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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1976 

Dear Newton: 

I believe that the Nation owes you and your colleagues 
an immense debt of gratitude for your leadership efforts 
in connection with the Presidential debates. 

I hope that President Ford's example in debating as an 
incumbent President will become a precedent for future 
elections. There is no doubt in my mind that the debates 
this year contributed significantly to the ability of the 
people to vote intelligently for the man who will be 
President for the next four years. 

I enjoyed very much working with you and hope an opportunity 
will come up in the future for another worthwhile project 
that we both can participate in. 

Mr. Newton Minow 
Co-Chairperson 
'76 Presidential Debateb 
1730 M Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Sincerely, 

ichael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1976 

Dear Charlie: ,'~J..-.;,: 
I feel we owe you a debt of gratitude for your efforts -
concerning the Presidential debates, both in terms of 
the President's interests and, more importantly, the 
national interest. 

Your leadership was indespensable in bringing this off 
in a manner which serves both interests. Your efforts 
were invaluable and deeply appreciated by all of us here 
at the White House. 

I believe that the debates well served the interest of 
the American voters as they try to make up their minds 
prior to November 2. I hope that the President's initiative 
in agreeing to debate his opponent will serve as a precedent 
in ,future elections. 

On a personal basis I very much enjoyed working with you 
and hope that an opportunity will arise in the near future 
for us to join forces on another worthwhile project. 

Mr. Charls E. Walker 
Charls Walker Associates 
Suite 200 
1730 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Sincerely, 

Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1976 

Dear Peggy: 

I want to express my personal appreciation for the 
enormous contribution you made to the 1976 Presidential 
debates. I am hopeful that the debates will become a 
part of every Presidential election now that President 
Ford has set the precedent of an incumbent President 
debating. 

I enjoyed working with you and look for~ard to our next 
project! 

Miss Peggy Lampl 
Executive Director 
League of Women Voters 
1730 M Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Sincerely, ,---

Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1976 

Dear Mrs. Hauser: 

I wanted to express my personal appreciation 
for your contribution in the 1976 Presidential 
debate project. I think the entire effort well 
served the national interest and I hope that 
future elections will follow this precedent. 

I appreciated the opportunity of working with 
you and congratulations on a job well done. 

Mrs. Rita Hauser 

Sincerely, 

Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 

Stroock, Stroock and Lavan 
61 Broadway 
New York, New York .... .. --



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1976 

Dear Jim: 

I want to express particular appreciation to you and 
your colleagues for your successful efforts in connection 
with the Presidential debates. 

Beyond any question of doubt, the debates were of enormous 
benefit to the people in assessing the relative merits of 
the two Presidential candidates. It is significant that 
this is the first time in our Nation's history that an 
incumbent President has agreed to debate and I believe you 
should feel justifiably proud in the role you played in 
such an historic event. 

I hope that the debates become an American tradition as I 
believe that they contribute significantly to an informed 
electorate. 

On a personal basis I enjoyed very much working with you 
and I hope that our paths will cross again in the very 
near future. 

· Mr. Jim Karayn 
Project Director 
'76 Presidential Debates 
1156 15th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Sincerely, -
Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1976 

Dear Ruth: 

I enjoyed very much working with you in connection with 
the 1976 Presidential debates. I believe the debates 
contributed immeasurably to the process of choosin g our 
President and you and your organization should be 
immensely proud of your efforts. 

I hope that the debates become a part of every Pres idential 
campaign now that President Ford has taken the step of bcin~ 
the first incumbent President to participate in such Jeba t s . 

I enjoyed working with you and your colleagues and was 
deeply impressed by your professionalism and commitnc~t o 
the national interest. 

I hope that some other worthwhile project finds us o r~in ~ 
together again. 

Mrs. Ruth Clusen 
President 
League of Women Voters 
1730 M Street, NW 
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Sincerely, 

Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 

RD 
( 



'76 PRESIDENTIAL Chairmen: 

DEBATES 
115615th Street, N.W. 
(202) 296-4726 

Washington D.C. 20005 

Jim Karayn, Project Director 

Dear Mike: 

October 29, 1976 

I wish to thank you for the vital role 

Rita E. Hauser 
Newton N. Minow 
Charis E. Walker 

you played in making the Presidential Debates a 
success. And a success, I think, they are from 
every standpoint, especially that of the electorate. 

Without any embellishments whatsoever, I can 
say unequivocally that you performed your duties 
with skill, style and great fairness. You always 
understood and appreciated the historic role of 
these debates and never let our discussion get 
into petty, partisan confrontations. 

I personally thank you, and I thank you on 
behalf of the project. Who knows--maybe we can do 
it again sometime. 

JK/ca 

Mr. Michael Raoul-Duval 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 

With warmest regards, 

im Karayn 
Project Director 

A project of the League of Women Voters Education Fund 



'76 PRESIDENTIAL 
DEBATES 

115615th Street, N.W. Washington D.C. 20005 

Mr. Michael Raoul-Duval 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 
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League of Women Voters Education Fund I••• 
• y "730 M St, NW, Washington, DC 20036 (202) 659-2685 

CHAIRMAN 
RUTH C. CLUSEN 

OFFICERS 
Vice Presidents 
Ruth J H1nerfeld 
Larchmont, New York 
Nan F Waterman 
Muscatine. Iowa 

Mr. Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel 
to the President 
The White House 
Wcj.shington, D.C. 

Dear Mike: 

., 

Many thanks for your letter of October 26th. 

October 29, 1976 

It arrived on my desk, just as I was belatedly about to get off 
some notes of my own. I do want you to know that I appreciate 
the key role you played in the events of the last two months and 
particularly your contributions to the final product and the 
relative smoothness of the negotiating process. 

Again my thanks and those of the League. 

PL: mr 

Secretary TRUSTEES Judith M Head 
Kay Fields Jeon R Anderson Columbus, Indiana 
Mansfield, Ohio B1ll1ngs. Montana 

Judith B Heimann Connie Fortune Bethesda, Maryland 
Treasurer Washington. D C 

Yvonne G Spies M Joanne Hayes Betty N MacDonald 
Bridgeton. Missouri Poughkeepsie New Yori< Madison. Wisconsin 

Sincerely, 

-
Peggy La -
Executive Directo 

A Holly O'Konsk1 
Lafayette, Cal1fom1a 

Dot R1d1ngs 
Louisville. Kentucky 

Ruth Robbins 
Mamaroneck. New York 

Ann W Viner 
New Canoan. Connecticut 
Veto W1n1ck 
Dickinson. Texas 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
Peggy Lampl 

Contributions to the Fund are deductible for income tax purposes 
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Mr. Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 





SIDLEY & AUSTIN 

ONE FIRST NATIONAL PLAZA 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60603 

TELEPHONE 312 : 329-5400 

CABLE:NORWIL-TELEX 25-4364 

Founded in 1866 as 
Wtlliams & Thom.pson 

Mr. Michael Raoul-Duval 
Special Counsel to the 

President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mike: 

November 17, 1976 

WASHINGTON 0PPICE 
1730 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N . w. 

WASHINOTON,D. C.20006 
TELEPHONE 202 : 872 • 1730 

TELEX 89-463 

Having just returned to the office after two weeks away, the 
most welcome letter on my desk was yours of October 26. It was a great 
honor to be a part of the Presidential Debates. I believe that President 
Ford changed American politics forever by his decision to participate. 
I hope the debates will be a part of all future presidential elections, 
and I believe that that is in the public interest. 

You and your colleagues did a splendid job for the President. 
I believe that the President gained politically by participating in the 
debates. I hope you will be involved in the postmortem analysis of the 
debates, and I will look forward to seeing you and talking with you 
further. 

Meanwhile, much good luck and all success in all you do. 

All best, 

I fC.. 'L -

Newton N. Minow 

NNM/kjk 



SIDLEY & AUSTIN 

ONE FIRST NATIONAL PLAZA 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60670 

Mr. Michael Raoul-Duyal 
Special Counsel to the 

President 
The White House 
Wc=lshington, D.C. 205QQ 





Some items in this folder were not digitized because it contains copyrighted 
materials.  Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to 
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'76 PRESIDENTIAL 
DEBATES 
115615th Street, N.W. 
(202) 296-4726 

Washington D.C. 20005 

Jim Karayn, Project Director 

Chairmen: 
Rita E. Hauser 
Newton N. Minow 
Charis E. Walker 

[Copy of telegram sent to the Democratic 
and Republican Nominees, 8:00 a.m., 
Thursday, August 19, 1976] 

THE PRESIDENT 
THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 

[Copy to: The President 

THE HON. JIMMY CARTER 
PLAINS, GEORGIA 

Crown Center Hotel 
Kansas City, Missouri] 

IN THE SPIRIT OF FREE AND OPEN POLITICAL DISCUSSIONS--DISCUSSIONS OF ISSUES 
VITAL TO THE FUTURE OF THE COUNTRY--THE 1 76 PRESIDENTIAL DEBATES, A PROJECT OF 
THE LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION FUND, IS HONORED TO INVITE YOU TO PARTICIPATE 
IN THREE APPEARANCES WITH [GOV. CARTER] [THE PRESIDENT]. 

WE ARE SUGGESTING THE FIRST APPEARANCE TAKE PLACE TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, AT THE 
CHASE PARK PLAZA IN ST. LOUIS. 

THE REMAINING TWO APPEARANCES ARE TENTATIVELY PLANNED DURING THE WEEKS OF 
OCTOBER 11 AND OCTOBER 25 IN DIFFERENT REGIONS OF THE NATION. WE ARE ALSO 
SUGGESTING AN ADDITIONAL, OR FOURTH, DEBATE BE SCHEDULED THE WEEK OF OCTOBER 18 
BETWEEN THE TWO VICE PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES. 

EACH OF THE FOUR EVENTS IS PLANNED FOR ONE HOUR IN THE EVENING. WE WILL INVITE 
RADIO AND TELEVISION NETWORKS TO CARRY THESE EVENTS. SEVERAL OF THE NETWORKS 
HAVE ALREADY EXPRESSED INTEREST. 

TIME IS SHORT. TO FACILITATE PLANNING, WE URGE YOU TO DESIGNATE A REPRESENTATIVE 
TO MEET WITH US AS SOON AS POSSIBLE TO CONSULT ON THE PROJECT IN MORE DETAIL. 

THE '76 PRESIDENTIAL DEBATES, MORE THAN ANY OTHER EVENT DURING OUR BICENTENNIAL 
YEAR,COULD REAFFIRM OUR DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS AND REVITALIZE VOTER INTEREST. 
THE LEAGUE--WHICH FOR 56 YEARS HAS BEEN INVOLVED IN VOTER EDUCATION--CONSIDERS 
YOUR PARTICIPATION TO BE IN THE HIGHEST NATIONAL INTEREST AS WE FACE AN EVER 
MORE COMPLEX FUTURE. 

RUTH C. CLUSEN 
CHAIRMAN, EDUCATION FUND 

RITA E. HAUSER 
NEWTON N. MINOW 
CHARLS E. WALKER 
CO-CHAIRMEN, STEERING COMMITTEE 

A project of the League of Women Voters Education Fund 



EAT.EST· NEWS·P.APER 

Saturday! August 21, 1976 

Plan to air issues 
From Tril'une Wire ~rvic~s 

KANSAS CITY, J\!o.-Plans for the 
first face-to-face debate between two 
presidential candidat2s since 1960 were 
being considered F'riday by the camps 
of President Ford and Democratic nomi-
neP. Jimmy Carter. 

Declaring he is "ready, eager to go 
before the American pe0ple and debate 

· the real issues face to face with Jimmy 
Carter," the President drew an enthusi-
astic response from the Repubiican Na-
tional Convention here Thursday night 
as he issued his challenge to his rival. 

· 'This year the issues are on our 
side!" he said. 

In Plains, Ga., Carter picked up the 
gauntlet and said Ford had been left 
"almost no alternative" in challenging 
him to a debab. Aides said Carter had 
been planning tn issue the same chal-
lenge to Ford Friday. 

"I AM ASKING President Ford to join 
me in a debate or a series of debates on 
the choices facing the American peo-
ple," Carter's statement said. 

Later, standing in his front yard, Car-
ter told reporters that he would be flexi-
ble to any kind of format, but that he 
preferred one in which the candidates 
wouid question each other, as well as 
field questions from reporters. 

"I hope the format will allow tough 
cross-examination of the candidates by 
the news media," Carter said. 

A Carter spokesman said proposals 
for debates already have been received 
from the League of Women Voters and 
the National Press Club in Washington. 

A GROUP CALLED '76 Presidential 
Debates, a project of the League of 
Women Voters education fund, sent tele-
grams Thursday morning to Ford and 
Carter, proposing three debates-the 
first for Tuesday, Sept. 28, at the Chase 
Park Plaza Hotel in St. Louis, and the 
next two for the weeks of Oct. 11 and 25 
in other regions of the country. A fourth 
debate between the vice presidential 
candidates was proposed for the week 
of Oct. 18. 

Under a 1976 rule of the Federal Com-
munications Commsision, the nation's 
networks could televise presidential de-
bates held under the auspices of another 
institution, such as the League of Wom-
en Voters or the Press Club, but could 
not stage the debate themselves. 

rm ITT 
J~ v' 

&.-<>etion 315 of the Communications Act 
requires radio and television to give 
equal time to all fringe candidates 
whenever they give exposures to a ma-
jor party's candidat~, except in legiti-
mate news reports. A debate staged by 
a group other than the networks would 
be a news event, which they could cover 
without running afoul of the equal-time 
rule. 

THE THREE major TV networks-
ABC, CBS, and NBC-say they are will-
ing to provide coverage cu election de-
bates between Ford and Carter wherev-
er they are held. 

In· 1960, the day after the Republican 
National Convention, the two presiden-
tial candidates-Sen. John F . Kennedy 
and Vice President Richard Nixon-also 
11-crc looking fonrard to a debate. 

Theirs \\'as to be held from the then-
unique forum of a television studio. and 
it "·as the TV networks that had issuf'rl 
the itffitation, ratber than the candl-
dates. 

Once a la\\' \\'as enacted excmpt 1rg 
the networks from having lo gi, e lnUll'l'-
party candidates equal lime, four cle-
bale3 1\ere arranged. 

'.\[ost political analysts feel Nixon 
"lost'' votes from the debates. not so 
much from any issues discussed, but 
because the younger Kennedy apparent-
ly presented a "more appealing·• TV 
image. 

LATER, ~IXO\' was to write in his 
autobiography . ' ·Six Crises··: 

"Looking al the 1iroblem from a pure-
ly political standn,oint . Kennedy had 
much more to gain from joint appear-
ances than I did. I was better known 
than he , and our joint appearances 
1rnuld simply build up an audience for 
him. 

The two 1976 presidential candidates 
may be joined in similar debates by 
their running mates. Republican vice 
presidential nominee Robert Dole Fri-
day offered to debate his Democratic 
ri;al and Senate colleague, Walter Mon-
dale of :\1inncsota. Mondale said he 

·would be pleased to debate the Kansan. 



Sl}t Jt\tr!f ork Simes CITY EDITION 
Weather: SuMy. hot today; dear 
tonight. Sunny and hot tomorrow. 
Temperatur• ran1e: today 69-91; 
Friday 6Z-87, Detail& on pago 34. 

· NEW YORK, SATURDAY, AUGUST ZJ, 1976 -

DOLE AND MONDALE 
WILLING TO MEET: 
IN DEBATES ON TV· 
G.O.P. Nominee·Takes Cue 

From President's Offer 
and Democrat Agrees 

PLAN BY WOMEN VOTERS 

E,ncounters Would Be ·First 
· 'Such Ones by Candidates 

for Vice President 

By JOSEPH LELYVELD 
Specl'al to The New York Times 

KANSAS CITY, Mo., Aug. 20 
-With the two PresidenUal 
candidates already committed 
to debate, Senators Robert J~ • 
Dole and Walter F. Mondale 
said today that they would be 
willing >to meet in what would:, 
be the first nationally televised· 
debates between Vice-PresideII.•' 
tial candidates. · 

By his dramatic offer to de-'. · 
bate "the rea1 >issues face ti> 
face with Jimmy Carter,'' Prest:. 
dent Ford opened the door last 
night to .the first Presidential 

' debates since 1960, when John 
F. Kennedy and Richard M. 
Nixon · met in a series of four 
nationally televised encounters. 

Mr. Carter, who earlier had 
indicated an interest in tele-. 
vised confrontations; agree4 
last nigl}t to debate Mr. ForcL 

Takes Ford Cue 
Taking his cue from the Pres-

ident, Senator Dole then ex• 
pressed his readiness to debate. 
in television interviews here 
this morning before leaviillg for 
Ru~ell, Kan., his hometown, for 
his first joint campaign appear-
ance with Mr. Ford. 
. At his vacation retreat ill 

Hibbing, Minn.; Senator Mon-
dale ·replied that he, too, wu 
ready to debate. 

The idea of a Vice-Presiden. 
tial debaite was first advanced 
by the League of Women 
Voters, which has offered to 
sponsor three debates between 
the Presidential candidates. Mr. 
Carter, the Democratic nomi• 
nee, said today at a news con. 
ference in Plains, Ga., that the 
league's proposal was ".the one 
that presently appeals to ms 
most." 

No Hint on Sponsor 
President Ford has yet to 

give any.hint of his preferences 
for the formait or sponsor of 
the debates. The question of a 
sponsor is vital because of a 
ruling by the Federal Commu. 
nications Commission last fall 
that cleared the way for na• 
tionally televised debates iJI 
this campaign but barred the 
networks from any role in or,. 
ganizing them. 

The Kennedy-Nixon debatel 
were organized by the net• 
works in consultation with the 
two campaigns. Since then_ 
Section 3.15 of the Federal 
Communications Aot, which 
enables independent candidates 
of minor political parties to de. 
mand "equal time" on the net-
works, has seemed to be aq 
obstacle to further debates. 

The new ruling frees the 
networks from the restriction 
of the equal time provision so 
long as the debates are Sp(lllle 
sored by someone else and not 
conducted in television studios 
as the 1960 debates were. Ia 
addition, the networks would 

the OarteT camp, he noted that 
be required to broadcast th when Mr. ~er_ ran for Gover-
in their entir . . em nor of. Georgi~ m 1970 he en-

At his new~ conrerence Mr g~ged 1~ a senes ~f TV ?ebates 
Carter promised to be .~v · with his Repubhca?!- . nval, a 
flexible" about th d tail locally popular telev1s10n com-
b f s O mentator named Hal Suit. 

t e Of1!1at bu~ said 1t would "After the first debate ,. hc1 be· best 1f questions were posed recalled "Suit was !peel• t ., 
by newsmen. He added that it ' . w_ ou · 
would be "proper" also for the Rea~hed . m Washington, a 
can~idates to have an oppor- campaign aide to former Se!!-a• 
tunity to ask questions of each tor Eugene J. McCarthy of Mm-
other. In 1960, neither Mr. nesota s~id that_ the independ-
Kennedy nor Mr. Nixon was ent_ candidate might take legal 
willing to face questions pre- action because he was being 
pared in advance by his rival. excluded from _the debate. But 

Mr. Carter · saiid that his Newton ~- Mmow, a former 
press secretary, Jody Powell, F-~·<?· ~ha1rman, sai~ the com-

. would be his representative in m1ss1on s recent rulmg had al• 
negotiations for the debate. ready been challenged and up-
Mr. Ford has yet to name his held . . . 
representative, but Jim Karayn, Mr. Mmaw 1s a c_ochal~an 
director of the project that the of t~e 'Ste~rlng committee of 7? 
League of Women Voters is PreSidential Debates, the proJ-
sponsoring, said he hoped ·that ect set up by the Lea&ue of 
negotiations could begin late Women Voters. He said he 
next week. thou~ht that the league should 

The league's proposal was consider 5l)<?nsoring another 
formally transmitted to the cm,- d~ba~ to which ~ey could in-
didates in telegrams sent yes- vite . !~e yegetar1ans a!!-d the 
terday morning after President ~ro~ibitiomsts, the ant1-abor-
Ford won his nomination. It tion,.sts and McCarthy," 
calls for the first Presidential It would then be up to tho 
debate to be held In St. Louis networks to decide whether 
on Sept. 28. The league has al- they would want to broadcast 
ready rented a hall in tha that or not. The networks are 

· Chase-Park Plaza Hotel there. already on record as saying 
The second and third dcbat<::s they will carry the debates be-

would be held, according to the tween the major candidates. 
proposal, in the weeks of Oct. President · Ford's declaration 
11 and Oct. 25 in other regions that he would debate Mr. 
of the country. The encounter Carter turned the mood of what 
between the Vice-Presidential had been a deeply divided Re-
candidates would be in the publican convention. It also 
week of Oct. 18. · gave the national TV audience 

Ri~har~ B. Cheney, the_ White its first view of Mr. Ford as 
· HC?,use chief <?f ~!aff, S!i1d that a fighting candidate. 
a debate opti?n was mcluded Until that point, the mood 
a month ago m the draft of a of the convention had been 
plan ~or the Pr~sident's fa,11 shaped not by the winning can-
campa1gn. Asked 1f Mr. Ford s didate but by ms rival Ronald 

· challenge to Mr: . Carter Reagan. Mr. Ford and 'his sup--
amount~ to an adrl~S!On that porters had been repeatedlv ' 
the Presiden~ w~,s tr~dmg. Mr. upstaged and, even in the final : 
Cheney rephed Obviouslv we evening mu h f th ! are behind." . . • c O e _cover- 1 

He said the debates would age involved th_e q1!est10n of , 
give Mr. Ford the opportunity whether the Cahforman w~>Uld ! 
to display "Presidential experi- get ~o sp~ from the podruJt?. ; 
ence and knowledge of the is• Wit~ his speech, the Pres1- ! 
sues." dent _ fmally managed to take i 

Gerald Rafshoon, Mr. Carter's the hmeligh~ from Mr. Reagan. I 
advertising and television ad- And even Mr. Reagan's re-
viser, said the President was markable short speech in the I 
making a mistake if he thought C?nvention's closing minutes·! 
the Democratic nominee would did not seem to upstage him. 1 
be unprepared to debate him on The only problem for the Re- ! 
the issues. · publicaris was that prime view- : 

"He acted like he was talking ing time on the East Coast 1 

to our weakness," Mr. Rafshoon had long since passed, which : 
said. "It's not our weakness." probably meant the audience 

Explaining the confidence in had been reduced by millions. 

rmcnitt
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Saturdar, Augwt 21, 1976 

( J4eague of Women Voters May Stage 
~-1.1he Televised Ford-Carter Debates 

By William Claiborne 
Wash!n&.ton Post Staff Writer 

KANSAS CITY, Aug. 20--President 
Ford and Jimmy Carter are now , 
pledged to hold the first televised 
presidential campaign debates since 
1960, but the format and rules for 
their encounters are still uncertain. 

There is also the unanswered ques-
tion of whether third-party and inde-
pend.ent candidates will be invited to 
participate. 

Mr. Ford, in issuing his surprise 
challenge here last night, did not 
specify what format he prefers. In 
Georgia, the Democratic nominee in-
dicated he prefers a series of debates, 
possibly under , the aegis of the 
League of Women Voters. 

Carter aides said that the Demo-
cratic nominee had been planning to 
challenge Mr. Ford, but was beaten to 
the punch by the President in his 
nomination acceptance speech. 

The League of Women Voters, 
which if\ May proposed sponsoring the 
first debates since John F. Kennedy 
and Richard M. Nixon squared off in 
1960, said today it is going ahead with 
plans to hold the first of three forums 
on Sept. 28 in St. Louis. 

Two other sessions are tentatively 
planned for the weeks of Oct. 11 and 
Oct. 25 in unspecified cities, . with a 
vice presidential debate scheduled for 
the week of Oct. 28. 

Other groups, including the Wash-
ington Press Club, · are considering 
sponsorship also, and any of the tele-
vision networks could seek a congres-
sional waiver of the federal equal 

' time regulations to broadcast the 
events. 

Carter said the invitation issued by 
the League of Women Voters "appeals 
to me most." He said he would prefer 
exchanges in which reporters asked 
questions of both candidates, who 
could in turn question each other. 

Spokesmen for Mr. Ford have said 
that he will make known his prefer-
ences later. 

Carter has designated his press sec-
retary, Jody Powell, to work with the 
League steering committee which will 
organize the debates. 

James Karayn, coordinator of that 
committee said the President Ford 
Committee has not yet responded to 
its telegram asking for a designated 
representative. 

Karayn, while acknowledging that 
the League "doesn't have a copyright 
on the debates," · said the steering 
committee will meet Thursday in 
Washington and work out details of 
.the format and schedule of the fo-
rum·s. 

He said that tentatively each ses-
sion would be held for an hour in the 
evening, in a public hall with a live 
audience. The television and radio 
networks would be invited. He said 

current plans call for debates on do-
mestic and foreign policy and on the 
office of the presidency. 

· Some steering committee members 
are known to favor a format in which 
a panel of reporters-and possibly 
representativ.es of the academic com-
munity-would ask · questions. After 
each candidate answered, a short pe-
riod of argument. would follow. 

The League so far has excluded in-
dependent . candidate Eugene Mc-
Carthy, and an aide to the unsuccess-
ful 1968 Democratic presidential con-
tender said today that McCarthy may 
contest the League's sponsorship. 

"Any move by sponsoring organiza-
tions to reinforce the two-party sys-
tem will be vigorously opposed,'' said 
McCarthy aide James Yaeger. 

He noted that McCarthy has quali-
fied for the ballot in 19 states-with a 
goal of 45 states-and is the only one 
of the lesser candidates who shows up 
on major polls. l\lembers of conserva-
tive parties, which meet next week in 
Chicago, have not yet named a candi-
date. 

Texts of l\lr. Ford's acceptance 
speech distributed to reporters here 
yesterday did not contain his debate 
challenge. 

.White Rouse -staff chief Richard 
Cheney told . reporters that Mr. Ford 
passed the word two or three weeks 
ago that he wanted to challenge Car-
ter, but chose lo keep his intentions 
secret. On Thursday night, Cheney re-
ported, Mr. Ford handed him a hand-
written addition to his acceptance 
speech containing the challe~ge but 
told him not to include it in the ad-

· vance text. 
Meanwhile, it appeared that the two 

vice presidential candidates also will 
confront each other in debates. 

The Republican vice presidential 
nominee, Sen Bob Dole of Kansas, to-
day offered to debate his Democratic · 
rival, Sen. Walter F. Mondale. "We've 
been doing it long enough in the Sen-
ate," Dole said. "I'm willing." 

Mondale, at his vacation retreat 
near Hibbing, :\1inn., accepted the of-
fer, saying a debate "makes a lot of 
sense." 
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Ford' Picks Dole for No. 2, 

Challenges . Carter to Debate 

Says He Has 
Earned Right 
To Continue · 

By Edward Walsh 
Washini;;ton Post Sta!! Writer 

KANSAS CITY, Aug. 19-Pres-
ident Ford, at last the elected 
leader of his party, accepted the 
Republican presidential nomina-
tion tonight and declared he is 
eager to debate "the real issues 
face to face'' with Democratic 
nominee Jimmy Carter. 

In a vigorously delivered speech 
that stirred the GOP national conven• 
tion, the President told the Americnn 
people that he has earned the riitht 
to remain in the office that he in-
herited two years ago. 

While Mr. Ford was still delivering 
his speech, Carter issued a statement 
in Plains, Ga., proposing a series of 
debates with Mr. Ford. and thus it 
appeared the first face-to-face con-
frontation of presidential nominees 
since the Kennedy-Nixon debates of 
1960 will take place this fall. 

Declaring himself eager for "the 
challenge of a job well begun," Mr. 
Ford said he would lead the under-
dog GOP to victory on a program of 
"limited government and unlimited 
opportunity." 

The President, striking themes now 
familiar from his long and wearying 
battle with Ronald Reagan. promised 
the convention that he will wage a 
vigorous campaign against Carter. 
Earlier, he had selected Sen. Bob 
Dole of Kansas as his vice presiden-
tial running mate, and Dole made the 
same pledge. 

"We concede not a single state." 
Mr. Ford said. "We concede not a 
single vote." 

What amountecl to a challenge to 
Carter to debate was not in the pre-
pared text of the President's accep-
tance speech. When he issued the 
challenge, early in the 38-minute 
speech, he brought the crowd roaring 
to its feet. 

"I'm willing and eager to go before 
the American people and debate the 
real issues face to face" with Carter, 
Mr. Ford said. 

"American people have a right to 
know first hand exactly where both 
of us stand." 

The prospect of live debates be-
tween the presidential candidates im-
mediately added a new dimension to 
the 1976 presidential campaign. It was 
not surprising that the initiative came 
from the incumbent President who 
is far behind Carter in the public 
opinion polls_ and who tonig_ht COlJ!· 

pared himself .with another underdog 
chief executive, Harry Truman. 

In a finale that stressed GOP unity, 
Mr. Ford invited Reagan to lthe podi-
um and the defeated challenger told 
the cheering delegates "there is no 
substit_ute for victory." The crowd 
clapped, yelled happily and swayed 
to the band music as Mr. Ford and 
Reagan accepted their applause and 
waved. 
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Ca,npaign Debates: Big League Issue 
By Sander V anocur 

Sen. John 0. Pastore, the most pow-
erful force on broadcasting in the 
Congress, yesterday came to the aid 
of the League of Women Voters in 
their battle to keep the networks from 
taking over the control and produc-
tion of presidential debates which the 
League has proposed. 

Pastore, who is chairman of the 
Senate Subcommittee on Communica-
tions, said he would "not want the 
Congress to do anything that would 
suggest that we took these debates 
out of the hands of the League of 
Wom en Voters and put them in the 
hands of the broadcasters." 

His statement came after he had re-

ceived telegrams sent last Friday by 
Arthur R. Taylor, president of CBS 
Inc., and his predecessor, Dr. Frank 
M. Santon, who is now a consultant to 
CBS Inc. and a member of its board. 

In their telegrams, which were sent 
to the chairmen of the House and Sen-
ate Commerce and Communications 
Subcommittees as well as to their 
ranking Minority members, . Taylor 
and Stanton urged that the ,.:ongress 
a_ct irnrned_i~tely to suspend tlie equal-
time prov1s10n of Sec tion 315 of the 
_Fede:al Communications Act for pres-
1dent1al candidates. 

NBC president Herbert S. Shlosser 
sent telegrams yesterday to the same 
congressional leaders asking repeal of 
suspension o( Section 315. A spokes-

man at ABC said his network had no 
planE to ask for similar action. 

It was the suspension of the equal-
time provision in 1960-Pastore was 
the prime force behind the move--
that allowed the networks that year to 
carry the Kennedy-Nixon debates 
without having to provide equal time 
for other presidential candidates. 

If Congress were to act to suspend 
or repeal Section 315 as CBS and NBC 
wish. it would allow the networks tc 
do this year what they did in 1960: ar-
range the debates in consultation with 
representatives of the two candidates. 

The networks claim that with the 
suspension or ,:epeal ~f the provision 
they could offer free time to the ean• 
didates, beyond the debates, without-
having to fear claims for equal time 
by other presidential candidates, such 
as Eugene McCarthy. 

McCarthy, who is running this year 
as an Independent Party candidate, 
said yesterday that he wasn't happy 
with either the League's proposal or 
the network efforts to suspend or cur• 
tail Section 315. 

The former senator, who is consid-
ering taking some kind of legal action 
to prevent himself from being 
squeezed out of any proposed debates, 
said: "This all seems to be part of a 
conspiracy of the League and the net• 
works in behalf of the two-party sys• 
tern." 

The League announced earlier this 
month that McCarthy would not be in• 
vited to take part in the debates. 

As things now stand, the League 
can go ahead with the debates be-
cause of a ruling by the Federal Corn- . 
rnunications Commission last Septem• 
ber that permits the networks · to 
cover debates as bona fide news 
events if they are arranged by a third 
party. The n~tworks, in that role, are 
free of equal-time obligations to other 
preaidential candidates. 

In wires sent last Thursday to 
Jimmy Carter and President Ford -
before Ford said he would debate Car-
ter-the League proposed four de-
bates, three between the two presiden-
tial candidates and one between the 
two vice presidential candidates. 

The League proposed that the first 
debate take place in St. Louis, at the 
Chase Park Plaza Hotel, on Sept. 28. 
The presidential candidate's remain• 
ing two debates were tentatively plan• 
ned for the week of Oct. 11 and Oct. 
25 in different regions of the country. 
The debate between the vice presiden-
tial candidates would be scheduled for 
the week of Oct. 18. 

Jim Karayn, the League's project 
director, said yesterday that while he 
had not yet received a formal accept-
ance from either Ford or Carter, 
"these are the debates they favor." He 
said he hoped to meet later this week 
with their representatives. 

To further complicate the proceed-
ings, there is a case pending before 
the Supreme Court. Brought by the 
National Democratic Committee 
against the FCC, it opposes an FCC 
ruling last year that exempted presi• 
dential news conferences from equal-
time obligations. That ruling also set 
up the possibility of presidential de-
bate arranged by a third party. 

It lost that suit last April before a 
three-judge panel of the Court of Ap• 
peals. It then appealed that decision 
to the Supreme Court, where a ruling 
could come sometime this fall , but 
probably too late to have any effect 
on the proposed debates. 
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Debate 
By Sander V anocur 

President Ford seems to be in a big 
hurry to debate Jimmy Carter. He 
said yesterday in Vail, Colo., that he 
wants four 90-minute debates, the first 
to take place shortly after Laber Day. 
He wants lhe first debate to cover de-
fense policy, the remaining three to 
be devoted to domestic, foreign and 

1 economic policies. 
A meeting is scheduled here on · 

Thursday between Ford and Carter 
representatives to work out a debate 
strategy agreeable to both sides. 

That may not be easy to accomplish. 
In his acceptance speech in Kansas 

City, :\Ir. Ford said he was "ready to 
go before the American people and de· 
bate the real issues ·with Carter." 

The real issues. That has a nice ring 
to it. But as a participant in the first 
Kennedy-Nixon debate,' my general 
impression is that the real issues that 
dominated those debates were Que-
moy and l\Iatsu (two tiny islands off 
mainland China), a nonexistent mis-
sile gap, some reckless statements 
about Cuba that later were to bear 
bitter fruit, and :1\ixon's sensitivity ·to 
Harry Truman's use of profanity. 

The real issue, or the one people 
seemed to think was the most impor-
tant thing to emerge from those de-
bates, was how bad Nixon looked in 
the first debate. That's what everyone 
was talking about the next morning. 

Nixon looked terrible and it wasn't 

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 25, 1 976 

really his fault. He was set against a 
gray background that made him look 
even grayer. He sweated a good deal 
and generally did not come across too 
well. Kennedy, on the other hand, was 

Television 
tanned and self-assured. All the talk 
about his youth and lack of experi-
ence vanished in about 60 minutes on 
that single night in September 1960. 

That is }Vhat people remember 
about those debates-the first one 
where Kennedy looked good and 
Nixon looked bad. 

We ought to be given something a 

bit better this year. It · will not be 
easy. Representatives of 1960's two 
candidates met then with representa-
tives of the network that carried each 
debate. There was a lot of arguing 
about format and, on the eve of the 
second debate, Kennedy's representa-
tives charged that the temperature of 
the studio had been drastically low-
ered to keep Xixon from sweating un-
duly. 
· :'.\Iy own -instinct is that there should 

be more give-and-take between the 
candidates than there was in 1960. · 
This might be accomplished by lessen-
ing, but .not entirely eliminating, the 
role of reporters in the debate. One 
thing that should be avoided at all 

costs is undue emphasis on the kind 
of confrontation between the candi-
dates and reporters that we some-
times get on the ' Sunday interview 
programs. , , 

The contest is not between Ford 
and Carter on the one hand, and the 
press on the other. It is between Ford 
and Carter, period. It will be difficult 
enough for their representatives to 
agree on a format and on times and 
places for the debates. The best thing 
for all of us would be for the debates 
to be simple, direct, and include as 
much confrontation between the two 
candidates as possible. 

The 1960 c,lebates had an enormous 
:mdiencc. \Vith all their faults, they 
were useful, historic occasions. It 
wou·ld be a pity if they did not take 
place just because Ford and Carter 
representatives dwell unduly on the 
difficulties. 

They should all keep in mind the 
memorandum Winston Churchill 
wrote to the Imperial Chiefs of Staff 
on building the floating piers at Arro-
manches,. to be used in the invasion of 
Normandy. Churchill ended the m£;m-
orandum by saying: "Pray, gentlemen, 
do not argue the difficulties. The diffi-
culties will argue for themselves." 
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Well? 
Ronald Reagan is on record as favoring a series 

of television debates between the presidential con-
tenders this fall, but Jimmy Carter and President 
Ford have been unwilling to commit themselves 
definitely to even one joint appearance with the op-
posing nominee. 

The nonpartisan League of Women Voters is de-
termined to. force the issue. It has begun the circu-
lation of petitions to demonstrate public support for 
three network confrontations between the major 
party candidates for President and one between the 
nominees for Vice President. 

We support the league's effort, although it 
shouldn't require petitions to convince Carter and 
Ford that they ought to accept the challenge. A re-
cent Gallup Poll found that 68% of Americans 
want the debates. In addition· to that, 1976 is the 
-first year the taxpayers will be footing each of the 
candidates' bills through $20 million in public fi-
nancing. For that reason, if for no other, they 
ought to be held more accountable to the voters. 

'f'his is also the first presidential year in which 
the equal-time provisions of the Federal Communi-
r,ations Act will not apply. A recent interpretation 
permits television coverage of the debates as bona . 
fide news events if they are held under the spon-
sorship of a nonbroadcast organization, and the 
League of Women Voters is willing to assume that 
role. In the past, the networks have been reluctant 
to accept debates because of the now-inoperative 
:requirement that they had to give equal time to all 
minor-party candidates. 

Carter and his rival will spend huge sums of mon-
ey on advertising this year. The Democrat has set 
his budget at more than $8 million, most of it for 
TV, and the Republican will spend as much or 
more. The past has shown that such media expo-
sure-always under the direct control of the candi-
date-is more likely to emphasize image than 
issues, and we can expect more of the same this year. 

It seems to us that if the nominees are going to 
spend public money to say whatever they like of 
themselves and their opponent-with no opportuni• 
ty for rebuttal-they have an obvious responsibili• 
ty to accept free network time for an exchange in 
which they would have to justify their claims. 

There have been no TV debates between pres-
idential contenders since the Nixon-Kennedy ap-
pearances in 1960. More than 75 million persons 
saw the four encounters, and the percentage of vo-
ter turnout that year was the highest for a national 
election in this century. A reprise this year might 
just reverse the lamentable decline of voter enthu• 
siasm in the 16 years since. 

We can think of no reason why either Carter or 
Ford would want to evade a direct discussion of the 
issues with his opponent, except the fear that his 
public positions-or criticism of his rival-might 
not stand up to such a test. 

They could save the League of Women Voters a 
lot of work and expense by declaring, and prompt-

. ly, that they are willing to accept the league's pro-
posa ls. · 

Who will speak up first? 
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HAL GULLIVER 

Kennedy-Nixon Debates Again? 
SHOULD Jimmy Carter agree to de-

bate Gerald Ford in this fall's 
presidential campaign? 
· Should, on the other hand, an 
incumbent President ever agree to de-
bate any other candidate? Isn't that a 
foolish mistake? 

On the third band, yet, what if Ron-
ald Reagan or some compromise 

Hal Gulliver's column appears daily 
in The Atlanta Constitution. 

,,choice -ends 11p as the · Republican 
presidential nominee? What then? 
Should two nonincumbents of the 
White House take on each other in 
open debate? . 

Thesl! are interesting questions. 
They are also questions that some 
people at least will try to press hard 
for decisions long before November. 
The League of Women Voters for 
example is already pressing to en-
courage both Democratic and Republi-
can presidential nominees to "meet in 

face-to-face debates this election 
year." 

Back to that in a moment. The rea-
son though that the question first 
posed at the beginning of this column 
relates to Jimmy Carter is simply 
_that Carter may well make the final 
decision. H the polls mean anything, 
he right now enjoys a tremendous 
two-to-one lead over either Ford or 
Reagan as Republican presidential 
nominee. He has said. that, in princi-
ple, he would agree to debate any 
opponent. His top press aide, Jody 
Powell (aide and adviser) quickly re-
phrased. that cautiously to say that a 
debate would depend on the details~ in 
a word, maybe yes, maybe no. · 

truth Is that any frontrunner 
has a decision to make ilbout debating 
an opponent. The only remarkable 
thing about the present political year • 
is that the challenger, the nonoccupant 
of the White House, is at the moment 
the overwhelming frontrunner. Nor-
mally, the consideration would be, 
would not an incumbent president be 
out of his mind to debate an oppo-

nent? This year, Carter as challenger 
is so far in front that the decision may 
likely end up being his. After all, even 
an incumbent president (if he is far 
enough behind in the polls) may prove 
eager to try debates or anything else. 

Now, back to the League of Women 
Voters. That group, one with consider-
able clout because of its nonpartisan 
and constructive interest in politics 
and civic affairs, has decided that it is 
"of the utmost importance to the na-
tion that the two major presidential 
candidates meet in face-to-face de-
bates this election year:' and that fur-
ther "only strong public pressure will 
bring out the candidates." 

"Jf you share our opinion ~t it's 
been 16 years too long since thill 'coun-
try has had face-to-face presidential 
debates, we hope you'll speak out in 
an editorial on this effort," declared 
the league, in a letter to this and no 
doubt other newspapers over the coun-
try. 

The 16-year reference, of course, 
brings back the memory of those John 

Kennedy-Richard Nixon debates, the 
debates that many thought may have 
tipped the scale in favor of Kennedy. 
Those debates were classic in their 
way, maybe changed the course of 
history. But are public debates be-
tween major presidential candidates 
really worthwhile? I find myself unde-
cided, really. If you can imagine an 
Adlai Stevenson and some equally elo-
quent opponent trying to "talk sense" 
to the American people and enliven 
the public dialogue in such fashion, 
why, then, certainly they are worth-
while. , 

Imagine, though, a Ronald Reagan 
whose political views are mostly as 
shallow as a coat of paint-and yet 
who has an able ex.-actQr'.1 skill on 
television, what then? Should Gerald 
Ford debate Reagan before the 
uncommitted delegates in Kansas tity 
and let that decide the r.omlnation 
next week? He would be foolish. And 
maybe that is the final question about 
such presidential-candidate debates. 
Do they offer a reasonable chance to 
enlighten the American voters? 

; • L 
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Let's have tlie debates! 
After Thuriiday's rousing \',indup of 

the Republican national com·ention. the 
coming presidential campaign suddenly 
looks more exciting than it did. One 
important reason was President Ford's 
chalknge to debate .Jimmy Carter face 
to face on national television. and Jlr. 
Carter's prompt return of the challenge. 

The prospect of such a debate or se-
ries of debates instantly changes the 
whole outlook for this campaign, Instead 
of being largely a media contest, fought 
at arm's length or through intermediar. 
ies, it offers a direct test of ideas-a 
non-insulated clash between two philoso-
phies of American gO\·ernment. embod-
ied by the two men chosen by their 
parties as representing them best. 

That of course is what a presidential 
campaign should be, but rarely is. ln 
recent years. campaigns more and more 
have become ontests between two 
teams of public-relations experts. politi-
cal strategists. and speech writers; the 
real differences bet ween the parties 
tend to become a kind of product that 

· must be packaged and marketed as ef-
fectively as possible. \ 

If that trend is ended, it is excellent 
news for the voters and for our political 
process. B'ace-to-face debates are a 
straightforward way of letting citizens 

know exactly what is at stake and giv-
ing them a solid basis for choice 

;\Ir. Ford's proposal to debate, we 
think. gives him particular credit. He is 
not \\idely perceiyed as 1:.n adroit verbal 
duelist, but the debate should ;1ot bf! a 
contest of oratorical skill. It must be a 
test of facts, history, philosophy, and 
conviction, and Mr. Ford clearly does 
not fear it. 

There is no doubt the public wants 
such a test. In a recent nationwide poll, 
68 per cent of those surveyed favored it. 
The legal obstacles have been removed: 
A year ago the Federal Communications 
Commission exempted political ~·cbates 
from the crippling "equal time" provi-
sion. if they are bona fide r.e·vs events 
and are not sponsored by the broadcast• 
ing station. The League of Women Vot-
ers has taken the lead in urging such 
debates. and is eager to sponrnr them 
[the debates among primary aspirants, 
sponsored by the league. we,·e among 
the most informati\'e events of the pre-

. convention campaigns J. 
A series of Ford-Carter confrontations 

should do more than anything else to 
re,·erse the 16-year decline in voter par-
ticipation in national elections. It is a 
way of leveling with the voters. We con-
gratulate both men for undertaking 
them, and look forward to them eagerly. 
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Behind the. Debates 
President Ford has dramatically announced his readi-

ness to debate his opponent on television, and Jimmy 
Carter has accepted the challenge. Thus, no obstacle 
stands in the way of the first series of TV debates in 
llistoty between an incumbent President and•a challenger 
from the opposing party. In the memorable broadcasting 
debates between John F. Kennedy and Richard M. Nixon 
16 years ago, neither candidate was in the White House. 

National coverage of those debates was made possible 
when Congress enacted legislatioo exempting the stations 
from complying with Section 315 of the Federal Com-
munications Act, requiring "equal time" · for all candi-
dates including those from minority parties. The network 
new~ departments produced the programs on a pooled 
basis, and all the stations carried the debates simul-
taneously in prime evening time. 

After 1960, no Presidential debates took place for two 
reasons: No occupant ot the White House wanted to give 
exposure to a rival, and Congress was discouraged from 
suspending Section 315 again. During the 1976 national 
campaign, however, a change was made in the interpreta-
tion of the law, permitting TV coverage of debates as 
''bona fide" news events-if originating outside the 
network studios-without being subjected to requests 
for "equal time" from minority candidates. 

The League of Women Voters Education· Fund is now 
preparing .just such a series of fQur hours· (one for the 
Vice-Presidential rivals), a,nd the networks have expressed 
willlngness to carry the debates in prime time. The 
format will include face-to-face encounters and, in all 
likelihood, reserve .a portion Of time. for questioning by 
outside authorities in various fields. . 

It is. difficult to predict which candidate will gain from 
the debate. But much is certain: If the issues emerge with 
greater clarity, the voting public will be the real winner. 
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After the Ball 
By William Safire 

KANSAS CITY, Mo.-After the test 
v·ote had doomed the Reagan candi-
dacy, an aide peered out the window 
of the trailer at the crowd of waiting 
newsmen and wondered ruefully what 
to tell them. 

Ed Meese a .top Reagan adviser, did 
not lose his equanimity in adversity. 
"We go out there and tell 1lhem," he 
said mock-bravely, "1lhat the Ford 
forces have just fallen into our trap." 

Of ·course, President Ford clinched 
his nomination by carefully avoiding 
the Reagan foreign-policy trap. By 
accepting a platform amen~t that 
unmistakably repudiated the Kissinger 
foreign policy, Mr. Ford gave the 
Rea~ites their pound of flesh. (By 
not responding with his resignation, 
Mr. Kissinger demonstrates that no 
rebuke is humiliating enough to induce 
him to release the President from his 
grasp.) 

Conservatives and other Reaganites 
have no cause for complaint or reason . 
for bitterness. President Ford won his 
nomination fairly and squarely, and 
earned the right to expect his oppo-
nents at this contested convention to 
gulp a couple of times and then to 
support his candidacy witlh enthusiasm. 

How can the President take advan-
tage of this week's momentum to open 
up the possibility of an upset v:ictory 
in 70 days? A nine-point program: 

1. He should cut down his accept-
ance speech, which now runs 30 min• 
utes without applause, by one third. 
He could double his impact by getting 
a simple, cleair message across to the 
television audience rather than long-
windedly preaching to the choir in the 
hall. , > 2. He should make some news that 

, would shake up the odds-makers and 
pollsters. His challenge to debate 
should be neither coy, delayed, :nor 
television-aged: He should announce 
his availability to debate Mr. Carter 
for three hours every Friday, Linooln-
Douglas style, stressing detailed under 
standing of issues, and avoiding the 
antiseptic panel shows that favor the 
quickly briefed. 

3. He should get off his duff. An 
extended vacation in Vail, Colo.-a 
resort area for the relatively wealthy-
is no way to hit the ground running. 
A re-run of the get-acquainted pictures 
of running mates, ostentatiously tie-
less, is a good way to show lack of 
imagination, and to hand the initiative 
over to •the Democrats. 

4. He should forget 1lhe defensive. · 
Mr. Carter will run against Mr. Nixon, 
and •tihe President oannot go around 
pouting about the unfaimess of this. 

The voters will understand soon 
enough that Mr. Carter, the cool and 
ruthless loner, is far closer in char-
acter to Mr. Nixon than Mr. Ford 
ever has been. · 

5. He should l'emember that many 
people vote their fears. Fear of the 
unknown is a basic !human emotion, 
and Mr. Carter is the unknown. John 
Connally touched that nerve the other 
night in the most effective passage of 
oratory in the convention. The mys-
tery of Mr. Carter's fuzziness is more 
attackable than the assumption tihat 
he's just another big spender. 

6. He should address himself to that 
sizable group who vote their hopes 
more than their fears. Mr. Ford is not 
very good at promising, which is usu-
ally called "articulating !his vision of 
America.'.' because promising is most 
often associated with spending. But 
the conservative promise is more free. 
dom-contrasting wi1lh the liberal re-
quirement of more government restric-
tion on freedom-an appeal that Mr. 
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Ford should try to giet the hang ot 
expressing. 
. 7. He should identify his villain u 

the do-anytlh.ing Democratic Congress 
and ilfammer away at the theme that 
only he-and not Mr. Carter-can 
restrain a Democratic Congress from 
a spree of spending that will drive up 
prices and taxes. 

8. He should discover and make 
much of this: that his opponent is the 

· real "Establishment," not in style but 
in substance. The only anti-Establish-
ment, anti~bureaucratic alternative for 
the voter is the man who vetoes new 
spending, as Mr. Ford must promise 
to continue to do. The picture of 
Jimmy Carter ,at New York's "21," 
reassuring 1lhe powers-that-be of his 
malleability, i,s the most potent photo 
of tlle campaign. 

9. He should exploit his opponent's 
mistakes. When Mr. Carter inadver-
tently blasts George Bush and has to 
apologize, or gets caught buying off 
black ministers and has to say, "I've 
issued strict orders"-whatever that 
means-he gets away wtth a one-day 
story. Those are not only examples of 
viciousness or venality down the line, 
but of inefficient Carter administra-
tion at the top. The President has to 
pick up those fumbles and run willh 
them. 

Nothing is impossible in politics. 
Spare us the death knells and the 
unbeatable m~ns; a pretty good 
plodder who could beat Silky Sullivan 
in the convention home stretch could 
surprise in November. 




