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N “ Broadcast Journalisme

_—;lesseh’s ship is
out of shape

Several of his staff are departing;
reporters gripe about his operation

Life as President Ford’s news secretary has
never been smooth for Ronald Nessen,
the former NBC newsman. But in the past
couple of weeks it’s gotten particularly
rough.

One deputy news secretary has decided
10 leave the White House, while other
Nessen aides are expected to depart—one
possibly to the National Cable Television
Association. And reporters and press of-
fice personnel both are reported to be
unhappy at the manner in which office is
being operated.

Reporters and press office personnel
returned from the presidential trip to

China two weeks ago sharply cirtical of Mr. -

Nessen's performance. Reporters were
said to feel that the White House opera-
tion during the trip was inefficient. And
one White House aide agreed it had been
“sloppy.” He said Mr. Nessen ‘‘seemed to
feel he was part of the official presidential
party, and hung around with the Presi-
dent.” Yet, some of the complaints dealt
with Mr. Nessen’s alleged lack of informa-
tion when questioned by reporters.

But President Ford apparently is not dis-
turbed. Last week, in the midst of stories
about trouble in the press office, he ex-
pressed his ‘‘full confidence” in Mr.
Nessen. Mr. Ford was said to feel that Mr.
Nessen is “fully professionally qualified to
do the job.” B

‘With Mr. Nessen on vacation in Florida,
that statement was given reporters by
Deputy News Secretary William Greener,
a former Pentagon spokesman who is leav-
ing the White House to return to the Pen-
tagon as assistant secretary for public

affairs. -
" Others said to be departing soon are Eric
Rosenberger, who heads the White House
press advance office, and John W. Hushen,
another deputy news secretary. There is no
word on where Mr. Rosenberger might
land, but Mr. Hushen and Robert

A
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Back to bars. Clarence N. (Chuck)
Medlin, escaped convict who bilked
CBS News out of $9,000 by promising to
lead CBS newsmen to the body of
James Hoffa (Broaocasting, Dec. 15),
was headed back toward jail last week.
A US. magistrate’s court in New
Orleans, where he was captured the
week before, verified that he was an -
escapee from a federal prison halfway
house in North Carolina, and his lawyer
said he would be returned to federal
prison, probably in a few days. CBS
News officials apparently have given up
hope of finding either Mr. Hoffa's body or
the $9,000 that they had given fo a
freelance writer, Patrick O'Keefe, who
took Mr. Mediin to them. Mr, O’'Keefe had
agreed to return the money if Mr. Hoffa's
body was not found, according to CBS
News, but said Mr. Medlin demanded it
and he was afraid not to comply.

Schmidt, president of NCTA, have dis-
cussed the possibility of Mr. Hushen join-
ing the association in a top administrative
post. Mr. Schmidt is seeking someone to
fill in for him when he is out of town as
well as to assume the congressional liaison
duties of Charles Lipsen, who has been_
dropped, and has talked to six prospects,
in all.

’ mon than a decade o/ Conlslruch'w Service
' ’ : e FOo
to Broadcasters and the groaz[cading jf{qﬁdfry

Brokers—-Consultants

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10022

Journalism Briefs

Victor. KcBD-TV Lubbock, Tex., defended
itself successfully against $500,000 libel
suit filed by two men who were subjects of
1973 investigative series broadcast by sta-
tion. Two were accused in that series of

E. STARK

(212) 355-0405

mishandling public funds.

Lifesavers. Pete Rayner, reporter,
WWOK(AM)-WIGL(FM) Miami, interrupted
his morning fishing report from his
airplane Dec. 6 to help save eight crew
members of sunken freighter who were in
sinking lifeboat. Mr. Rayner called Coast
Guard and alerted nearby boat for pick-up
by dropping flares from his plane. Steve
Gill, reporter, wowk-Tv Huntington, W,
Va., thwarted armed robbery attempt of
Charleston gas station Dec. 9. Pulling in
to station after spotting fire, Mr. Gill found
manager of station locked inside pay cubi-
cle surrounded by fire started by two men
trying to get manager to come out with
money. They were frightened away by Mr.
Gill, who took part in chase after one.

Webster telis of weeks |
of terror in Angola

Don Webster, CBS News correspondent,
said that at one time while he and
freelance cameraman Bill Mutschmann
were imprisoned in Luanda, Angola, he
was told he would probably die there.
Mr. Webster, who with Mr.
Mutschmann was released Dec. 11 after
they had been held on unspecified charges
for 19 days by the Popular Movement for
the Liberation of Angola (BROADCASTING,
Dec. 8, 15), described their treatment in a
report from Lisbon on the Dec. 11 CBS
Evening News With Walter Crontkite
(above). :
*“The living conditions,” he said, ‘““were
terrible. The sanitary facilities were un-
describable. The food was inedible. And
worst of all was the indecision as to what
would happen to you. We were interrog-
ated time and again, accused of being CIA
agents, not correspondents for CBS. And

-on one occasion, the interrogator ended

the conversation by saying: ‘Mr. Webster, 1
think you will die in Angola’ And it is that
that hung over us the whole time.’

He said no charges were brought against
them because “‘they had nothing to charge
us with. They don’t like Americans. At

one time we were the only Americans at all
in Angola and that was our only offense.’

Mr. Webster said he and Mr.
Mutschmann were not harmed physically,
but that ‘“‘every night without exception
some prisoner was taken out and beaten,
sometimes savagely ... We saw people
after the beatings, with scars and marks
that I don’t want to describe, but whatever
you can imagine, it happened.”
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S - Closed Circuit

Insider report: behind the scene, before the fact

b 1]

Seeking way out

FCC is expected to begin fighting back
today (Monday) against court decisions it
feels are forcing it into unconstitutional
review of station formats. Under
consideration will be draft notice of
inquiry which says those decisions—in
transfer cases in which citizen groups have
opposed proposals of purchaser to change
format—have raised two key questions:
whether public interest requires close
scrutiny of entertainment formats, and
whether First Amendment permits it.
Draft notice is designed to determine
whether commission should play role in
“dictating” selection of entertainment
formats. Draft is seen as designed to
provide commission with basis for
coherent policy for dealing with format-
change cases. And such policy,
commissioner’s hope, will help
commission persuade court to modify its
position.

Commissioner Glen O. Robinson is
understood to be drafting statement of his
own that would accompany notice. It
would expand on legal issues raised in
notice and express his known uneasiness
about thrust of courts’ format-case
decisions.

L}
Bad timing
If any network TV advertisers think they
can get price break by stalling around,
they’d better think again. That was word
at all three networks last week after
Donald Evanson of J. Walter Thompson
Co. suggested publicly that week just
ended (Dec. 15-19) might be critical time
for NBC-TV rates (BROADCASTING, Dec.
15). Sources at all three said prices were
holding everywhere and business was
booming. ,
Sources at NBC, whose rates had been
singled out as subject to special pressures,
reported sales for January best they've
ever seen and said orders were not t:or first
quarter alone but for second and third as
well. In addition, election night has been
completely sold. As for holdouts, NBC
official said it’s too late: Some advertisers
whose decisions were delayed have
already discovered parts of packages they
wanted were snapped up while they
dallied.

|

Disillusionment

President Ford’s television adviser,
Robert Mead, ex-CBS News producer, is
finding his turf crowded with what he
regards as instant TV experts, and he’s
not liking it very much. He feels top White
House advisers have at times pre-empted
his role, with adverse consequences for
President—as, for example, bit of stage

/

business in which President in televised
speech ripped pages off calendar to
underline impatience with slow pace of
Democratic Congress on energy problem
(“*Closed Circuit,” June 9). More
recently, it was presidential counsel, Phil
Buchen, who gave what Mike Wallace
took to be commitment for presidential
appearance on 60 Minutes—and Mr.
Mead who was given job of expressing
regrets when President’s advisers decided,
belatedly, Mr. Ford’s schedule could not
accommodate interview.

Mr. Mead, incidentally, had written
memo expressing his view on how Mr.
Ford’s 60 Minutes appearance could be
more effective than Ronald Reagan’s and
he opposed, as unprofessional, decision to
cancel. Mr. Mead has indicated to friend
that glamour of job has worn thin since
Jerry terHorst hired him and promised
free rein. :

e

]
New territory

Ambitious project to collect most
promising radio co-op advertising plans of
American manufacturers has been
undertaken by Radio Advertising Bureau.
It initiated survey of 10,000
manufacturers few weeks ago to
determine which have radio co-op plans
and what plans are. From returns, now
beginning to come in, RAB expects to
collect at least 700 plans that hold most
potential for radio stations and publish
them in detail in book form during first
half of 1976.

Encouraging mood change has already
been noticed. In past, RAB officials say,
manufacturers tended to be chary about
giving out more than highlights, if that
much, of their plans. But this time they
seem more willing to send details. Some
150 plans have been received thus far.
Project is part of over-all RAB co-op drive.
Another feature: 18 co-op sales clinics
between Jan. 12 and March 5, conducted
by co-op specialist, Ed Crimmins, with
leading manufacturers offering case
histories.

]
Other body on view?

With outlook good for admission of
broadcasting to House of Representatives
(BROADCASTING, Dec. 8), first overtures
are being made on Senate side. CBS
Broadcast/Group President John A.
Schneider and Washington Vice President
Bill Leonard met last Wednesday with
staff director of Commission to Study
Operations of the Senate (so-called Culver
Commission, named for Senator John C.
Culver [D-Iowal, who authored
resolution creating it). CBS President
Arthur Taylor went to Washington to
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meet with Senator Culver—who’s not
member of commission—on subject, but
Angola vote intervened.

Problem in Senate is said to-be infinitety
more complex. In House, all speakers
deliver their remarks from dais in front of
Speaker’s chair. In Senate, each member
speaks from his desk, requiring
broadcasters to mix 101 mikes, and posing
more difficult camera-lighting
considerations. Policy problem is
something else again. Resolution identical
to that on verge of adoption in House has
been before Senator Robert C. Byrd’s (D-
W. Va.) subcommittee (Standing Rules of
the Senate) of the Rules and
Administration Committee all year,
without attention.

e ]
Canadian confrontations
Discovery of applications filed with
Canadian Radio Television Commission
for transfer of head-end locations of
several Toronto cable systems to Hornby,
Ont., seven miles away, is seen as
indication that cable systems are seeking
means of circumventing plan of three
network affiliates in Buffalo, N.Y ., to jam
their signals northward. Hornby location,
according to Buffalo authorities, would
bypass expected jamming locations.
In Toronto last week were Ward L.
Quaal, Chicago broadcast management
counselor, retained by Buffalo stations,
and Frank U. Fletcher, counsel for WBEN
Inc., to survey situation prior to Jan. 13
meeting of U.S. and Canadian diplomats
on sensitive media problem -
(BROADCASTING, Dec. 15). Canadian plan
to block flow of advertising to American
print and broadcast media had resulted in
earlier decision of Timeand Reader’s

| Digestto terminate Canadian editions.

Cable edict would require systems to
delete U.S. advertising from programs
purloined from U.S. stations, which .
proposed jamming retaliation.

]
More action

Highly placed source at CBS-TV says - -~
network will attempt to save MGM-TV’s
Bronk (Sunday, 10-11 p.m., NYT), -
starring Jack Palance, which just managed
to squeeze onto CBS’s second-season
schedule, by making changes in the show.
“The Palance character is too brooding
and passive and stoical,” source said.
“We’re going to take the pipe out of his
mouth and make him more energeticand
demonstrative, get him right into the
action.” Hope at CBS, this source
concludes, is that these changes, plus
thinning out of ABC’s competitive
Sunday-night movie package, will turn
Bronk into a second-season survivor.



Editorialsgﬂ

The club

There is, it seems to us,a fundamental misconception in the Na-
tional Press Club’s survey of White House relations with the
press. The survey, as reported here a week ago, assumes that
Presidents ought to be unfailingly candid and accessible and
their press secretaries fountains of objective information to be
turned on at the approach of any deadline.

Those conditions may prevail some day, but not while humans
inhabit the White House.

The press club, as noted, has conceded that Gerald Ford and
his administration are a welcome contrast to the Nixon regime
which engaged in calculated efforts to manage news and dis-
credit news media. Still, things could be much better, in the press
club’s eyes. A yearning is expressed for more “openness and
candor” from the President. Ron Nessen, the press secretary, is
criticized for ignorance in foreign affairs and inadequate know-
ledge of other subjects. ‘

There is in all of this an addled idealism that ilt suits profes-
sionals who are supposed to be telling the public what really
goes on in Washington. Journalists are losing touch with politi-
cal realities if they begin to hope that Presidents will answer ev-
ery question fully or that information officers in presidential
employ will suddenly begin acting like disinterested gatherers of
unadulterated news. However high minded a President or his
press secretary, their perceptions of the public good will often
differ from the journalists’. It is often the conflict between those
perceptions that makes news. ’

For the National Press Club’s next study of White House news
coverage, things might usefully be turned around. How much
hard grubbing are reporters doing in the White House outside the
oval office or Mr. Nessen’s briefing room? Is television devoting
enough time to the reporter’s unillustrated report, based on
sources that cannot be pictured? Is the abrasiveness of questions
and answers at daily briefings distracting reporters from their
basic job of getting at the facts?

Is the press club ready for that survey?

Star performance

Washingtonians, bureaucrats and ordinary citizens alike wit-
nessed a unique demonstration of adversary journalism at its
best at the year end. It was unusual because the opponents are
under the same corporate tent.

On Dec. 30 the Washington Starin a lead editorial laid it on
the government, National Association of Broadcasters and the
networks for throwing blocks in the path of pay television. It was
an inaccurate, outdated and inept portrayal of the existing con-
ditions, although correct in the premise that most broadcasters
oppose siphoning of programs.-

Came Richard S. Stakes, president of the Washington Star Sta-
tion Group, who also happens to be chairman of the NAB Com-
mittee on (against) Pay Television, with an op-ed rejoinder
using double the space occupied by the Stars eruption. It
answered the newspaper’s attack with arguments largely
familiar to all broadcasters—and cable operators.

The Star’s new owner—Joe L. Allbritton—is under RCC man-
date to dispose within three years of all broadcast properties
whose ownership involves him in violation of the commission’s
crossownership rules. These include WMAL-AM-PM-TV Washing-
ton and WLVA(AM) or WLVA.-TV Lynchburg, Va. These, plus

gvcw (¥v) Charleston, S.C., are the properties directed by Mr.
takes.

What happened here does not establish precedent. These days
it isn’t unusual for newspapers and stations under the same top
ownership to take opposing positions on local issues or even on
candidates for public office. Most newspaper ownerships have
completely separated broadcast operations from their
newspapers with separate corporate entities in separate buildings.
ings.

That was not how it was two decades ago. While it is perhaps
after the fact, it is now evident that whatever misgivings govern-
ment might have had about concentrations of media in the same
market have to a great degree been voluntarily dispelled.

Hardy perennials

Television soap opera was discovered all over the press last
week, as though it had suddenly emerged as a new quirk on the
cultural scene. Time had a cover story of unusual length of the
whole genre. Newspapers coast to coast were full of previews of
Norman Lear’s new Mary Hartman! Mary Hartman!, starting
in syndication. '

If any significance can be read into this, it is that television it-
self is always a dependable subject for journalistic treatment. In
a slow news week, how better to sell magazines than with a
cover piece headlined “Sex and Suffering in the Afternoon™?
Almost as sure-fire as that sex-and-violence-in-prime-time
speech that politicians have used so dependably in slow legis-
lative periods. : :

N for nothing

Now that the laughter has subsided after the discovery that NBC

paid “‘well under $1 million” for a corporate symbol that a staff
artist ran up for the Nebraska educational television network
while working on company time, an accommodation must be
reached. If the Nebraska people are as smart as they seem to be,
they will abandon their use of the logo in exchange for one con-
cession from NBC.

In its promotion accompanying its introduction of the new

logo, NBC asserted that Lippincott & Margulies submitted 1,000
designs before the N was ultimately chosen. Having already re-
jected them, NBC woulid surely be willing to let the Nebraska
educational television network take its pick from the discarded
999. Designers:we know say Nebraska couldn’t lose. ’

Drawn for BROADCASTING by Jack Schmidt

“Here comes a weather bulletin.”
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KPIX(TV) San Francisco reporter; Jim Ar-
nold, wBz-Tv Boston cameraman, and
Tom Fleming, independent producer for-
merly with wiz.Tv Baltimore, who will
follow news stories with a documentary to
be cycled among the five Group W sta-
tions.

Journalism Briefs

Pool arrangements. Television and radio
pool arrangements are planned for Demo-
cratic National Convention in Madison
Square Garden, New York, beginning July
12. Foreign broadcast service for interna-
tional use will also be available. Inquiries
should be addressed to Robert Asman,
NBC, 30 Rockefeller Plaza, New York
10020.

Correction. ABC spokesman says the net-
work’s news division has total of 90 cor-
respondents, not just 52 reported in
BROADCASTING, Jan. 5 (“The network
evening news; showcase of electronic jour-
nalism’’). That number included only TV
correspondents. Spokesman said ABC also
has 38 radio correspondents, some of
whom also work in television.

Switch of the week:
Nessen complimented

National Press Club criticism
is countered by Cheney, ‘Post’

White House news secretary Ronald
Nessen, who has been drawing even more
criticism than usual of late, was defended
and praised by the White House chief of
staff in an appearance on CBS’s Face the
Nation on Jan. 4. Mr. Nessen also got an
editorial note of sympathy from the Wash-
ington Post.

Richard B. Cheney, in answer to a ques-
tion from CBS’s Phil Jones, said he and
President Ford feel that the former NBC
newsman has done ‘‘an extremely good
job in an extremely difficult situation.” He
also said the office of presidential news
secretary is one job—the Presidency is
another —that serves as a “‘lightning rod,”
drawing a great deal of criticism, regardiess
of the work done.

As for the National Press Club report
that sharply criticized Mr. Nessen’s perfor-
mance as news secretary (BROADCASTING,
Jan. 5), Mr. Cheney noted that the Wash-
ington Post had published an editorial cri-
ticizing the club for failing to give Mr.
Nessen an opportunity to reply. The
editorial said it was disturbing that the re-
port did not provide for a rebuttal.

The editorial also called attention to
what the Post considered another, more
serious, “‘flaw.” And that is that the White
House press corps seems, in the report, to
assume some things ‘‘good reporters’
should not—that ‘‘press secretaries are
merely adjunct to good reporting,”’ for
one. Reporters, the editorial said, should
rely on their own digging to develop news,
not on press secretaries, whose job is to
promote or at least protect ‘‘the image of
those who pay their wages.”

Equ:pment & Engineering

EBS hardware maker
blasts NAB’s position
favoring delay in
system implementation
McMartin says it and other
manufacturers have equipment

ready now and cheaper than.if
a postponment were granted

The National Association of Broadcasters
was rapped sharply last week for petition-
ing the FCC to postpone for six months
the April 15 deadline broadcasters face for
installing the new, two-tone Emergency
Broadcast System equipment (BROAD-
CASTING, Jan. 5). The rap was ad-
ministered by Ray B. McMartin, president
of McMartin Industries, Omaha, an asso-
ciate member of NAB, which builds the
equipment used in the new system.

Mr. McMartin, in a letter to NAB’s
general counsel, John Summers, said that
postponing the eﬁ'ective date would be un-
fair to the broadcasters who have already
purchased the new equipment as well as to
the manufacturers (and associate mem-
bers of NAB) who ‘“‘have already invested
huge sums in inventory buildup, anticipat-
ing an orderly flow of systems to the
broadcasters.”

He also said there is no basis for the
argument that the necessary EBS equip-
ment is not now available to broadcasters.
‘At least 14 suppliers have now been cer-
tified’’ by the commission, he said, “and a
heavy advertising campaign’ is being
waged by the competing firms to reach
broadcasters, who ‘‘are having no
difficulty choosing the systems most ap-
propriate to their needs.

““There is no reasonable need to defer
decision-making until NAB convention
time [March 21-24],” Mr. McMartin ad-
ded. “While this might enhance the
justification for attending and participating
in the NAB convention, it does so at the
expense of associate members engaged in
supplying EBS equipment.”’

Mr. McMartin also warned that, contr-
ary to what he said were suggestions that a
postponement in the effective date might
produce price reductions, it is more likely
that further delays will cause prices to rise.
He said quantity buying has already oc-
curred and that labor costs after Jan. 1 will
reflect “‘the substantial higher minimum
wage increases.”’ He said the maximum
average cost for each broadcasters for the
equipment will be $425.

Two petitions seeking extensions of the
deadline are pending before the commis-
sion—one, by the Louisiana Association
of Broadcasters, seeking a one-year delay,
and the NAB’s. The commission is ex-
pected to act on those petitions this week.

Technical Briefs

Replacement order. General Electric
Broadcasting Co., group broadcaster, has
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placed $345,000 order with Harris Corp.
(Quincy, I.) for BTD-361, 36 kw IF
modulated TV transmitter to replace pre-
sent equipment at KOA-TV Denver.

Bought for Boston. RKO General’s WNAC-
Tv Boston will purchase eight RCA color
TV cameras-—-five TK-45A studio’
cameras, one TKP-45 stndio-quality por-
table and two TK-76 electronic news por-
tables—from RCA Broadcast Systems,
Camden, N.J: Total cost is in excess of
$500, 000.

Studio monitor. Robins/Fairchild, Com-
mack, N.Y., has developed compact 25-
watt solid-state studio monitor power
amplifier for broadcast use. Designated
model F62500, it allows disk jockeys to
have more headset sound than provided by
lower-power units for monitoring records.

General agreement on

'ABC’s push for FCC

satellite grand design

Cable and broadcasters do arguse,
however, over who gets what

ABC’s petition to the FCC asking for a
rulemaking on ‘‘the establishment of a
basic over-all design for the development
of domestic communication-satellite ser-
vices”” (BROADCASTING, Oct. 20) has been
recognized in comments to the FCC as
necessary by broadcasters as well as by ca-
ble TV and common carrier interests.
There was however, disagreement over
specific proposals suggested by ABC.

ABC in its petition had said that
guidelines must be adopted soon or
“‘satellite capacity in the 4/6 ghz band will
be depleted within the next five yearson a
‘first-come, first-served’ basis”” ABC went
on to suggest that broadcasting be given
priority on the 4/6 ghz band and ex-
pressed concern over possible erosion of
spectrum space if the commission allows
earth station antennas smaller than the 10
meter (33-foot) ones normally recom-
mended. These proposals were supported
by the National Assoclanon of Broad-
casters and CBS.

The National Cable Television Associ-
ation did not go along with the antenna
proposal. It said that ‘‘questions regarding
the regulation of the design of ground sta-
tion installation must be avoided. These
matters should be marketplace in nature.’
The ban against smaller, less expensive
antennas, NCTA added, would have the
effect of restricting *‘the use of the 4/6 ghz
band to broadcast network uses and shift
other users . ..such as CATV to the 12/14
ghz band.’ The result of ABC’s proposal,
said NCTA, Hughes Aircraft and Home
Box Office, would be to ‘“‘remove the
necessary flexibility from the development
of nonbroadcast services utilizing
satellites.”’

A combination of these two positions
was taken by Eastern Microwave Inc., a
common carrier, which said that no anten-
nas smaller than 10 meters should be




























ACU Awards

(Continued from front page)

(D) and Ed Roush (D-Ind.), Bob Traxler (D-Mich.), Wil-
liam Clay (D-Mo.), Max Baucus (D-Mont.), Stephen Neal
(D-N.C.), Henry Helstoski (D-N.J.), Bella Abzug (D)
and Matthew McHugh (D-N.Y.), Thomas Ashley (D-
Ohio), Joe Fisher (D) and Herbert Harris (D-Va.) and
Alvin Baldus (D-Wisc.).

Ten Senate and House votes on important spending is-
sues in 1975 were selected for judging the performance of
the award recipients. On most or all of these votes the
Budget Busters Award recipients voted contrary to ACU’s
position, thereby increasing the Federal debt and fanning
inflation.

These key Senate and House votes are: H.R. 2166, Tax
Reduction Act of 1975; H.R. 4481, Emergency Jobs Ap-
propriations; Buckley amendment to S.Con. Resolution 32
to cut the FY ’76 Budget by $25 billion (Senate); Latta
amendment to H.Con. Res. 466, FY ’76 Budget, to cut
new budget authority by $12.5 billion and lower budget
outlays, the deficit and public debt by $4.7 billion (House);
Long motion to table, and thus kill, the Buckley amend-
ment to H.R. 2166 which would introduce ‘‘indexing”
into the tax structure (Senate); S. 200, Consumer Protec-
tion Act of 1975; H.R. 4485, Emergency Middle-Income
Housing Act; H.R. 5237, Local Public Works Capital De-
velopment and Investment Act; Veto override vote on
H.R. 5901, Education Appropriation Act; H.R. 10585,
Debt Limit Increase (House); H.R. 10481, New York City
Aid; and H.R. 5559, Revenue Adjustment Act of 197S.

ACU’s Ostrich Award is being given to those members
of Congress who, taking a head-in-the-sand approach,
have consistently voted to weaken the United States’
military capabilities while ignoring the unprecedented
military build-up by the Soviet Union.

In an April 20 press release, Jim Roberts states
“There is mounting evidence that the balance of power,
both nuclear and conventional, has greatly shifted in
favor of the Soviet Union over the past few years. Despite
this alarming trend some Members of Congress have suc-
cumbed to what former Defense Secretary James Schies-
inger referred to as the ‘ostrich syndrome.’
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“Ignoring the growing Soviet military threat and re-
cent Communist gains in Southeast Asia and Angola,”
Roberts added, ‘‘recipients of the Ostrich Award have
consistently voted to slash the defense budget and to
undermine the United States’ position as leader of the
Free World. It is evident that these Members of Congress
do not represent the majority of Americans who believe
in a strong national defense and therefore, are not de-
serving of another term in office.”’

The Ostrich Award recipients for 1976 are: Senators
Edmund Muskie (D-Me.), Hubert Humphrey (D-Mn.),
William Proxmire (D-Wisc.); and Representatives Ronald
Dellums (D-Calif.), Patricia Schroeder (D-Col.), Andrew
Jacobs (D-Ind.), Gladys Spellman (D-Md.), Bob Carr
(D-Mich.), Richard Vander Veen (D-Mich.), Donald
Fraser (D-Minn.), Richard Nolan (D-Minn.), Helen
Meyner (D-N.J.), Jerome Ambro (D-N.Y.), Robert Edgar
(D-Pa.), Allan Howe (D-Utah), Harold Ford (D-Tenn.),
Les Aspin (D-Wisc.) and Robert Cornell (D-Wisc.). Se-
lection of the recipients for the Ostrich Award was based
on their voting record on key defense and foreign policy
issues and membership on related committees.

Five Senate and four House votes on important defense
and foreign policy issues in 1975 were selected for judg-
ing the performance of the award recipients. On most or
all of these issues the Ostrich Award recipients voted con-
trary to ACU’s position, thereby endangering U.S. mili-
tary preparedness.

Key Senate and House votes: H.R. 6096, South Viet-
nam Assistance Conference Report; McGovern and Aspin
amendments to delete funds for the B-1 bomber; Aspin
amendment to H.R. 6674, to cut $1.89 billion for weapons
procurement (House); H.R. 6674, Department of Defense
Authorization Act; Conference report vote on Aug. 1,
1975 (Senate); Culver amendment to H.R. 10029, to with-
hold funds for Diego Garcia base (Senate); Kennedy
amendment to H.R. 9681, to dismantle Grand Forks ABM
site (Senate); Slack amendment to H.R. 8121, to give up
House opposition to Senate version of the bill which did
not contain language prohibiting appropriations for U.S.
negotiations to conclude a treaty relinquishing U.S. con-
trol of the Panama Canal Zone (House).

ACU will be working actively with its state affiliates in
the upcoming elections for the defeat of the Congressmen
and Senators receiving these awards.

Meanwhile, three recent national public opinion sur-
veys show that large majorities of the American people are
fed up with Big Government and inflation and believe that
it is important that the Federal budget be balanced.

A Lou Harris Survey reveals that as far as most Ameri-
cans are concerned, the ‘‘old politics”’ are largely finished
as a force in the 1976 election, indicating that many fac-
tors that weighed heavily in previous White House races
over the last 30 years now appear out of date.

This shift is one of the key reasons many of the liberal
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‘BELIEVE ME-THERE’S NOTHING
TO WORRY ABOUT

Democratic early contenders have faded from the race.
Voters are no longer prepared to support the politics on
which the New Deal was based.

Sixty-two percent of the nationwide cross section of
1,512 adults surveyed agreed ‘‘The trouble with most lib-
eral Democrats is that they think problems can be solved
by throwing money at them, and that is wrong.”

No Free Lunch

Eighty-one percent agreed that ‘‘the trouble with your
getting special benefits and handouts from the govern-
ment these days is that you will have to pay for them four
or five times over in higher taxes.”

Over-Promisers Suspect

Seventy-seven percent agreed that ‘‘the candidate for
President who promises one group something special from
the government and another group something else will
probably turn out to be a friend of no group if elected.”
And 77 percent also agreed that ‘‘a candidate who says he
can give the unemployed government jobs and not in-
crease federal spending just isn’t being honest.”’

Inflation a Top Priority

Another Harris Survey shows that despite an improve-
ment in the economy, 94 percent of Americans think
‘‘keeping inflation under control’’ should be the chief
priority of the next President.

Federal Taxes a Concern

Close behind the top issues of inflation and federal
spending was reducing unemployment, which was men-
tioned by 85 percent of those polled. Holding down federal
taxes was a major concern of 81 percent. Maintaining
United States military defenses is believed to be very im-
portant by 76 percent.

BATTLE LINE/April-May 1976

A Gallup Poll shows that the mood of the electorate this
year is clearly one of fiscal conservatism, with voters’
views on government spending likely to assume major im-
portance in the post-convention campaign period.

Gallup Finds New Mood on Budget

To probe this new mood, Gallup asked a representa-
tive sample of the public to vote on a proposed constitu-
tional amendment that would require Congress to balance
the federal budget each year.

Democrats Want Balanced Budget, Too

Of particular interest is the finding that nearly as large
a proportion of Democrats as Republicans favor a law to
balance the budget, despite the fact that Republicans have
traditionally been more conservative regarding fiscal
matters. The crucial bloc of voters who classify them-
selves as independents hold views similar to Republicans
and Democrats.

Following are the questions and results. As the re-
sponse to the second question indicates, only 6 percent be-
lieve it is not important to balance the budget.

Most States Require Balanced Budget

The results show as many as eight in 10 voters in favor
of such an amendment.

All but three states currently have laws requiring a
balanced budget. The size of the Ford administration’s
proposed budget is $395.8 billion, with a projected deficit
of $44.6 billion. The last time the budget was balanced
was in 1969, when a surplus of $3.2 billion was realized.

Big Government a Major Issue

“‘In no other presidential election year in recent times
has the issue of Big Government and big spending been
so widely debated as it is this year, with the near-bank-
ruptcy of several major U.S. cities undoubtedly contribut-
ing to the public’s current belt-tighterfing mood,”” says
Gallup.

Amendment to Balance Budget Favored

‘““Would you favor or oppose a constitutional amend-
ment that would require Congress to balance the federal
budget each year—that is, keep taxes and expenditures
in balance?”’

Percent —
No ..
Favor Oppose Opinion.’ *
National 78 13 9
Republicans 84 9 7
Democrats 78 12 10
Independents 77 16 7

‘““How important do you think it is to balance the federal
budget—very important, fairly important, or not so im-
portant?”’

Percent
Very Fairly Not So No Opinion
National 69 21 6 4
Republicans 74 20 3 3
Democrats 69 21 4 4
Independents 67 20 9 4
3



Independent Advertising Campaign a Significant Factor

ACU Effort Helped Reagan
Trounce Ford in Texas

The Gipper lives!

And we are proud to say that the American Conserva-
tive Union played a significant, independent role in Ron-
ald Reagan’s smashing victory in Texas over Gerald Ford.
White House press secretary, Ron Nessen, however, is
not proud of ACU’s role. Mr. Nessen secems to believe
that it is, if not ipso facto illegal to oppose his boss, it is
certainly immoral and unethical. Speaking of Mr. Nes-
sen, it is becoming increasingly difficult to tell whether he
is speaking as the President’s press spokesman, or if he
is merely trying out new material for a possible return
engagement as the Guest Buffoon on the NBC Saturday
Night TV show. But, we digress. For more on this, see the
story on page 6.

In the Lone Star State, ACU spent over $30,000 on
hard-hitting radio and newspaper ads contrasting the
Reagan and Ford positions on key issues. We based our
advertising pitch on the presumption that, given the facts,
Republican voters would choose the no-nonsense con-
servatism of Reagan over the operational liberalism of
Gerald Ford.

ACU placed 29 full-page ads and over 3,000 radio spots
in such cities as Austin, El Paso, San Angelo, Waco,
Amarillo, Corpus Christi, Beaumont, Lubbock and
Abilene. In addition, ACU chairman M. Stanton Evans
held press conferences in Houston, Austin, and Dallas
announcing our independent campaign and criticizing the
President for political double-talk on issues such as the
Panama Canal, energy deregulation, aid to New York
City, gun control, and forced school busing.

Under the auspices of ACU, Robert Carleson, former
U.S. commissioner of welfare, spent four days criss-
crossing Texas for a series of radio, TV and newspaper
interviews on Reagan’s record as governor of California.
Four thousand copies of the book, Sincerely, Ronald
Reagan, were mailed to conservative Democrats through-
out the state.

ACU’s advertising campaign was not the only inde-
pendent effort. ACU supporter J. Evetts Haley of Mid-
land, author of A Texan Looks at Lyndon, ran his own
version of ACU’s newspaper ads and separate radio spots
throughout the state.

In Indiana, ACU:

eHad mailed to all Republican voters in Marion
County—32,000 of them—copies of a Human Events sup-
plement on Ronald Reagan’s record, written by ACU
Chairman Stan Evans. Marion County, which includes
Indianapolis, was carried by Reagan by about 7,000
votes.

ePlaced 400 one-minute spot ads for Reagan around
the state, and full-page newspaper ads in 10 newspapers.

In the Georgia primary, which Reagan won in a walk,
ACU placed radio spot ads on 10 stations.

ACU began its independent campaign on Reagan’s be-
half just prior to the Florida primary.March 9, and con-
tinued in North Carolina, lllinois and Wisconsin.

Whatever else it may have demonstrated, Ronald
Reagan’s defeat of Gerald Ford in Texas and his win
in Indiana, have demolished the argument that the
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former California Governor is an un-electable, right-
wing extremist who appeals only to a small minority
within the Republican Party. In these states, Mr. Reagan
captured not only the conservative GOP vote but also the
votes of thousands of independents and Democrats, many
of whom formerly supported Alabama Governor George
Wallace.

Mr. Reagan’s defeat of Ford in the Lone Star State was
truly astounding in its scope, surprising both Mr. Ford
and his backers and the Reagan people as well. Reagan
won all 96 delegates, sweeping all 24 Congressional
districts and all but two of the nearly 200 counties which
held a GOP primary. He carried by the overwhelming
margin of about two-to-one the county and home pre-
cinct in Wichita Falls of the man who headed President
Ford’s campaign in Texas, Sen. John Tower.

Commenting on Mr. Reagan’s victory, which drew some
419,000 voters into the Republican primary, more than
four times as many voters as have ever participated in a
GOP primary in Texas, Reagan co-chairman Ray Barn-
hart told Battle Line:

‘““‘What this demonstrates is that Reagan has broad
support contrary to the garbage the Ford strategists are
putting out. It shows just how shallow the President’s sup-
port is. We got a lot of help from the Wallace Democrats
but not all of them crossed over. Wallace still got about
20 percent of the Democrat vote.”” In the last Texas GOP
primary in 1974, gubernatorial candidate Jim Granberry
drew only 74,000 votes.

The Reagan triumph, says Barnhart was a ‘‘people’s
campaign’’ because most of the Republican Party big-
wigs backed Mr. Ford. ‘‘I’'m convinced that most people
voted for Reagan because of his stands on the issues, not
against Mr. Ford. It was a positive thing,”’ Barnhart ob-
serves. ‘‘Reagan carried the cities big and little, rural and
urban areas. You name it, he carried it. What we had was
a November election in May, a general election where
people exercised their votes not on the basis of party af-
filiation but on the basis of what they believe.”’

Barnhart firmly believes that Reagan’s win in Texas
marks the demise of Mr. Ford’s candidacy. ‘It demon-
strates the fatal weakness of Mr. Ford,”’ he says. ‘‘Ford
is not a leader but a product of Watergate. He was
selected, not elected. He came from the Washington
crowd not because he was a leader but because he wasn’t.
He was chosen because he made no one mad about
anything.”

Knight newspaper reporter Saul Friedman quotes
University of Houston political scientist Richard Murray
as saying of Reagan’s Texas victory: ‘‘Ford’s weakness is
glaring. He campaigned hard here, but he ended up with
support only from the couptry-club Republicans. Reagan
showed that he could draw votes from Democrats and in-
dependents, blue-collar and middle-class.’”

The former Republican chairwoman from Harris
County, Texas, Nancy Palm, says: ‘‘Ford just doesn’t
realize how weak he is when he gets out among inde-
pendent and conservative voters.”

Well, he does now.
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Texan Denounces Reagan

Sen. Tower, Kissinger:
A Real 0dd Couple

Although I realize the truth of the statement that poli-
tics makes strange bedfellows, still—even for reasons of
political expedience—it blows the mind to see Texas Sen.
John Tower in the sack with Henry Kissinger.

Denies Kissinger a Soft-Liner

In an interview last month, in which he bitterly criti-
cized Ronald Reagan, Sen. Tower staunchly defended Dr.
Kissinger calling him a ‘‘brilliant secretary of state,”’ and
saying that he has ‘‘no major criticisms’’ of him during
the eight years he has served a Republican President.
Denying what has now become the conventional wisdom
among conservatives and liberals alike—that detente with
the Soviet Union has indeed been a one-way street—Sen.
Tower told me: ‘‘Unless it can be proven to me that Kis-
singer is a soft-liner toward the Soviets, I would say that
President Ford should keep him on.”’

Nuclear Superiority No Longer GOP Position

But one wonders just what kind of proof it takes to con-
vince the Senator. Take, for example, the issue of Ameri-
can strategic nuclear superiority over the Russians, some-
thing the 1968 Republican Party platform demanded, and
something Sen. Tower says he’s still for.

Sold President Idea of Strategic Retreat

In their 1974 biography titled Kissinger, authors Marvin
and Bernard Kalb report that it was Kissinger who sold
President Nixon on the idea that something called ‘‘suf-
ficiency’’ should be substituted for ‘‘superiority’’ as the
goal of American military policy. Characterizing this as a
‘‘strategic retreat,”’ the Kalbs write:

‘“The President was under considerable pressure from
the Joint Chiefs of Staff to expand the country’s strategic
arsenal. They recommended that the U.S. resume the
construction of ICBM’s—frozen for several years at the
level of 1,054—and that the U.S. step up its production of
nuclear-powered submarines and long-range bombers.
Kissinger realized that the Soviet strategic arsenal was
growing every day but, during an NSC meeting on
March 5, 1969, devoted exclusively to a review of the
ABM system, he argued strenuously against the JCS
recommendations on the grounds that they would es-
calate the arms race, thereby jeopardizing the long-range
prospects for SALT (Strategic Arms Limitation Talks) and
unnecessarily antagonizing the Russians.”’

Refuses to Criticize SALT Talks

So, what about that 1972 Kissinger-approved SALT
agreement with the Soviets? Does Sen. Tower agree with
those critics—again liberals and conservatives alike—who
maintain that we were had because this pact halted the
U.S. in the areas where we were ahead, and allowed the
Russians to advance where they were behind? Not at all.
The Senator says we had to have this agreement ‘‘to ar-
rest Soviet military growth.”” But this has not happened
at all, and as a member of the Senate Armed Services
Committee, Sen. Tower should know this is not true.
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SEN. TOWER AND HENRY KISSINGER
From victory over communism to victory over Reaganism...

In statements before various Congressional commit-
tees, Dr. Malcolm Currie, the Pentagon’s director of re-
search and engineering, has repeatedly warned of the
‘‘staggering growth’’ of the Soviet’s military machine. Dr.
Currie says: ‘‘A study of all the trends leads one to the
inescapable conclusion that the balance of power is shift-
ing to the side of the Soviet Union.”’

Soviets Seeking Superiority

In a massive statement to Congress in February of this
year, Dr. Currie declared ominously: ‘‘I do not pretend
to understand how the Soviets think. However, a valid
explanation of such thinking—and one to which we must
respond in the absence of any proof to the contrary—is
that they plan not on maintaining equivalence, but rather
on achieving effective and useful superiority: the ability
to destroy us militarily while minimizing our capability to
retaliate.”’

Tower Backed Victory Over Communism

In 1962, a bright-eyed and bushy-tailed young fresh-
man Senator wrote a book titled A Program for Con-
servatives in which he declared that the purpose of the
foreign policy of the United States should be ‘‘victory
over Communism.”” Rejecting the idea of peaceful co-
existence or accommodation with Communism, this in-
dividual wrote:

Denounced Peaceful Coexistence

“‘If we are to avert the disaster that all too clearly is ap-
proaching, our foreign policy must be purged of the ele-
ments that have put us on this road to defeat. America
must declare for victory. And she must do so from the
innermost fiber outward to the farthest extremity. A hand-
some Dorian Gray ‘image’ of victory will not hide a flabby
corpus, made so by incompatible desires to fight on the
one hand and to make peace on the other. The enemy is
not deceived.”’

Principles or Partnership?

When I asked Sen. Tower about these ringing words
he had written 14 years ago, and how they square with
the Ford-Kissinger policies of detente, the best he could
do was mutter something about a Democratic Administra-
tion being in power in 1962.

Like I said: a real mind-blower.— John D. Lofton, Jr.
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Refuses to Retract His Remarks

Nessen Falsely Accuses

ACU of Violating
Election Law

A nasty, reckless smear campaign by White House
press secretary Ron Nessen against the American Con-
servative Union, in flagrant disregard of the facts, indi-
cates just how panicky and desperate the Ford camp has
become in the wake of Ronald Reagan’s recent primary
victories over President Ford.

In San Antqnio, Texas, late last month, in a special
press briefing for journalism students at Trinity Uni-
versity, Nessen complained that the ACU was one of sev-
eral independent ‘‘side groups’ spending ‘‘a lot of
money’’ in Mr. Reagan’s behalf but not filing reports with
the Federal Election Commission (FEC), as is required
by law.

At a subsequent White House press briefing, Nessen
again raised this issue, charging that in some places 80
percent of the ads for Reagan are being paid for by inde-
pendent groups who are ‘‘slipping through loopholes in
the law”’ and not filing expenditure reports with the FEC.
Are you charging the Reagan people with doing some-
thing unethical, Nessen was asked? Oh, no, perish the
thought, he replied, adding: ‘I just think this is some-
thing good reporters will want to look into.”’

Well, I'm a good reporter—and since I also happen to
.be the editor of ACU’s monthly publication, Battle
Line—TI’ve looked into Nessen’s charges. And, to put it
bluntly, they are hogwash.

It’s no secret that ACU, in an independent effort allow-
able under the Supreme Court’s ruling on the Federal
election reform law, has been conducting a vigorous cam-
paign in behalf of Ronald Reagan. In the primary states
of Florida, North Carolina, lllinois, Wisconsin and Texas,
ACU has spent thousands of dollars on pro-Reagan ad-
vertising on the radio and in newspapers. But contrary to
Nessen’s allegations, ACU has filed an expenditure re-
port with the FEC.

As ACU Executive Director Jim Roberts says in a press
release demanding that Nessen retract his wild charges:
““The fact is that we have reported to the FEC and will
continue to do so.”’

LISTENING TO RON NESSEN talk it is becoming in-
creasingly difficult to tell whether he is speaking as the
President’s press spokesman, or whether he is merely
trying out new material for a possible return engagement
as the Guest Buffoon on the NBC Saturday Night TV
show. Nessen is shown here on the NBC set with actor
Chevy Chase, or maybe this is Nessen in the Oval Office,
but then again maybe...

So, what is Nessen talking about? What is the basis for
his remarks in Texas? When 1 put those questions to
Nessen in a briefing, quoting Roberts’ response, he re-
fused to answer directly, instead quoting at length from a
recent issue of Battle Line detailing ACU’s efforts in
Reagan’s behalf. Fine, Ron, I said, ACU is not denying it
is for Reagan. But what about your charges that ACU has
not filed with the FEC? Why did you say this when the
organization has filed its first quarterly report and did so
on April 10?

““As I say,”” Nessen replied, ‘‘it is not required that
these so-called independent organizations file monthly
reports as the candidates and their official campaigns are,
and any financial report filed will be filed now after the
primary season is over.”” So, you’re not charging any il-
legality? No, said Nessen, not at all. He says this is not
for him to judge and he wasn’t even implying any lawless-
ness. Then did you mis-speak yourself in Texas? Incred-
ibly, he says: “No.”’

Those who have pursued Ron Nessen about his general
allegations that independent groups are working for
Reagan but not reporting their expenditures, as the law
requires, have been referred by him to Bob Visser, the

general counsel at the Ford for President Committee, for
(Continued on next page)

(The following is excerpted from an exchange be-
tween Battle Line editor John Lofton, Jr. and
Presidential -press secretary Ron Nessen at -a
White House news briefing on May.5, 1976.)

Lofton: Ron, I just want to see if I can get spe-
¢ific one last time here. What states are you say-
ing ACU spent money in and did not file a report
on the expenditures specifically?

Nessen: As you say, you are the editor of the
publication and you have laid it out in your own
publication, so I don’t know why I need to read
back to you from your own publication.

Lofton: It has been filed for those states, Ron,
April 10 filing. It is already on record.

Nessen Remarks Demonstrate Ignorance of Campaign Law

Nessen: - And ‘the next filing was after the
primary season, as | understand it. July 10 is the
next required filing.

Lofton: What specific states are you saying...

Nessen: Whatever primary states the so-called

_independent organizations have spent money in
will ‘not be reported until after the primary
season is over. i '

. Thus, it is clear that Ron Nessen’s problem is
that what he thinks is the law is not the law. The
law requires only that independent groups such
as ACU file spending reports quarterly—which
ACU has done-—not that these reports be filed
immediately after money is spent in a primary. =~
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Reagan Position on Panama Canal Basically the Same as Senator’s

Goldwater Attack on Reagan Bizarre,
| Puzzling and Shocking

Those of us who know and love Sen. Barry Goldwater—
and we say this sincerely—are by now used to his some-
times eccentric behavior. But his attack on Ronald
Reagan’s position on the Panama Canal—that is that it be-
longs to the United States and should not be surren-
dered—is both bizarre and puzzling.

In a press conference, Goldwater has blasted Reagan’s
statements about the Canal saying they demonstrate
either ‘‘a lack of understanding of the facts’’ or they *‘re-
flect a surprisingly dangerous state of mind.’”” Now, what
is odd about these charges is that Reagan’s position on
the Panama Canal is, for all practical purposes, the same
as Goldwater’s, or at least the same as Goldwater’s posi-
tion used to be.

Most recently, Goldwater is one of 37 Senate sponsors
of Senate Resolution 97—presently pending before Con-
gress—which states that sovereign control over the Canal
is ‘‘vested absolutely’ in the U.S. This Resolution spe-
cifically criticizes the Ford Administration’s efforts to re-
negotiate the Canal treaty, which Goldwater now de-
fends, as constituting ‘‘a clear and present danger to the
hemispheric security and the successful operation of the
Canal by the United States under its treaty obligations.”’

The Goldwater-sponsored resolution says: ‘“The Gov-
ernment of the United States should maintain and protect
its sovereign rights and jurisdiction over the Canal and
zone, and should in no way cede, dilute, forfeit, negotiate,
or transfer any of these rights, power, authority, juris-
diction, territory, or property that are indispensably
necessary for the protection and security of the United
States and the entire Western Hemisphere.’’

Furthermore, as far back as 1964, when he was seek-
ing the GOP Presidential nomination, Goldwater took a
hard-line position on the Panama Canal which by com-
parison makes Reagan look like a real sell-out artist. Back
when he was urging President Johnson to send in the
Marines to turn on the water at our base in Guantanamo,
Cuba if Castro shut it off, Goldwater told a New York
audience in January of 1964:

Nessen

(Continued from page 6)

details. But Visser tells me that Nessen ‘‘may have been
confused’’ as regards this particular subject. He says he
knows of no money spent by ACU in Reagan’s behalf that
has not been reported. Visser adds, although he’s not
sure, that there probably have been independent efforts
in Mr. Ford’s behalf like those conducted by ACU for
Reagan. He says he’ll talk to Nessen to see what he’s
basing his charges on.

When Ron Nessen became President Ford’s press sec-
retary he said he was ‘‘a Ron but not a Ziegler,”’ referring
to President Nixon’s press secretary. And indeed he isn’t.
When he was caught in a lie, Mr. Ziegler at least had
the courage to admit that his erroneous remarks should be
considered ‘‘inoperative,”’ which is more than Nessen has
done in this sordid episode.— John Lofton, Jr.
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““I hope and pray the President doesn’t back down one
inch. The Canal is ours....The United States can’t afford
having governments take our property away from us....
We built it with their permission under a treaty that’s six
decades old....There is no reason to change it.”’

On February 6, 1964, while campaigning in Dover,
N.H., Goldwater declared: ‘I thought at first Johnson
was off on the right foot so I didn’t say anything, but
since then he has been diddling and doodling.”” Refer-
ring to the Johnson Administration’s pledges to renegoti-
ate the Canal treaty, he added: *‘You just don’t renegoti-
ate a treaty, particularly when it relates to things like
sovereignty.”’

Attacks LB)Y’s Stand on Canal

This same month, in Reno, Nevada, in a general at-
tack on LBJ’s foreign policy, including his position on the
Panama Canal, Goldwater criticized the President in
language appropriate to the locality calling him ‘‘The
Great Compromiser” who had ‘‘no stomach” for facing
difficult problems at home and abroad, accusing him of
being a man who had “‘just crapped out six times.”” He
said Johnson was not acting in the national interest so
that ‘‘for a period of time no matter what happens to the
Nation, he can be all things to all people and thereby win
election as President of the United States.”’

In his 1962 book titled Why Not Victory?, Goldwater
ridiculed President Eisenhower’s 1959 decision giving
into the demands of Panamanians that they be allowed
to fly their flag along side the American flag in the Canal
Zone to symbolize Panama’s ‘‘titular sovereignty’’ over
the area. Making the point that the U.S. will never win
over world opinion by begging for it, that the benefici-
aries of our concessions and self-denials would soon con-
strue these things as weakness and want more, he wrote:

“Does anyone seriously suppose, for instance, that our
generous decision to permit the Panamanian flag to fly
over American territory in the Canal Zone will placate the
Panamanian nationalists? The gesture is bound simply to
whet the mob’s appetite and transfer its sights to bigger -
targets.”’ £

Goldwater Mail Running Against Him

Well, the Senator was right. Twelve years later, the
mob’s hungrier than ever and President Ford seems
bound and determined to feed them by giving up the
whole kit and kaboodle, the Canal and the zone. This, of
course, is not surprising. But what is shocking is to see
Barry Goldwater now attacking Ronald Reagan and giv-
ing aid and comfort to the mob. On this one, in our
hearts, we know Barry Goldwater is wrong, or to use his
phrase, maybe he just doesn’t understand the facts.

Footnote: Sen. Goldwater’s office says that he has re-
ceived about 200 mailgrams in response to his criticisms
of Reagan and they are running about 60-40 against the
Senator.
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Saying One Thing But Doing Another

Ford Not Candid On Panama Canal Negotiations

Aside from the issues of the economic and strategic
significance of the Panama Canal to the United.State.s,
President Ford’s contradictory statements regardl_ng this
important subject raise serious doubts about his own
‘personal reputation for openness, candor and honesty.

In a news conference in Texas last month, Mr.. Ford
declared: “‘I can simply say, and say it very emphatlgally,
that the United States will never give up its defense qghts
to the Panama Canal and will never give up its operational
rights as far as Panama is concerned.”’

But Rep. Gene Snyder, (R-Ky.), has released secret
congressional testimony which shows that }he President
is planning to do exactly what he says he 'w111 not fio. Ac-
cording to a partial transcription of testimony given to
the House Panama subcommittee, the Ford Administra-
tion’s chief Panama negotiator, Ambassador Ellsworth
Bunker, was asked by Snyder if the object of the nego-
tiations was to give up the Canal Zone to Panama. He
replied:

I‘)‘To give up the Canal Zone after a period of time, that
is correct.”’ ]

Snyder then asked: ‘‘And the canal over a longer Perlod
of time?’’ Bunker answered: “Over a longer period of
time.”” Snyder says that when the U.S.-Panama treaty
is concluded, the United States will abolish the gurrgnt
Canal Zone government in six months, and will relinquish
jurisdiction in the zone within three years. The canal
would then be turned over in 25 to 50 years. .

Meanwhile at the White House, in an attempt to bail
his boss out, presidential press secretary Ron Nessen has
said that Mr. Ford’s Texas comments on the Canal lacked

“‘precision and detail,”” that what he meant to say was
(Continued on next page)
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between Gerald Ford and Ronald Reagan. Sug-

(Continued from previous page)

that he would never agree to any treaty that did not main-
tain U.S. interest in the Canal. But the problem is that the
President was too precisé in Texas. What was lacking
was his telling the truth about what his administration is
planning to do as regards the Panama Canal.

In the final analysis, the President’s position on the
Canal may prove irrelevant because there is little like-

lihood that Congress will approve any treaty that sur-

renders the Canal, now or ever. Last March, 37 senators—
three more than are needed to block a treaty—cospon-
sored a resolution calling on the Federal Government not
to transfer any of its rights over the waterway and the
Canal Zone to Panama.

Last June, the House voted 246-164 to deny funds to
“negotiate the surrender or relinquishment of United
States rights in the Panama Canal.”” Congresswoman
Leonor Sullivan, (D-Mo.), who chairs the House Com-
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, which must
report out the enabling legislation, declared: ‘‘I've told
them (the State Department) again and again that the
House will never enact a law to give away the zone...
They’ll be wanting to renegotiate the Louisiana Pur-
chase next.”’

Just a word on the strategic importance of the Canal to
the United States. Ambassador Bunker is now playing
down this aspect of the subject, telling New York Times
columnist C. L. Sulzberger late last year that the Canal’s
value, while of continuing importance, ‘‘is probably not
as great relatively as in earlier years.”

But in November of last year, a State Department fact
sheet on the Canal called it ‘‘an important defense asset,
the use of which enhances U.S. capability for timely re-
inforcement and resupply of U.S. forces.”

In 1970, Gen. George Mather, former commander-in-
chief of the Southern U.S. Command, told a House sub-
committee that the Canal provides an important defense
capability for prompt redeployment of American nuclear
submarines if they have to move from the Atlantic to the
Pacific Ocean, or vice-versa.

In 1967, when he was a congressman, Gerald Ford was
a strong supporter of U.S. sovereignty rights in the
Panama Canal Zone and expressed shock at the idea that
these rights should be surrendered, voicing his concern
about a Communist threat to the canal if U.S. authority
there were reduced. As President, Mr. Ford now owes it
to us to tell us why he was wrong then but right now.
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Strong Conservative
Elected in Texas

With ACU Help

Texas conservatives dre still crowing about their great
victory in the 22nd District (Houston). Running an aggres-
sively conservative campaign, Dr. Ron Paul defeated mod-
erate Bob Gammage by an impressive 55-45 percent mar-
gin. The election was held to fill the seat vacated by
Rep. Bob Casey who resigned to take a post with the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission.

Paul conducted a forthright conservative campaign on
the issues, geared to the slogan ‘‘Let’s Put Government on
a Diet.”” In line with that theme he stressed his oppo-
sition to busing and gun control, his support for right-to-
work laws, the need for reducing taxes and balancing the
budget, his opposition to land-use, OSHA and other Fed-
eral regulatory schemes. In the area of foreign policy he
spoke out for a strong national defense, and against the
weakness of detente and President Ford’s proposed give-
away of the Panama Canal.

Although his opponents tried to depict Paul as a ‘‘rad-
ical extremist’”” his big win proves that conservative
themes are popular with the voters. Paul is also an enthu-
siastic Reagan supporter and his win bodes well for the
California governor in the upcoming primaries.

ACU was the first national organization to endorse Dr.
Paul and ACU’s allied organization, the Conservative
Victory Fund, contributed $3,500 to his winning effort.

Following Paul’s victory, CVF Chairman Rep. John
Ashbrook stated: ‘‘The election of Ron Paul brings to
Washington a highly articulate spokesman for the conser-
vative cause. His success proves once again that there is a
conservative tide running in the country today and it indi-
cates that in 1976 we have a chance to return sanity to the
Federal Government.”’

QUESTION
OF THE
MONTH

: If, as President Ford
o> said following his 55-45
percent victory over Rea-

.. gan in the Wisconsin
", primary, this win “‘fully
% justified his faith in Henry
Kissinger, is Mr. Ford

still a believer or has he

become somewhat ag-

nostic about the good
doctor following his

primary defeats in Texas;
B Indiana, Georgia and
= @ Alabama? :
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Ads to sell books are supposed to go into enormous
detail, lavish praise, long descriptions. We'll merely say
that Thomas and Richard Tedrow have done an exhaus-
tive job of research, their book is well written, carefully
presented, and what you’ve suspected all along is true.
The 220 pages contain facts never before disclosed. It's a
book you must have on your own bookshelf, preferably
toward the front.

We don't, of course, expect you to take our word
for that. You're invited to examine “Death at Chappa-
quiddick” for 10 days on an absolute, no-strings-attached
money-back guarantee. If you decide the book is not an
invaluable investment, just return it within the 10 days,
and we’ll refund your $8.95 in full, no questions asked.

P.S. Mary Jo Kopechne did not die from drowning.

I
I
L

THIS WILL DOIT.

To: Green Hill Publishers, Inc. BL
P.O. Box 738
Ottawa, Illinois 61350

Yes. Send me the hard-cover Death at
Chappagquiddick for 10-day examination.
Check or money-order for $8.95 is enclosed.

Chargeto (] Mastercharge . O BankAmericard

Account no.

Expiration date____

name

address

<ity. state zip
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Estimated 800,000 Killed

The Silence of the Liberals Is Deafening

SEN. McGOVERN, N.Y. TIMES’ TOM WICKER
Opposed U.S. military aid to help Cambodians...

A year ago last March, when ACU was supporting the
Ford Administration’s request for more military aid to
help the Cambodian government resist Communist ag-
gression, opponents of this aid pooh-poohed the idea that
there would be a bloodbath if it was not forthcoming.

New York Times columnist Tom Wicker wrote that
there was ‘‘not much moral choice”’ between the non-
Communist Cambodian government and the Communist
Khmer Rouge. The Times itself editorialized that Ameri-
can aid would ‘‘only extend Cambodia’s misery,”’ there-
fore the ‘‘honorable course’’ was to halt this assistance.
Sen. Hubert Humphrey said the cut-off of U.S. aid would
‘‘alleviate the suffering’’ of the Cambodian people. And
Sen. George McGovern declared that the Cambodians
would be ‘‘better off”’ to work out political arrangements
““in their own way’’ without American help.

‘Honorable Course’ Is Genocide

Well, a year later, these arrangements are being
worked out, and what is happening is genocide. Time
magazine reports that the Communist takeover of Cam-
bodia has resulted in purges, mass evacuations, forced
labor and willful assassinations causing the death of an
estimated 600,000 people—one-tenth of the country’s
population. Time says at least 20,000 Cambodians have
fled across the border into Thailand. These refugees tell
of people being clubbed to death ‘‘to save ammuni-
tion,’’ and they say others have been bound together and
buried alive by bulldozers, or suffocated by having plastic
bags tied over their heads.

Time relates one typical incident in the provincial cap-
ital of Battambong where last year hundreds of officers
were assembled in a school building on the pretext they
were going to meet Prince Sihanouk. There, they were
bound hand and foot, loaded onto trucks, and machine-
gunned on the outskirts of the city. Whole families—and
sometimes entire villages—have been massacred, accord-
ing to refugees who have escaped.
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As Communists Slaughter Cambodians

Some estimates of the Communist-conducted carnage
run even higher, however. The leftist French newspaper,
Le Monde, puts the number of Cambodians slaughtered
at closer to 800,000. The Baltimore Sun’s Hong Kong co-
respondent, Arnold Isaacs, quotes a Bangkok-based diplo-
mat as describing Cambodia as being run ‘‘by the same
methods as Nazi or Soviet concentration camps.”’

ABC News' Ken Kashiwahara reports that in Cambodia
‘“freedom of movement and of speech are gone. Food is
scarce, starvation is common, work hours are long and
the penalty for disobeying is death.”

So, how about it, Sen. Humphrey? Sen. McGovern?
Mr. Wicker? The New York Times? Don’t just sit there
silently. Please, tell us how all of you could have been so
wrong. You owe the American people, and certainly those
Cambodians who are left, some kind of explanation. We
anxiously await your comments.

Gun Control Bill
Must Be Stopped

Once again the gun control advocates in Congress are
pushing legislation designed as the first step toward
eventual confiscation and control of handguns. On April 13
the House Judiciary Committee voted 20-12 to report out
H.R. 11193, a bill that will ban the manufacture, importa-
tion and sale of so-called ‘‘Saturday Night Specials.”
(Actually the ‘‘Saturday Night Special’’ really isn’t a gun,
it’s usually a young tough between the ages of 18-30 who
commits crimes using handguns.)

The bill is essentially the one proposed by President
Ford and represents a major threat to all gun owners.
Under its so-called ‘‘Saturday Night Special’’ provisions,
H.R. 11193 would outlaw the production of approximately
50 percent of all domestically manufactured handguns,
including all revolvers with barrel lengths of four inches
or less. Moreover, the bill would disallow multiple pur-
chase of handguns and require a one-month waiting per-
iod before taking possession.

Another major aim of the bill is to discourage and re-
strict commerce in all firearms, including rifles and shot-
guns. The bill gives the Treasury Department open-
ended powers to regulate the transport of all guns by
common carrier. Furthermore, by increasing licensure
fees for retailers, the measure could eliminate many of
the nation’s small dealers of firearms.

Please write or wire your Congressman immediately
and urge him to vote against H.R. 11193. If this bill
passes, the next step by Congressional liberals will be to
take your gun. Don’t let this happen!

Write to: pr—
& FOo™,
Your Congressman U AN
U.S. House of Representatives . N

House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Phone: .
(202) 224-3121, ask for your Congressman’s extension.
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Chairman’'s Comment

Kissinger on Athens

By M. Stanton Evans
Chairman, American Conservative Union

In his test of strength with Ronald Reagan concerning
Athens, Sparta and related matters, it would appear that

ut second best.

There is, up front, the
question of what Kissinger
actually said on the sub-
ject of declining American
power. Reagan exploded
the issue into the head-
lines with his televised ad-
dress March 31, sending
Kissinger and President

Evans Ford and other official
spokesmen into paroxysms of denial.

In his TV remarks, Reagan critiqued the Ford-Kis-
singer policy of ‘“detente,”” and then touched off his
bombshell. ‘‘Dr. Kissinger,”’ he said, ‘‘is quoted as say-
ing that he thinks the United States is Athens and the
Soviet Union is Sparta. ‘The day of the U.S. is past and
today is the day of the Soviet Union.” And he added:
‘...My job as secretary of state is to negotiate the most ac-
ceptable second-best position available.” *’

Mr. Ford and Dr. Kissinger replied that this is not the
official policy of our government, and the State Depart-
ment said Reagan’s comment was a *‘false and irrespons-
ible invention.”” A spokesman for the department also re-
layed a Kissinger statement, intended as an historical
putdown, that ‘‘Gov. Reagan perhaps forgot that Athens
survived Sparta by several centuries.”’

A false and irresponsible invention? If so, the inventor
wasn’t Reagan. His source, ih fact, is one of the best
imaginable, former Chief of Naval Operations Elmo Zum-
walt. In his forthcoming book, On Watch, Zumwalt re-

cords a direct conversation with Kissinger which exactly
duplicated the formula relayed by Reagan. The relevant
passages are as follows:

“‘[Kissinger] feels that the U.S. has passed its historic
high point like so many other civilizations. He believes
the U.S. is on the downhill and cannot be roused by
political challenge. He states that his job is to persuade
the Russians to give us the best deal we can get, recog-
nizing that the historical forces favor them.

‘‘He says that he realizes that in the light of history he
will be recognized as one of those who negotiated terms
favorable to the Soviets, but that the American people
have only themselves to blame because they lack the
stamina to stay the course against the Russians, who are
Sparta to our Athens.”

As many people in Washington are aware, such themes
are commonplace with Kissinger. This writer was present
a few years back when the secretary held forth on the
theme of American irresolution and the pattern of weak-
ness this mandated in our diplomacy. Every concession
was explained in terms of deficient American will and the
need for Kissinger to cut the best deal possible from the
resulting enfeeblement.

Just this summer, Kissinger rehearsed a similar set of
arguments at a private breakfast with a prominent con-
servative. Again the constant theme was that the Ameri-
can people and the Congress lacked the will to stay the
course, and that Kissinger therefore had to deal from
weakness. (Never explained in all of this is what, if any-
thing, Kissinger has done to generate awareness of the
problem among the American people.)

Which leaves the question of Athens and Sparta. The
secretary is right in saying that Athens, after a fashion,
survived. But it did so only after it had been conquered
by Sparta, saw its confederacy liquidated and replaced by
a Spartan empire, had its democratic government re-
placed by an oligarchy, and had the terms of its internal
politics dictated by its conquerors. One hopes the secre-
tary doesn’t envision a similar brand of ‘‘survival’’ for
the United States.
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