scare me so. 
'•Then I dropped something else I was doing to take him down to the 

:p:;>nd and he,d pretend be was drowning and scare me to death. I used 
t6'holler and tell him I was going to tell bis daddy, but he•d bush me up.,, . 
Mrs. Lester took care of the Carter children- until she and her 

husband, David moved to Daytona Beach, Fla. 
''I lived on iheir plantation and most of my 13 children were ·born 

there,,, she said Thursday at i church convention in Titusville, near 
D~ytona Beach. 
Her father worked on the carter farm and her sister cooked for the ~mily. , 
''They were so good to us,,, she said, ''Jimmy was always a good boy 

who went to Sunday school and was crazy about bis daddy and always 
wanted a lot of attention. He·had a way aoout him. 

''Ever since be was 11 years, I dreamed something good was going to 

• 
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" AM-FORD SKED 9-9 
BY HELEN THOMAS 

UPI WHITE HOUSE REPORTER 
WASHINGTON CUPI) -- APPLAUDED BY JEWISH LEADERS WHO LIKENED 

GEORGE WASHINGTON, PRESIDENT FORD THURSDAY STARTED THE FOREIGN POLICY 
DEBATE HE IS ITCHING FOR AND ACCUSED JIMMY CARTER or PROPOSING TO 
DESTROY AMERICA'S DEFENSIVE ALLIANCES. 

Cl.AIMING CARTER GOADED HIM INTO IT, FORD RIPPED INTO THE 
DEMOCRATIC NOMINEE IN A SPEECH THAT WON STANDING OVATIONS FROM THE ~..--
NATIONAL CONVENTION or THE B'NAI B'RITH JEWISH ORGANIZATION. 

•HE HAS PROPOSED TROOP WITHDRAWALS FROM WESTERN EUROPE AND FROM 
KOREA, FORD SAID or REMARKS MADE BY THE GEORGIAN ON THE CAMPAIGN 
TRAIL AND IN HIS OWN SPEECH TO THE B'NAI B'RITH WEDNESDAY. 

•HE HAS PROPOSED DEFENSE BUDGET CUTS THAT WOULD CRIPPLE OUR 
ABILITY TO SUPPLY -OR SUSTAIN OUR FRIENDS; BANS ON NUCLEAR TESTS BY 
OUR ALLIES; A NUCLEAR STRATEGY or MASSIVE RETALIATION POLICIES WHICH 
WOULD INVITE A MAJOR CRISIS WITH OUR ALLIES, INCLUDING ISRAEL ••• 

·Ir WE DID ANY or THESE, IT WOULD BE IMPOSSIBLE TO DEFEND OUR 
ALLIES, INCLUDING ISRAEL. " 

HE ALSO PLEDGED TO FIGHT FOR THE RIGHT or SOVIET JEWS TO EMIGRATE 
FREELY, DRAWING ANOTHER ROUSING RESPONSE FROM AN AUDIENCE or ABOUT 
2 7000 AND BUILDING TO A 40 SECOND STANDING OVATION AT THE END. 

THE JEWISH ORGANIZATION GAVE FORD ITS FIRST AMERICAN FREEDOM 
SERIES AWARD WITH AN INSCRIPTION QUOTING WASHINGTON'S WORDS TO THE 
JEWISH COMMUNITY OF RHODE ISLAND: "TO BIGOTRY, NO SANCTION. TO 
PERSECUTION, NO ASSISTANCE." _ 

"YOU ARE AN EXAMPLE or GEORGE WASHINGTON," SAID B'NAI B'RITH 
PRESIDENT DAVID BLUMBERG IN PRESENTING THE AWARD. 

MUCH OF HIS ATTACK UPON CARTER REPRESENTED IMPROMPTU DEPARTURES 
FROM HIS PREPARED TEXT, AS THOUGH HE WERE SEIZING THE CHANCE TO 
GRAPPLE HIS OPPONENT ON THE ISSUE FORD CONSIDERS HIS STRONG SUIT. 

THE PRESIDENT, WHO CLAIMS HE IS NOT CAMPAIGNING THIS WEEK, SAID HE 
INTENDED TO MAKE "A NONPARTISAN SPEECH." 

•aur WHEN I SAW TH[ MORNING NEWSPAPERS I WAS DISAPPOINTED TO SEE 
THAT ONE or YOUR SPEAKERS (CARTER) YESTERDAY KICKED OFF OUR DEBATES. 

"WELL," HE SAID fiITH A GRIN, "I GOT HERE AS QUICKLY AS I COULD. -
NOW _IT'S MY TURN AT BAT." THE AUDIENCE LAUGHED. h-F0flci· 

IN HIS ADDRESS WEDNESDAY, CARTER REPEATED HIS CALL FOR DEFENSE (J <;. -
BUDGET CUTS 1 GRADUAL OVERSEAS TROOP REDUCTIONS AND LIMITATIONS ON \~ ~) 
"CYNICAL AND DANGEROUS" ARMS SALES THAT GO TO BOTH SIDES or THE \<P "'1/ 
ARAB-ISRAELI CONFLICT. _ - ·. ~-

FORD SAID "MOST OF OUR ARMS AID GOES TO AND THAT TO STOP 
AID TO "MODERATE• ARAB STATES WOULD - DRIVE THEM TO- THE SOVIETS FOR 
SUPPLIES. _ 

"DOES HE REALLY REGARD THE FOREIGN POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES AS 
MORE CYNICAL AND LESS MORAL THAN THAT or THE SOVIET UNION?" FORD 
ASKED. -

HE ALSO SCOFFED AT CARTER'S CALL FOR CLOSER U.S. TIES WITH ISRAEL, 
SAYING, "OUR TIES HAVE NEVER BEEN CLOSER OR STRONGER," 

THE PRESIDENT ALSO PLEDGED TO PRESS THE KREMLIN FOR "FURTHER 
PROGRESS ON THE ISSUE or EMIGRATION FROM THE SOVIET UNION" FOR JE!iS. 
H IT"fERSONALLY WITH VEN CDTSECRETARY C LEONID )VFOZHNEV," -
HE SAID. -

"AS A GOVERNMENT AND AS A NATION, WE CONTINUE TO STRESS THE 
V9~S-,:3 -55-: . 3$ ?6 ->) -MERICANS TO THE BASIC HUMAN RIGHT TO LIVE 
WHERE ONE CHOO~ES IN THIS WORLD TODAY." 
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