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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 1, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: DAWN SIBLEY _D}
SUBJECT : REAGAN 1/2 HOUR - NBC

Attached are the A.C. Nielsen overnight ratihg projections
for the Reagan half-hour program that ran last night between
10:30 and 11 PM on NBC.

In New York this program was viewed by 9.1% of the television
homes or approximately 8.87% of the total homes in the New York
market. In Chicago it was seen by 7.37% of television homes

or 7.1% of total homes. In Los Angeles, Reagan's home base,
it is not surprising that the rating was higher - 12.0% of

TV homes or 11.7% of total homes.

National ratings are not yet available for this time period,
however, taking into consideration the unusually high response
in L.A., A.C. Nielsen estimates that this program was probably
viewed by 8.6 to 9.07% of the total television universe or
roughly 8.5% of the total homes in the U.S. This translates
to a total audience of approximately 6,072,00 homes.

This viewing level is not particularly high, in fact, it is
significantly lower than the average 7 o'clock network news
program which reaches approximately 12 to 13% of U.S. TV homes.

cc: Stu Spencer
Peter Kaye
Peter Dailey
Clayt Wilhite
Peggy Pilas
Barry Lafer
George Karalekas
John Overaker
Jack Frost /<
Mot (e

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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REAGAN

1/2 HOUR NBC

OVERNIGHT A.C. NIELSEN RATING

AVERAGE 1/2 HOUR AVERAGE 1/4 HOUR

SHARE RATING 10:30-10:45 10:46-11:00
NEW YORK 11650 9l 9.2 8.9
CHICAGO 11.0 7.3 | 6.5
LOS ANGELES 23.0 12.0 126 » 1 e

PROJECTED NATIONAL RATING (WEIGHTED 98
AVERAGE )

REALISTIC PROJECTION 8.6 - 9.0

ESTIMATED # TV HOUSEHOLDS

PROJECTED NATIONAL RATING: 6,624,000

MORE REALISTIC RATING: 6,072,000
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 2, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: DAWN SIBLEY
SUBJECT : REAGAN COMPETITIVE ACTIVITY IN WISCONSIN

The commercial dexed to you from SFM is estimated to be carried
on 45 stations in Wisconsin, 12-18 announcements per station,
paid for by the American Conservative Union. Additionally,

we have isolated radio activity paid for by the Wisconsin
Citizens for Reagan. We are trying to get that script.

It is reported that the Wisconsin Citizen schedule has been

running very heavily the last 5 days throughout the state. This
translates to about 6 announcements per day per station.

cc: Clayt Wilhite

o

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Gerald F‘qé appointed Nelson Rockafeller Vice President of the
p.

United States. He retalned Henry Kissinger as Secretary of

State, and Kissinger's righthand man says wa should abandon

the pecple of Poland and East Germany to Communist enslavement,

Gerald Ford has spoken approvingly of massive bussing in Detroil.

He refuses to back a constitutional amendment to bring the bussing

to 2 halt. He has presided over $1C0 bkilllen in deficils for two

short years.

Roﬂa}d Reagan, by way of contrast, says he would fire Henry
Kissinger and support our anti-Communist allies arcund the worid.
Ronald Reagan's opposed o massive bussing and backs the constitu-
tional amendment that would stop the busses in their tracks. The
choice for Wisconsin voters is clear. Ceontinued drift with busstr;g

and detente or Ronald Reagan's new Initiatives for freedom.

This message sponsored by the American Conservative Union. Not

authorized by Ronald Reagan or his commitise,
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950 '

April 2, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: DAWN SIBLEY

SUBJECT : REAGAN 1/2 HOUR

This is to confirm that we have ordered Radio TV Reports to
pull a Kine of the Reagan 1/2 hour this weekend in Wisconsin.
The cost will be $140.00 plus shipping.

cc: Clayt Wilhite
George Karalekas
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Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 5, 1976

MEMO TO: BRUCE WAGNER

———

FROM: PEGGY PILAé\\Eﬁ

SUBJECT: DEFENSE

Attached is an analysis of the President's voting
record on defense during his service of 25 years in
the House of Representatives.

The report focuses on major, rather than on all, subjects
related to defense that arose during this period.

The issue profile is based primarily on remarks made,

legislation introduced, and votes cast by Representative
Ford.

cc: Peter Dailey
Clayt Wilhite
Phelps Johnston
John Overaker

Attachment

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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a bill to rezulate surface mining of coal, on October 11, 1972; in the vote on
that measure, he paired with Mr. Annunizo.® o

OIL IMPORT CONTROLS

The U.S. oil import control prozram orizinared as a restrictive :mu-ndn:mnt to
laswws ofherwise designed to promote trade relations @lohally, The 1955 Reciprocal
Trade Extension Aet (12.L. 81-8G) included a provision delegating to the Presi-
Gent the responsibility of limiting oil imports to the level needed to }u;xinmin
“narional seeurity” and this was reenacted in suecessive trade expansion laws
The 1657 voluntary import control program. the 1959 mandatory import control
program and D'resident Nixon's 1970, 1972 and 1973 moves to relax oil import
quaras were ohjeets of extensive Jegislative aehate. Jen

There iz nothing in the record of Mr. Ford's votes or remarks to indicate any
specifie oil import position from 1955 up to 1973, While he voted consistently for
the reeiprocal tride expansion legislation, there are no votes 0_1' record on the oil
import provisions or coniments of record on the President’s 1970 rmr_l 1.".:.2 moves
o relax guotas. ITe endorsed only in very wencral terms the I'resident’s April
1S4 1478 Enerzy message, which included announcement of elimination of “all,
exi~tine tariffs on imported erude oil and refined proeducts.” ® However, in the
oo 0f the Trans-Alaska Dipeline debate. he strongly articulated the need for
nd~pendence of foreizn oil sources as reguired by “national svcnrify in-
in terms fully consistent with the historical oil import protectionist

WATER RESOURCE DEVELOPMEXNT PROGRAMS

Warer resource programs of the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and othier agencies of the Federal Government have not undergone basie
revision in the last 25 years. However, creation of the Small Watershed Pregram
of 1ue Soil Conservation Services and passiage of the Witer Resources Planning
Aet of 1965 were important developments in water resource poliey.

The Small Watershed Program (P.L. £3-500) passed the ITouse in 1054, but
wwithont a recorded vote. The Water Resources Planning Act (P.L. 88-80) passed
1Lc House in 1965, and Ford is recorded under the “vea” votes; there were Do
discontine votes. In the $3rd Congress, Ford voted for establishment of the St
Tawrence Seaway Development Corporation and for adding additional power
facilities at Niagara Falls; on hoth issues Republicans were strongly in favor,
and Demeocrats about evenly split.®* In the So6th Congress, the fiscal 1960 Public
Works appropriation bill contiained many unbhudgeted projects, and was subse-
guently vetoed: a revised bill was passed, and it too. was vetoed, but the second
oo was overridden. On the vote to override, Ford was paired against—most
Reymblicans opposed the vote to override. Tn the 83rd and 84th Congresses, he
opposed efforts to increase water diversion from Take Michigan through' the
Chicazo Sanitary and Ship Canal.¥ Tn 1052, as a member of the subcommittee
which produeed the fiseal 1953 Public Works appropriation, he helped to. man-
ace its passnge.® Otherwise, he has ma de few comments in the ITouse relating to
water resonrces. In the past four yvears, Ford has not testified before appropna-
fions hearings on projects in his district. :

WILDERNESS PRESERVATION B
Representative Ford voted in support of the establishment of a Nationsl
Wilderness Preservation System on July 30, 1964 when the measure was ap-
proved by a vote of 374-1.® He did not participate in floor debate on the pmposa!-
Fe has since served as sponsor of several additional wilderness proposals o=
c¢Inding the administration omnibus wilderness expansion proposal in the 92nd
Coneress (IIR. 9963) and a current proposal for the designation of Wildejfl&s in

Isle Rorale National Park in Michigan (IL.R. 5462). o
R,
» (unaressional Record, (dajly summary), October 11, 1972, p. HN610. ety
e Korord, Yol. 110, Daily Summary, April 18, 1973, p. H2892, 93rd Co=
ress, 1st session. = :
&Y Connoressional Record, Vol. 119, Dally Summary, August 2, 1973, pp. 72066, 93“{9"‘-'
D

- gress st session, 1)
2t Conaress and the Nation, Vol. 1, pp. 38a-97a. R g
= Congressional Record. Vol 101 (1953), pp. 0991-0993, 1002-1003, and Congress 5
the Nation, Vol. 1, pp. 968-969. nare o G XN
™ Conagressional }\:(‘conl, Vol. 9% (1952), pp. 3295-3300. 557S-5581. . yeuned
# Congressional Record, Vol. 110, July 30, 1964, p. 17458. Roll call vote no. 197. ..

.
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The Wilderness System is to protect specific areas of National Parks, National
Forests and Wildlife Refuges from development and to maintain the areas in a
n:atural condition, .

alr. Ford has not been particularly active in the matter of wilderness pro-
tection or related National Park issues. When he has spoken on these items he
has taken a position whieh scems to favor utilization of recreational resources
rather than preservation, In debating the establishment of Sleeping DRear
Dunes National Lakeshore in Michigzan, legislation which he cosponsored. Mr,
Tord said the residents of the area bad done a commendibie job of protecting
the natural conditions, e added :

But 1 think we have to recognize that the more certain way, the more positive
way to see to it that this area is not only preserved but open to more peaple or
to all the people is by the enactment of this legislation. T just feel that this i the
better course of action in trying to save an area in our State, not only for the 8
willion residents of Michigzan but also the literally willions and millions and
millions of other Americans who, we hope, will come to see this gorgeous spot
and be inspired by the sight and the natural beauty of that area of Michigan.®

ForrI1GN POLICY AND NATIONAL DLI'ENSE

UNITED STATES POLICY IN INDCCHINA

Representative Ford has heen a consistent supporter of U.S. pnoliey in Indo-
¢hina since the administration of President Trumun, thongzh he did question the
application of that policy during the latter part of the administration of 1'resi-
dent Lyndon Johnson. He supported President Nixon's efforis to end the war in
Victnam and in the 1970-1673 period opposed legislation aimed at setting a cut-
off date for U.S. military operations in Indochina. However. he voted for a
proposal, accepted by the White House, which set an Auzust 15. 1973, deadline
for U.S. military operations in Cambodia. Ile summarized his approach to Viet-
ram policy in a speech on the House floor on August 10, 1972, in which he said
he believed that Presidents Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy. Johnson and Nixon

kad all done their utmost to solve and settle the problem.“ e

In June 1964 he said that he and other members of the Defense Appropriations
Suheommittee had bLeen coneerned about the Vietnam problem for some time
and had urgzed the Executive Dranch to adopt firmer policies and strategies “for
that area of the world.” The United States could not. he added. run awuy from
its ohligations. Congress must exert every effort to urze the President to seek
a “just and honorable solution for Southeast Asia and give our assurance that
we will back up any decision based upon just and honorable terms, no matter
how difficult they may be.” ¢

Reprezentative Ford in Avgust 1064 voted for the Tonkin Gulf Resolution.
but said this did not mean that he approved without aualification administration
policies toward Vietnam in the previous 315 yvears. He said he had been critical
of certain administration policies in Rontheast Asia and that he would point
out any deficiencies he saw in the new policies. Past j:olicios, he noted, had not
produced victory ; more positive U.S. military action “affcetinz our own around
forces on prior occasions might have turned the tide our way much sooner.” 2

On April 28, 1965, Representative Ford said he had I'nth privately and publicly
supported the President’s “present firm policy” in Indochina. He said that a “very
high degree of bipartisanship” was necessary to prevent the Nerth Vietnamese
from miscalenlating on the basis of statements made by any public official in-

cluding any Member of Congress.* N

Representatives Ford and Laird in August 1965. in a discussion with reporters,
said they would urge the President and Members of Congress to cut back on
domestic expenditures in order to meet the growing expenses of the Vietnam
war. Both said they would not criticize the President for his course in Vietnam
until there had been time to see whether the troop buildup had been cfTective.* #

In January 1966. Representative Ford said tbat neither he nor any other
Repullican in the Congress had sought to make the war a political issue: “No

© Congreasional Record, Vol. 116, September 22, 1970, p. 23146, wALD

@ Congressional Record, [daily ed.] v. 118, Augnst 10, 16472 : TIT483, o
< Congressional Record, [dafly ed.] v. 110, Tune 1, 1964 : 12250-12251,
' Cgngressional Record, [daily ed.] v. 110, Augnst 7, 1963 : 18551,
“ Congreesional Record, [daily ed.] v. 111, April 28, 1965 : SA48.

« Congrcssional Record, [dally ed.] v. 111, August 4, 1965 : 19461,
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My record is very clear from the beginning. I have time after time after time ;
opposed any cutoff date, period. I have resisted many efforts by Members on
the other side of the aisle who have repeatedly over a span of years sought to
zet the Congress to approve amendments that would limit the authority of the
President to conduct military operations in Southeast Asia.

. .. But we have a different situation toduy. It secms to me that we should
now, at this critical juncture, accept the language of the appropriation bill . . ,
It is a compromise that in my judgment reason:able people can accept as we face a

very critical problem in the U.S.
U.S. POLICY IN THE ARAB-ISRAELI CONFLICT

Congressman Tord has advocated bipartisan support for a United States
policy towuard the Middle East which would (1) maintain the military bal-
ance in the region by providing arms for Israel. (2) provide U.S. assistance for
“moderate” Arab governments committed to a peaceful solution of the Arab-
Isracli problem, (3) seek an Arab-Tsraeli peace settlement derived from direct
negotiations between the Arabs and the Israelis, and (4) stop the Soviet Union
from undermining U.S. security interests in the Middle East.

Stating that it iy “. . . in the hest interests . . . of the United States (and)
the free world . . "% to sell jet aireraft to Israel, Congressman Ford has sup-
ported the U.S. policy of maintaining the arms balance and not allowing it to
“turn against Israel.”” Ile has supported ULS, assistance to “moderate™ Arab
governments so that they could resist “radieal forces™ in the Middle 1Zast ™ and
he has opposed giving assistance to “demagogues’™ such as Egypt's Nasser and
favored the passage of legislation which restricted PIL 480 <ales to Bgypt.™ In
Mr. Ford's expressed opinion, the Soviet Union is collaborating with the Arahs
to impose a peace settlement on Israel, while the United States is against an
impu-ed settlenient and seeks: a diveetly negotinted pesee.® Congressman Ford
has stated that ¢ . . the fate of Israel is linked to the national sccurity in-
terests of the United States . . .” and that the Soviet Union is trring *. .. to
create a sphere of inflnence in the Middle East that wonld undermine vital
American security interests .., "

Mr. FFord’s interest in Middle Eastern affairs appears to have emerged recently,
particularly since the 1967 war, which he s«aid was . , . instigated by Com-
munists. . . .2 % ITe has consistently advocated a bipartisan approach to foreiun
policy in the Middle East, although he was criticized by sonme of hisg colleaanes
in the IIouse of Representatives for using American policy toward the Middle
Last for an attack on a prominent Demoerat.®

U.S. POLICY TOWARD WESTERN EUROPE

Congressman Gerald R. Ford has spoken only briefly and infrequently on
European questions during his serviee in the House of Representatives, ITe has
limited his remarks on these oceasions chiefly to defense issnes and relations
with the Soviet Union. On both of these topies he has generally taken unyielding
positions, although he has adopted a more positive artitude toward detente xince
P'resident Nixon's visit to Moscow.

In June 1973 Congressman Ford hailed the Brezlinev-Nixon meeting in June as
having strengthened peaceful relations hetween Washington and Moscow and
having been fruitful and productive.® In the same month he spoke favorahly of
MBFR negotiations as providing an opportunity of reducing U.S. troops in

% Congressional Record, [daily ed.] v. 116, Tuly 9, 1970 : 235517, Congressional Record,
[dafly ed.] v. 117, June 17. 1971 : 20526, Congressinnal Record, [daily ed.] v. 118 Au-
gust 10, 1972 : 17470, H7473. Congressional Record. [daily ed.] v. 119, June 23, 1973:
HH267. Congressional Record, [dally ed.] v. 119, June 26, 1973 : H53365. Congzressional
Record. [dally ed.] v. 119, June 29, 1073 ; H5663,

“ (Congressional Record, v. 116, Tnne 9, 1070 : 10006,

“ Congressional Record, v. 116, IPehruary 24, 1970 : 44016,

S Congresrional Record. v. 116, November 19, 1970 : 38250, 18260,

8 Congressional Record, v. 111, January 26, 1965 : 1190,

¢ Sneech before the American-Israel Pnblic Affairs Committee, reprinted in the Concres-
sfonal Record. v. 117, April 30. 1971 : 120523,

@ Speech before the Ameriean-Israel Publie Affairs Commitree, reprinted in the iCongres-
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ainnal! Record, v. 115, April 24, 19649 : 10221,
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EH Europe without weaking NATO defense.® In 1972 he cosponsored a joint ree ..~ and which also required the Pre'sulent to report to the_ Congress annually
x‘ ! olurian approving the :chcptancc by the President of the interim agreemept ° 2 o the extent and disposition of all U.S. financial contributions to the interna-

on the limitation of strategic offensive weapons.® At the same time he warneq . sxpal organizations in which the Umfod Stfltcs pnrncxprrxet(-d, his record rs-_i_nce
4| against allowing any foreign power to achieve overwhelming military superinriry aen suUpports the statement made in the _ﬁ‘rst pnr.x,.mpl!. _Ile voted in 1938 in
v vis-a-vis the United States and strongly supported the DPresident’s militars 3 gvor of a resolution calling for the development of U.N. peace forces.™

i
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bodeet.” 2 anee.yf’ﬂ_TS enrlier.,he h'rxd sr_m!;vn m}t nznin‘s.t the tr.imsfc-r of tlie T.X. .\'a'r-
In 1969 he expressed the view that the United States should seek enforceable 3 otics Uiviston from Bes Tock to Genava. In bis rentrhs on the Eovss Boasty
! agreements with the Soviet Union aimed at avoiding a third world war but e % anvary 1050 }‘O,OL,’S""‘V(’?'. 1 evil the U.N Ty tat s
".{i ﬁ‘ scribed as “the greatest bypocrisy™ closiug “our eyes to the wrongs that the So- § In fighting ”1“5 {{“ftml'li}?."rﬂ “-"'ld “Lp o }t“(;mqf‘ 112 C(i}zjll‘_o Ie CQf’POIﬂfr_xr'n :113(1
1Y viet Union bas done to millions of human beings deprived of individual freedom § geistance of the " s ‘.“l S t'l 1 1(:(:$"«.r‘ S .(““ ¢ fl:‘”.“e‘ o S g
54 LN and national independence.” ® In the same speech he cited with approval Iean 4 ‘nited Nations. T i m."E"r-:. SOUBB RO AN C S SISRITCe SRILBDE DA N reased by
¥ :i‘ Acheson's view “that the United States should enter into vegotintions with 4 :oving the U.N. Narcotics "‘"_L"O“_to Geneva. b )

231 i the Soviet Union only from the strongest possible position.” * In 1068 he spoke § Yhen he spryl\'e'ont on HHS.H.\“.!N- in _‘\Im'«-l‘: ]ﬂ-m_ he voiced coneern over the cost
R in favor of the United States strenzthening NATO militarily and politically 1;;\—oh-ed in building and equippinz a new Narcoties Laboratory in Geneva. when
%,_, g but urged the European allies to contribute their fair share.™ In the same year 3 cthat time the Narcoties Division in New York was able to use the U.S. Treasurr
o ‘.i__ ]’ he inveiched azainst “the spirit of false co-existence™ and deseribed us a mrth ¥ department’s laboratory in New York *“at no additional expense to the United

s, E i ; the belief that if the United States should furnish trade and aid to help the ecnn. q-mtes or the United Nations.” ITe indicated he would recommend that “the
% it omies of the captive nations, “the Communist monolith would breakup.” ™ Ip 3 jouse Committee on Appropriations reduce the approprintion, namely the United
=xE 1964 in summarizing a report entitled American Strategy and Strength prepared 3 tates contribution, for the general operation of the U.N, by 0,000 if the Nar-

3 by a task foree of Republican Congressmen of whicl: he was a member, he wiirned #tics Laboratory is transferred to Geneva. * * * To deduct $30.000 will not

’, against “the subtle belief that survival azainst the Communist threat his ceasil ,Eastro_\‘ the effectiveness of the United Nations, Luat it will indicate to the See-

to be an issue” 1ie aqoted f2om an caslier report a statement that there is
sound econonmie alternative for the cold war”™ which was deseribed as a b
prerequisite for both preparedness and the preservation of economic freedom
strength.” He recommended exploring plans for nuclear sharing among the NATO
“Big Four”, entertaining the possibility of new command structures in the
NATO alliance and urzed a new entente cordinle with France. ITe attacked tle
Democratie Administration for abandoning military superiority vis-u-vis the Se.
viet Union for parity and charzed that the Administration had weakened NATO
by negotinting unilaterally with the Soviet Union.™ In 1963 he opposed Lxpurt-
Import Bank leans to communist conntries for the purchase of grain.™ In 166
he defended U.S. financial contributions to NATO.™ In a speech in the ITonse
in the same year he called for a greater sharing of defense burden hy NATN
allies, supported the doctrine of massive retaliation, attacked the strategice con-
cept of a “pause,” and stressed the gravity of the Sino-Soviet peril.

Throughout his career in the Ilouxe Conzressman Ford has sponsored or su
ported resolutions protesting the Soviet subjugation of ecaptive nations an
regularly made strongly anti-Soviet statements on Ukrainian, Polich, Lithuanian.
Romanian, Estonian, and Hungzarian national days, and on the anniversaries «?f
the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia. In 1971 he spoke in favor of giving the
President the rizht to determine when aid to Greece is justified as necessary 7
our own self-interest.”

Congressman Ford's voting record has followed the same pattern. Ile has
regularly supported Administration requesrs for Departiment of Defense Imdaers.
Early examples of his views as reflected in bis voting record were his voie in
1952 acainst limiting the amount specified in the military budget to {46 billicn
and his vote in favor of the financing of a special committee to investicate tle
Katyn massacres.

it

U.S. ROLE AND POLICY WITH RESPECT TO INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

Congaressman Gerald Ford has, in general. supnorted the United Nations ¢
aroued for continued U.S. participation in and coaperation with the United N.:-
tions. In extending bis support, however, he has emphasized what he rezarded
as a need for firm control over U.N. finances.

Yhile Congressman Ford did. in 1950, vote against H.J. Res. 334, which in-
creased the authorization on U.S. contributions to five international organiza-

o Congeressional Record [daily ed.
e Concressional Record [daily ed.
“ Congressional Record [daily ed.
8 Conzressional Record [daily ed. . 115, part 14, July 14, 1969, p.
® Coneressional Record [dafly ed. . 115, part 14, July 14, 1069, p.

] v. 119, no. 100, June 26, 1973, p. A5471.
]
1
]
8
7 Congressional Record [datly ed.] v. 111, part 13, July 27, 1965, p.
] v
1
]
1
1

., 13180 no, 946, Jupe 123, ¥972. p. B!
. 118, no,, 100, June 20, 1972, p

7 Congressional Record [dally ed.] v. 110, part 12, June 29, 1064, p.
2 Congrexsional Tlecord [daily ed.] v. 109, jart 19, Dec. 24, 1962, p. 252
7 Conzressional Record [daily ed.] v. 106, part 10. June 16, 1960, p.
“ Congresstonal Record [dally ed.] v. 106, part 1, Jan. 20. 1960, p. 929-9:32.
* Congressional Record [daily ed.] v. 117, part 22, Aug. 3, 1971, p. 20114.

Z<tary General that the Congress is opposzed to this uncconsmical, unwise, and
% gnecessary transfer of the Narcotics Laboratory.” @
2 Representative Ford also supported the authorization of funds for expansion
_ﬁ_fthe TU.N. IHeadquarters in 1970. Ile voted azainst recommital of the resolution
Zicommittee and in favor of passage of the resolution.®
% In support of his vote he said: “as disappointed as I sometime am with the
‘;ﬁted Nations, and I think this is a reaction many of us have from time to time.
4§ do believe it is important to keep the United Nations alive so that it can

pefully do a better job in the future.
w1 * * * The United Nations is a hope for peace and we shonld not back out at
i is crucial hour when the U.N. can perform a useful function. To defeat the rule
,‘3‘: the bill, undoubtedly, the U.N. will be fragmented and New York and the
A dted States will lose the benefits of this organization.” ®

During the South Acian conflict in 1971 Congressman Ford urzed the Uniti-d
Zates to “take the lead in shifting the Indin-Pakistan cease-fire resolution aNTax
".‘m the Seccurity Council and placing it before the General Assembly, Onlr
2 tre can the peace-loving nations of the world work their will.”
g e noted. in concluding, his view that “any nation that refuses to cooperate
F 1t the U.N. in its peace-keeping efforts should not expect a receptive atmaos-
& ere in the Conuress or by the American people.” 2
AMr. Ford's statement on not apprepriating funds for the Narcotics Division
‘Lttmtes his concern with fiscal responsibility as early as 1955, In the 1901
s74 Congress passed legislation which authorized and appropriated funde for the
i 1 bond loan to the United Nations (in 1962) and passed a resolution (in 1664)
zdch urged the TUnited States to continue efforrs to seenre payments hy TN,
;3-mbers of assessments in arrears. Representative Ford spoke and voted in
ZEwort of each of these measures.® In 1964 he said:
%‘I would like to state categorically that I fully support what I believe to he

Aot

Eh e

e¥ 13

#*intent of this concurrent resolution. but in my support of it I want it cloa rly
Hderstood that the President and our representatives at the United Natinns
;}m be very hard and tough. There is no room for compromise. Our U.N. dele-
;i& should demand that those other nations make their payments as they are
Znpired to do under the charter and the World Court decision. This is not a

fgzotinble issue in the U.N. Payment is to be made, or else.”* |

Coneressional Record, v. 96, Tune 22, 1050 : 4002-0003, ¥

"Coneressional Record, v. 104, Ancust 21. 1058 : 18973-18074, =
!Congressional Record. v. 101, January 11. 1955 : 232-253, -
YConzressional Record, v. 101, March 29, 105! : i o
Congressional Record. v. 116, December 21, 1970 - 42111, ~/

Conarescianal Reeord. v. 117; Ortoher 26 1071 : 44594, PRy Y
ongressional Record, v, 108, September 14, 1962 : 19485-19486 ; Congressfonal Record
110, Anenst 17. 1904 : 19826-198S7. Statement in 1962 : Congressional” <
fember 14. 1962 : 19467-10468. . lisaiie it
‘Fongrcs:lonnl Record, v. 110, August 17, 1964 : 19884.

g"Conf:rosslnnnl Reecord, v. 116, Decoembor 21, 1!’70‘: AR131.
!
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i i i S sducing contributions to the
ing g7 discussions in the House on re & cot 1o
Duel;;nt tt?(fnxlt)llu_d ‘iltlsscm:enc‘xes to 25 percent of the total budget u? e..].l&h agency,
L)»mt o1 :1 t'\'t; ‘l-‘nrd voted and argued in support of the I).t’r\\luﬁ.\l f’f"gbd'
W]l))l;ei\e'{:ii}hl would have restored the cuts made by the House Appropriativns
ne g

Cm:‘nnittce._ Jedged that muclh of the progress made by the United ‘:\‘tutu in
Ford fm,“l““-\nt rents reduced throughout the years was due to th‘l: pressiie

et :}‘.\bt:b{l": that we have been contributing too much.” Ile niiwi

iy ‘t‘hnt L“‘HJ;:\‘L‘t-h:.xt the Committee on A;Jpropriutim}s recominended tazs

o L’m)r)e ‘i;'n-ll to our people up at the United Nations and to [11(: Olher

cut'nu;:ht o )L'a T we anticipite at the next negotiation, which takes piace ia

g tlm} ati ‘mil-(lll llu-\ttor Le down to 25 percent or tosa. "™

i Hm’t ””{‘ w'l'li(x*i:::)xlll)n }‘1&‘:1('11 fm‘mtwl out that if the L'nitod. .\‘::n‘vs shouid
Sk on -Orll-i";-.ltir‘wn< U.S. credihility in gelting other nations to pay «g.

dcmlnllthfmorl«t)i :ll '\-1.7[-‘- 4 vn:‘l\' (The Derwinski :unendment was rejected, 353
‘onid be e ¥ & ¥

\,::‘1 202 noes. 72 not voting.)™

TEXNAN cSTITUTIONS AND PUBLIC LAYW 4S9
THLU MULTILATERAL FINANCTAL INSTITUTIONS

1) v ¢ Bh N i
Ford's position on both the multilateral finaneial instin

e A has conzistently given strong supp Tt to e
'

‘ 2 &0 is Lasiceally the same: he : : 5 Supnt ty
Rl %\1‘1\2 n“‘n";-n-}\' and to assure their continuation, but at variens tiz.
Lie programs af
Jecific aspects or amounts proposed.
i N 450 in 1954, he has cupported the program o
nal passage ol the snceesxive bills. llu'\'\'\'\'.":
2 ibiti 2 <ales to any conntry trading wilh Xl
ras i faw srohibiting LI A4S0 =ales 3 ! 3 diug with X,
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SN, . : . dae . il 5 Sy ; s yiea o
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1t th NS W .+ likelv not he repaid suel a lonZ nme 2
Jt that the loans would most iixeiy ne baris: SR RIS SR
f't\]ff(l was consumed. In addition, he indicated h‘x.\ reeling ﬁl:.xt‘.lxn,\};nu .»;)a',-v
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oug e Tors A 9 e oy
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vicions of the hill grants in pla L ) ' ik
rx;it the ... 480 authorization and, when that f:uled: voted 1'r.1 .fr.n.wr o\frlt!.x‘].',lf ._0‘
sage of tk.le‘ hill”™ This mrtvrn—nmmsirinu to specific proy 1.~mn>i e 111;;,15(‘_
X ) : 1 5 v o —]1 o
1:::1 for recommitment. then a favorable vote on final passage—has beecl
. & ; ] T 4(0
in Congressman Ford’s votes on P.I.480. o ATl
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- g . : i i o eyvel 30| byt 4
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g : THE U.S. BILATERAL AID PROGR.AM

Speaking in 1961 Congressman Ford stated, with reference to the foreign aid
program : “Also the record should show that I have consistently supported the
program both for the authorization and the appropriation.” ' He particularly
supported the military assistance program and tbe defense support program, sev-
eral times offering amendments to restore cuts or increase exrenditures in those
areas. ITe also backed the Development Loan Fund. However. he opposed long-
term Treasury financing of aid as “hackdoor financing,” and during the early and
mid 196G0°'s a pattern appeared in his voting record whereby he voted for motions
whose effect was to reduce the amount of assistance. and then voted for the final

authorization or appropriation hills, This dual pattern is no longer apparent. ———_ .,

The sublistance of Congressman Ford’s position is that he supported U.S. foreign
assistance, but his support was more vocal with respect to military assistance
and defense support than with respect to economic aid. However, the purpose
of the Development Loan Fund was economic, and Ford was a steady supporter
of its full funding in its early years. When, in 1861, he opposed long-term develop-
ment lending, he made the point that such a program would weaken Congres-
sional control over rhe foreign aid program. He also argued that long-term plan-
ning was possible without Treasury financing, citing the phenomenal improve-
ment of Pormosa under traditional methods of Congressional review, and de-
fended the record of Congress in funding administration foreizm aid requests.?

As indicated above. Congrezsman Ford's pesition changed during the years a
Democratie administration was in power, hut only to the extent that he would
vote for amendments or recommiital motions which aimed at reducing the
amounts to be authorized or appropriated for foreign aid. Thus on August 23,
1963, he voted to recommit the Foreign Assistance Act in order to reduce the for-
eign aid anthorization by $355.000,00. and on the same day vored for the final
puassage of the authorization.® On May 25, 19635 he voted to recommmit the Foreign
Assistance Act to reduce funds for development loans, and then vote for passage
of the nuthorization bill, again on tbe same day.* He consistently voted for the
final authorization and appropriations hills. This pattern emerged hefore Mr. Ford
became Minority Leader. Wirh a Republican administration in power, he has con-
sistently supported the administration’s position. Thus, for example, he was
paired for the foreign aid authorization adopted on January 25, 1072.°

The Congressman's record may hbe said to have featured a strong anti-Commu-
nist position. Ilis strong backing for military aid and defense support reflected
this point of view. In 1660, for example, he sponsored amendments to both the -
authorization and appropriation bhills which would have substantiaily increased
the defense support program.® In other words, his emphasis in supporting foreign

© aid ig on building up the military sirengrh of the non-Connnunist nations, Tie

recerd shows somewlbat more space devered to expounding this philosophy than
to advocating the economic benefits of aid, either to the developing countries or

g . the United Srates.

U.S. FOREIGN POLICY (SELECTED ISSULS)

In the area of general foreign policy it is ditficult to characterize or find a
pattern in Congressman Gerald Ford's remarks on any one subject. Therefore,
an attempt is made in this brief report to wive an overall picture of the Congress-
man's views by looking at his statements on several subjects.

One issue which Congressman Ford addressed again and again throughout the
fifties and sixties was Congress’ role in foreizn policy making, In 1950, for
example, he sponsored legislution which would prohibit the unreasonable sup-
pression of information from the Congress by the President.” and in 1951 he
sponsored legislation which woulud set up a select committee on foreign policy.?
In a floor sheech in 1966 on legislation allowing the President. to make Export-
Import Bank loans to certain Communist countries, he stated: “Mr. Speaker,
there is nothing in the Coustitution which precludes the Congress from having
an impact on or playing a role in the determination of foreign poliey. As a matter .
of fact. since dollars have become so involved in the execution of our foreign *

1 Congressfonal Necord, v, 107, Angust 15, 1961 @ 1
2 Congresstonal Record, v, 107, August 15, 1961 ;1
3 (ongressional Record, v. 109, December 24, 1962
4 Congressionnl Quarrerly Almanae, v. 21, 19
8 Congresstonal Qurarterly Almanae, v2 28, 19 *
¢ Congressfonal Record. v. 106, June 17, 1960 : : Angzust 31, 1960 : 1S693.
7 Congressional Record [daily ed.], v. 97, October 2, 1951 : 12500,

8 Congresstonal Record [daily ed.], v. 96, Auzust 2/, 19
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sz p:-Congressman Ford also expressed support for the establishment of “defensible

g $ < A < : : R R = A RS, i 2 x ;
policy through formgn aid le;z.xslnhox.l, the Congress has a specific responsibility ™ _T;frontlers" for Israel: “Israel, the victim of aggression, is entitled to reasonable
to help guide and direct foreign policy. Over the years. the Congress, whether _j 3. claims for new and secure boundaries. Israel has every right to seck a defensible
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ber 19. 1970, staten

" - lation or by miscalenlation—aggression which could lead to a third world war

there was a Democratic or a Republican President, has helped to shape foreimm
policy Ly the use of the various foreign aid programs.” - ] d

Lariier, in 1963, Mr. Ford made a speech on Executive Privilege. At that tize
he said concerning the role of the Congress that “The investigutory power cf
Congress is well founded in law and so basic to its legislative function that
without freedom to investigate thoroughly Congress can have no effective chrek
on the excentive branch. It should be superfluous to say that without adeqnate
information no investization can suceceed.” * I'urther in the speech he said eithes
“It is one of the great legislative challenges of our time and we must either fice
it or accept the certainty of continued assaults upon Congress’-right to know =

In June 1959. during the debate on the foreizn aid Dbill, Congressman Fu:a
spoke in favor of limiting the executive’s discretion in the use of foreizn aid
funds with the reasoning that the Congress must retain fiscal control over ::a
foreign aid program. He stated that “the Congress should retain certain eontra)
over how these prozrams should be administered; and if this provision iz ls#
in the bill we will lose fiscal control for the Congress. I think that is bad for tte
conntry.”

Nevertheless, a statement made by Congressman Ford in 1970 may indicacs
a chanze in his feeline on this subject. During a speech in the ITouse on Felirs-
ary 24 1970, Mr. Ford made the following statement.

“It has been a basie tenet of our government thiat while we mayx be divided a:
hewme on foreign poliey matters we are nevertheless willing to permit onur Govemn.
ment to deal in an orderly and diplomatic manner with other governmensz™3
tual foreizn policy maiters Congressman Ford in a Novez-
1ont said that the “greatest single American national interss
i~ the avoidance of a Third World War—a war which could destrox ail mas-
kind.” ¥ Ie elaborated on this further by stating the need to deter the “predaters
instincts and appetites of agzressors” by a world system of eolleetive seeurisy
arrangements. Furthermore, he stated: “In all of these free world collectize
security arrangements, there i< one constant ingredient : The power of thie Uniti-d
States of America and the eredibility of this power—the recognition by the waorid
at larze of the fact that the United States will use its power to deter acars
and support its friends and allies if they come under attack. The crodibi
the American deterrent is vital to the prevention of aggression—either by ecale

Among the friends and allies which should thus Lie supported in ord r to mai
tain U.S. credibility. Congressman Ford consistently nientions the state of Is 5
“the United States Government must continue to give Israel the backinz naove
sary to maintain the credibility of onr friendship. This is in our own self-interes".
We will not dip the Stars and Stripes in retreat and defeat in tle
Mediterranean.” *

In a specch on April 24, 19¢9, Conzressman Ford stated: “I firmly belisvs
that the fate of Israel is linked to the national security interests of the Uni
States: T therefore cannot conccive of a situation in which the U.S. Adminisis
tion will sell Israel down the Nile.” *®
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oy oAb

the forces of aggression imposed an unwanted war upou Israel.” ™

In discussing United States foreign policy in its relations with states in the
Western Heniisphere, Congressman Ford in 1665—speaking in support of 11, Res,
560 (Resolution on Communist Subversion in the Western lemisphere)—stated ;
*1 specifically endorse the resolution because of two features: First. the fact that
it reaflirms against the Monree Doctrine after some lapse and doubt about its appli-

« cation in the last several years: and second, it does call for collective action by the

. Organization of American States. Such joint action is most important.” ®
1. He stated further that he would support and in fact had supporred (specifieally
in the case of the Dominican Republic) action taken by the Chief Ilxecutlive

- against Communist subversion in the hemisphere. Ile concluded this statement,
bowever, with the reservation that: I want to make it erystal ¢lear that by our
voting for the resolution it does not mean that we, in advance, endorse any
specific mehod of meeting the ¢hallengze of Communist subversion in the Western
Hemisphere.”

Copgressman Ford's 1970 statements conecerninz {he events around the death of
Dan A. Mitrione, chief safety advisor for A1D in Uruzuay indicate some elements
of his view of the U.S. aid role: “Indeed he was trring to help the police assume
their proper role in Urnguayran society,” *

- In remarking on what United States jpalier should be in view of the tracic
event. Conzressman Ford stated : It is surzested by some that this tragedy raises
questions as to whether the United States chould be engaged in this activiry. I
submit that it proves how important it is for us to persevere in this essential
ta=k =
¥ Moreover, Congressman Ford denied the existence of the “political prisoners”
‘whose release was souzht: “The frequent reference we have heard to ‘political
.priseners’ is totally misleading. The MLN demanded release of all ‘political
prisoners’ held by the Government as ransom. It should be noted that these
people are not being held nor were they convieted hecause of their political
. beliefs. They are eriminals arrested for murder, bank robbery. extortion. and
the like. Constant reference to them otherwise by us all gives an erroneous
: impression as to why they are being held by the Uruguayan Government.” *

U.8. NATIONAL DEFENSE POLICY : GENERAL

* - Representative Gerald R. Ford. Jr.. was appointed to the House Appropriations
Committee in 1951, two years after he entered Congress. In 1933 he hecame a
member of the Department of Defence Snheommittee where he corved from the
83rd through the 8Rth Congress. During the administration of Dwizht D. Eisen-
hower, Ford became known as a Repuhlican spokesman on defense and mutnal
, security policies. In addition to supporting close adherence to overseas cominit-
: ments, he has consistently advoeated adequate active duty and reserve force
-levels, bhalanced and powerful weapons systems, and attractive and equitable
~ eonditions of military service. In terms of current poliey. he endorses the “trind”
concept of strategic deterrence, hacks the all-volunteer force. and supports the

o m———
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The same sentiment was again reiterated in a speech in April, 1071, when te

1”17 i

E\"s'uid: “It is vital that we retain our unity in snpporting the Tsraeli eanse. T “total force concept.” He has rescrvations, however, concerning the depth and o
: Soviet Union, eollahorating with the Arabs, is trying to impose a unilateral > durahility of detente, the promptness with which reserve forces ean he made '; i
. that would compromise Israel’s future. The Arabs would achieve throuch diplom ;. (‘f‘r:'ﬂ-nf-r!*ndy following eal! to duty. and the country’s capability to sustain the 1z
i acy what they failed to win on the field of battle. The Russians would ~emns . Tising costs of military pay and incentives. \
L

__their own aggressive ends.
~ Inaddition to givine verbal support to Israel, Congressman Ford has snppori-?
giving Israel U.S. arms: “I am very gratified to be part of an Administra? .
that responded to the realities in the Middle East by providing Israel with seze 4+ Thronzhont the 1960s Conzressman Gerald Ford was a member of the large
of the finest U.S. weapons.” ¥ ¢ bipartisan House majority supporting authorizations and appropriations for the
'..U--Q. Arms Control and Disarmament Azeney, and supporting U.S. participation
#1n arms limitations negotiations. In 1972, Ford endorsed the interim SALT .
sazreement with the Soviet Union, urging ITouse approval of the agreement. X

a1 ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT POLICY b

® Congressional Record [dally ed.], v. 112. October 21. 1966 : 2]G01.

10 Coneressional Record [dally ed. ], v. 109, April 4. 1963 : 5819.

1 Congressional Reecord [daily ed.], v. 1035, June 18, 1959 : 11204,

32 Congressional Reeard [dafls ed.], v. 116, February 24, 1970 ; 4616,
] 2]2

3® Conerecclaonal Reeord [dally ed.

44444

12 Congressional Reenrd [dally ed.], v. 116, Novembher 19, 1970 1. . 117, Anell 26, 1971 19954,

3 Congressional Reecord [daily ed. ] 116, November 19, 1970 » Congrescionnl Record [daily ed.], v. 111, Septemher 20, 1005 : 24352
3 Conwressional Record [dafly ed.1. v. 117, April 30, 1971 : 12054, ! 2 Canerecsional Record Tdails od.]. v. 111, Septemhor 20, 1965 : 24352,
1 Conzressional Record [daily ed.], v. 115, April 24, 1969 : 103°1. i = Coneressional Record [daily ed 1. v. 116, Angust 11, 1970 : 98141,
37 Coneressional Record [dally ed.], v. 117: April 30 1971 : 12953, (S B Coneressional Record [dafly ed.]. v. 116, Ancgast 11, 1070 : 29141,

18 Congressional Record [dally ed.], v. 117, April 30, 1971 : 12953. % (‘ongressional Record [daily ed.], v. 116, August 11, 1970 : 28141,
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Ford did not record a vote on 1961 legislation initially anthorizing rhe Arms

Control ngency. In 19632 1965.% 1966,7 and 1970.7 however. he voted lin fa\:or'ﬂf
extending the Agzency’s authorization. (In 1965 he vnrpq wm} the House majority
ta limit the anthorization ta 3 years instead of the (pnxnnttvc-np(»fnmond«-'d 4
vears: in 1968 he again voted with the majority to limit the A_s:Fqnc_\ B :1\1t1.(:{17._3.
iirm to 2 vears, althongh the reported bill had recemmended 3 _T(“'IT?’.) While
.\‘ll"purfhlﬂ. the Arms Control and Disarmament Avency ;_md{tpe achievements
of the SALT nezotiations, Ford has never arened for ents in 1 R dnf('nﬁ:lsrmml-
ine. In a 1972 speech sunporting the SALT agreement. he maintained that “we can
Bave peace in the age of nuclear weaponry and so-called wars of hlt':_mtu.m only
if we remain stronz” He decerihed the effect of the nr:'rvs'mr\m ax “slowing the
Russians' headlong rmsh into nuclear snporinrir;": \\'l_nln .tho ;U:r(-vmfmt would
limit the quantity of TU.S. weapons, “we ean still maintain .rho qunht.\: of onr
nuclear wonpm!:\'.”“ In urging support for a Ionse resolution approving 1h.-
SALT acreement, Ford noted that the acreement should nr}t e considered a unj.
Interal Esecutive action. hecanse throughont the nezorintion pn_\:‘(-« the Pres.
dent must hear in mind the attitudes and opinions of Congres<”®

ATONIC EXERGY

The nominee avpears to have few remarks on the record associarcd with atom's
enerev. Three instances of diseussion in an atomie enerey confext hn_\'_u Leen found
in the Coneres<iona! Record Tndex—in 1957 1067, and 10727 In 1935, 2 one-pass
disenssion of H.R. 12373—ecreation of a civilian space AFETEF—WAS nresented
ht the nominee, which included favoralle mention of the Atomice I~.{wr:\-n('u'm-
mis<ion as an ex:ample of the kind of ageney which eught o b l'\‘."'h‘].\‘hm]. Tl
nominee anpears to have voted with the prevailing side in the ;'r}vl"lj'::‘ enaet.
menrs relating ta aromie enerey © which are taken to be the Atomie Fuergy A
af 1934, and the extension in 1965 of the (Price-Anderson) amendments _\\'h"*s
provide for Federal indemnification of AEC licensees _and contractors. in th-
event of liability in excess of that available from private insurers. Both o
these enactments may be regarded as for the purnose of nr\onin.‘: un the develor-
ment of atomie energy to the private sector: nnder the Atomic Enerzy Act of
1946, atomic energy had been the domain of government.

[NoTr. See also profiles nn Arms Control and Disarmament Dalicy (p. S9) and
Strategie Poliey and Weapan Program (p. 98) 1]
= INTERNAL SECURITY

From his first divs in the Congress, Mr. Ford hac spoken of the indnenms of
Commmunists in the United States. On August S 1950, he deeried Owen Tattt

109 part 17 Nav, 20 FOERPARAR
TN, part 3 Fal, 15, 1085 - 0%,
= Coanoeressional Reenrd, v. 174, part 5. Mar. £, 19648 - H427
'—‘F?‘:.?:";-p\cinn;\i Record. v. 116, part 10, Aunrll 28 1970 1.:'_’!4 N
= Conorascinnal Neeard. v. 118 [daily ed ], June g, INT9: B
anvention, Grard Ranids. Misch, & o ot
5 n"" f“urz'::f*\‘\inn’ll Record, v. 118 Tdaily el 1. Aue. 18,1072 0 17053, g RN taaire
1 Fapd, Gerald B Authorizing anpronriafions far rlm AMamie !.II'"X"‘_‘" ";;vm:rvv');»'un o
in the Tatiee) Congrecclonal Reecord v. 103, Ane. 81957 @ ' 14116, 141251 TR
Ford. Gerald R. Actlon taken by Joint Committee on .Mnmlf: Fonery ; to 1-:\r.r_t'f'f Lt o
hill (floor disensston in Honsey, Corgressional Record. v. 113, Jone 29, 1007 ¢ M. Fome
remark thanking the commitiee for correcting the format of a hill i on p. 17804, S
Ford. Gerald R, Addition to legislative program (finar disens<ion in H'f- Hu!{; T
sressional Record (dafly editfoni), Mayx 1, 1972, Mr. Ford elicited comment from .:r:k e
a< to the relationship of the hill heing scheduled to hill passed the y-rnvlrln: W h.’-
hill heine seheduled was LR, 14053, nuthorizatfon for the Atomie I".nr'-‘r_c\' (1“::"!'1\!5“.' T
jssne temporary onerating licenses for noelear power reactors. Pyt T 108 T
2 Fard, Gerald 1. National Aeronautics and Outer Space Aer of 105€ fdehnte 2 “-Lv 5
in the Fionse). Congressional Record. v. 104, June 2. 1038 P. !‘1".".1)4 Mr. P'H"-l “"_“_.:;
favor of the bill unider consideration, commented on AEC nrozrams in space nm‘.-‘nl"!:;,
cfon and stated : “Civilian control . . . Is a must. . . . Tt will not jeopardize ovr ;‘* ik
effort. We have after all the example of the Atomic Energy Commissjon. The ARC h'v|n"~r
fected the A-homb and H-bamb capehility far the military, while at the same tire NP bt
a whole new world throneh iix advauces in the field of perceful pilear aml themmonus.
werey.’ y N
E "Ll"nrd. Gorald . Votine and attendance record. Congressional Recowd. v. 101, 3;«""‘_,’_~,
1935, P. 6007 and V. 111. Oct. 22. 1965, P. 2571€. The record shows that Mr. l_'_"f b
acainst recommittal and for passage of H R, 9757, the Atomic Energy Act n‘f 1074 n:“ T
231 to 154). On Sept. 16. 1963, the numinece was ahsent: a footnote !n..ir:\les‘:r?m_r
present, he would have voted yes to S. 2042: extending authorlty of the .\tnm!‘gl -“’“,
Commission to Indemnify licensees and contractors for public lability. The biil p
(337 to 30). . )

= Congre<sianal Record,
» Cunoressijonal Recard,
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Snore—whom he described as a “fellow traveller"—for his urging of a UN <eat for
3 Red China and on August 29, 1950, he praised Richard Nixon in his fizht against
the “insidious Communist forces that would destroy our Nation.” U6 Cong. Rec.
§ 11996, 13737. In 1965, Mr. Ford qualified his support of a resolution which would
pave given the President support in any action he may take “to prevent in a
timely manner Communist subversion in the hemisphere” by stating that “those
of us ou the minority side of the aisle must reserve independent judument as to

ermnment in Latin America.” 111 Cong. Ree. 24332 (9/20/G3). Alleged commiinist
influence in anti-war demonstrations led by Mr. Ford in 1967 to demand a report by
the President on the extent of Communist influence in the October 21, 1967
demonstration at the Pentagon. 113 Cong. Ree. 33706 (11 7 4

During the 1967 riots. Mr. Ford decried the exploitation of the disturbance
for partisan purposes and criticized President Johnson's alleged delay in allow-
“ ing use of Federal troeps in Detroit and his explanation of the riots as being
i gue to Congressional rejection of Democratice legislation such as the rat eradica-
-3 tion bill. 113 Cong. Rec. 10940 (7/25/67). He also supported granting subpoena

PRFNPTIG TR SOTURLISLL JRA 5,

% power to the National Advivory Commission on Civil Disorders. 113 Cong. Ree. .

3 20605 (9/31/67).

1 Anti-war and student demonstrators came in for criticism by Mr. Ford in the
%!nte sixties and seventies. On March 235, 1969 he supported withholding of finan-
X dal aid to disruptive college students. 115 Congz. Ree. 7384, On November 24,
"_i 1969, he outlined in the Record the cost of the “destruction and violence engaged
‘*in by the relatively small radical elements among the [Nov. 15] demonstriators.”
i1 115 Cong. Rec. 35540. On Novembher 19, 1969 Le contrasted the “astronauts and the
3 irit of American courage exemplified by them and tlie radicals who pulled down
% the American flag at the Justice Department last Saturday and raised the Viet-
Z sqong flag in its place.” 115 Cong. Ree. 34072-3. He decried the tacties of Mayday
2 demonstrators in 1971 :

2~ To try to block traffic and keep others from gettinz to their jobs is an
= action which cannot be tolerated. Such tactics are counterproductive.

I congratulate the authorities for handling the situation as skillfully as
= they have. Law-abiding citizens owe them a debt of gratitude, 117 Cong. Rec.
¢ 131045/3/71).

3 On May 1, 1971, Mr. Ford singled out college protests as being the “most lack-

ng in logic.” 92d Cong., 2d Sess.. 113513.

Mr. Ford has supported the repeal of the Emergency Detention Act (117 Cong.
FRec. 31766 (9/14/71)) and making it a Federa! crime to illegally possess. use
=1 transport explosives (116 Cong. Rec. 9377 (3/25/70) ). On January 23, 1973. Mr.
‘gford reiterated his support of the work of the House Committee on Internal
Flecurity and opposition to a resolution to abolish it. 119 Cong. Rec. T13%0)
3 1/23/73) and on May 23, 1973 he stated his support of President Nixon's state-
Juent on Watergate and national security. 119 Cong. Ree. H3970.

Throughout his twenty-five years in the U.S. Congress, Mr. Ford has voted in
Aavor of such major national security legislation as the Internal Security Act
I&iif 1950, the Communist Control Act of 19354, and the Espionage and Sabotage
zict of 1054, More recently, Mr. Ford voted in 1971 to repeal the Emergency De-
siention Act of 1950 (Title I1 of the Internal Sceurity Act of 1039).

N
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MILITARY MANPOWER AND RESERVE AFFAIRS

.As an advocate of a strong military defense, Representative Ford has generally
Aaupported administration requests for active dnty and reserve personncl strengths.
%Yn June 27, 19G1. he not only suprorted the Kennedy administration's recom-
Hzendations for 25.000 more active duty personnel than proposed by the outzoing
%ﬁsenhm\'er administration in Jannary., but also called for retention of 70,000

eserve billets which had been scheduled for elimination by both administra-.~

§1ons. On this same occasion, however, Ford remarked that he had “grave’

=bubts” that a new program announced by President Kennedy would make it
vssible ‘for sizeable reserve forces to he deployed overseas within two to four

= teeks after activation for federal duty. He regarded four to five months as

! more realistic goal for putting National Guard and Reserve divisions into

stombat in the event of war™

A -While somewhat skeptical of the prompt denloyalility of major reserve units,
'}}ich is a key assumption in today's “total force concept,” Ford has emerged as

% Congresslonal Record, v. 107, June 27, 1961 : 11442,

B
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the precise way in which the challenge to subversion is undertaken by our Gioye—
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draft exemptions of un
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e volunteer military force,” another major tenet
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the Nixon administration’s thinking on defense policy.™ He is that

d suflicient fundi

ociate

ng to enable the Selectiv
ut not induction) of young men. Earlier, he b
dergraduate college

d with the volunteer force are responsible
delense costs but has stated that he happens “tn
Department by a volunteer method" ™
to the launching of the ulfl \l'nluéne.;.r
4 > an a single-year extension of the draf
force, Ford urged a two-year rather than a semScrvice Bl s regi.\‘tm[jo:‘
ad resisted attempts to remove the
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Ford has supported pay increases for active duty military personnel, but he

has shown concern that raises and incentives
men and junior ofiicers m ! i :
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ac

19G0 but voted against it in 1963, p(.)im.m'.;
aware of the enormons cost iuu_)hcutmm'.
disallowance of recomputation might entail
the governwment but

fo

th
te

During the Cuban missile crisis in 1962,
limited to Air Force and Navy elements,

ive duty in any one of the services. He voted g
s : out that in the

r review and renegotiation of the

Attempts to secure disability b(“lh'“l.S
marked Ford's early years in the Congre
reservists on active duty recvive treatment e L
e rewular services. Although resistant to cuts in

nded to regard the reserves as

ight be applied too liber

pointed out that

(principally flight

designed to attract and retaiz
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involve aerial flight or comparalie

personnel. IIe also successfully ur_‘:oq that
retire at the highest grade ever held while oa
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and retirement credit for reservisi
<s. He was particularly concerned that
qual to that accorded personnel ¢
reserve strength, he has ot
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mobiiization of the reserves without congressional endo
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working tic-.s with this country’s allies and a willingness to cou}ront ‘.e‘;'-
= never and wherever such threats m:
ons eriticized the adminis

rsement.

MILITARY COMMITMENT AND OPERATIONS ABROAD

apyear. In this regard. he has on

trations of Demucratic Presidents !
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igh N i bombing of Commun
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of Lyuden Johnson
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Union. This change also involrad

Truman, Kennedys, and .‘Int.msrm £0 K
and hostile acts. Tn 1051

he proposed that reserve cnll:ups _!-*
and in 1965 he opposed Presidential

~1-‘rom the outset of his career as a Congressman, Representative Gerald Ford
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abroad, involving close
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# Conzressinnal Record [dally ed.], v. 119, June 22, 1973 :
» Cnneressional Record [daily ed. 1. v, 110 Tan. -

¥ Congressional Record, v. 109, May 8, 1 0
3 Congressinnal Record. v. 97. Jan. 19, 1¢
» Congressional Record. v. 110. June 29, 1964

o Now York Times. May 4. 1065 : 21.
«1 Congressional Quarterly Almanac,
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: ’NTH-80T4.
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has supported the Nixon Doctrine and its provisions, an observation which is-
‘consistent with his reputation of party adherence on most major policy issues.

In introducing President NiXon’s February 10970 report to Congress on U.S. 7
foreign policy, Representative Ford eundorsed those provisions relating to the
country's military commitments and activities abroad. He stressed that the un-
derlying theme of the Nixon Doctrine was “a willingness to help those who are
willing to help themselves.” © However, the Congressman's statements on the
Nixon Doctrine have not preciscly mirrored those of the current Administration.
It is possible to detect in his views a difference in degree if not in direction. He ap-
pears, for example, to exhibit greater wariness towards the People’'s Republie
of China and the Soviet Union and their international intentions. Ile also appears
to place a somewhat greater stress on the need for firm and unwavering U.S.
support of its allies around the world. Over the years, Representative Ford has
regularly supported the Mutual Security Act appropriations and similar legis-
lation providing military grant aid and eredit sales to deserving allies. During the
administration of Dwight Eisenhower he even sought to increase these prozrmims
to a level higher than that recommended by the Republican leadership.®

STRATEGIC POLTCY AND WEAPON PROGRAMS

The legislative activities and public statements of Representative Ford during
dhis 25 years in Congress have evidenced consistent support for a strong TU.S.
Amilitury posture predicated on the strategic doctrine of nuclear deterrence vis-
q42-vis the Soviet Union and China and involving relinnce on the “trind” concept

of land-bused intercontinental ballistic missiles, sea-launched missiles, and stra-
tegic bombers. At the same time, he has advocated the maintenance of strong and
balanced conventional forces and air defense capabilities.

- For example, during the 1959 debate on Defense appropriations Representative
Ford argued in favor of a mixture of air defense swweapons including various Army
ind Air Force missiles systems then in operation or under development as well
1s fighter-interceptors and manned aircraft programs. Declaring that “this air
iefense program is bigger than any service, bigger than any contractor,” Ford
sbserved that it involved “the national security of our howeland.” and he de-
slored interservice rivalry in matters of such national importance. During this
debate Ford also expressed his support for aireraft carriers which he deemed
essential for “small wars such as the Lebanese crisis” of 19358.* Since that time,
Ford has adhered to the main thrust of these positions and has gencrally sup-
doorted the development and deployment of most of the major weapon sysrems
proposed by the Defense Department. When the FY 1974 military procurement
MI1 was before the House in July 1973. Ford was recorded as voting against
dfforts to halt or limit development of such programs as the CVAN-70 nuclear air-
qaft carrier and the I-1 strategic bamber.* )

An active supporter of the anti-hallistie missile (ABM) defense program.* Rep-
esentative Ford argued in 1969 that the ADRM prozram swould not hinder dis-
rrmament talks with the Soviet T'nion and, in fact, mizht make a pozitive con-
Tibution to these negotiations. He observed that shortly after President Johnson
innounced deployment of the Sentinel ABM the Soviets had asked for «tratesie
Jirms limitation talks (SALT) with the United States. “If the United States enters
41to negotintions naked,” Ford stated during the 1969 ADM debate, “we will
4ome out of these negotiations naked.” IIe compared the ABM decision with: Pros-
gdent Trnman's decision to proceed with development of the H-bomb despite ob-
dections from some members of the seientific community. The view expressed by
&%rd in 19G9 to the effect that continued development of weapon systems furthers
hegotiations with the Soviets in the area of arms control has characterized his
position on current weapon programs and the ongoing SALT activities.

During his early years in the Congress, Representative Ford expressed seme
oncern over the high cost of defense programs, although in later years he has
wt been outspoken on this point and has generally opposed efforts to reduce
ailitary spending, In 1951, Ford addressed the Ilouse on the problem of cost
Sealation in weaponry and stated that “the high cost of our military defenze

ik

FTUTINGY

oY Eopabad 88 cambdvocs t c2 et

Bh bl calbibeadit

LD A AL R,

@ Congressional Reeord [daily ed.], v. 116, FPeh. 18, 1970 : I925.

& Conzressional Quarterly Almanae, v, xiv. 1938 : 1589,

“ Concresstonal Record, v, 105, June 2, 19359 : 590-9600.

M Congressional Record [dally ed.], v. 119, July 31, 1972 : HG932, [16950.
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7 Congressional Record, v. 113, Oct. 2, 1969 : 28137-28138.
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. In 1969, however, Mr. Ford. supported amendments to the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965. Cong. Rec. 1000, 91st Congress, 1st Session,
069, Since that time he has supported such aid to parochial schools.

In 1973 Gerald Ford introduced three bills relative to aid for parochial schools.
His bills, ILR. 1176, II.R. 2580 und IL.R. 12020 all provided for tax credits to be

Sk s [ spending to £46 billion. : > sranted for tultion paid to private nonprofit schools including parochial schools.
T iting amendments, such as the one offered by R_(‘r‘reSCmﬂuve '1}31"“ in 19_‘1 ay 1 : Seosmeafaalot s,
.}jii‘ another passed by the House in 1973. As on earlier occasions, Ford votr}‘d in 193 i Rl CIVIL RIGHTS ®

;-:ﬁgl i against the Aspin amendment which would have placed a ceiling on over-all e 3§ - A s -

g !zi- fense .\'l'on(lin,':." 3 Although not a vocal mlpp_orter of civil rights, particularly in his carly years,
oy *’{E“ e WAR POWERS 3 Mr. Ford is recorded as voting yea on passage of the score of major and minor
7..3-?&‘, i 1 civil rights bills enacted luring this period. Not infrequently in the earvly legis-

«Congress wheneve

-~

Congressman Gerald Tord has consistently maintained 'the p'ositi'on that %
Congress should take a greater role in decisions eoncerning U.S. myn!vex.-:
in undeclared wars. However, Ford has onposed curxjont proposuls which wr.:_z
terminate a Presidentially initiated involvement of U.S. forces if Congress tain
no action to approve the involvement. ; .

In 1070.* 19715 and 1972 Ford voted with a nearly unanimous House in s
port of lewislntion which would have required the President to c«:nsult With e
r he introduced TU.S. troops abroad. In a 1970 Ilouse fos
statement Ford noted that the proposed resolution would, in effect, change notliy
under the Constitution. At that time he also stated that .“wmmut hesitatioz «
qualification I know of no Presidents [during his tenure in Congress] who ?_':n
been false or deceptive in the information that has come fr{)m the Wk
House.” ™ In addition. in a 1971 address before an .\nu_-ri(':m. Lv::mn conventie
in Pittsbureh, Ford called for legislation stating that any wmilitary :‘.ctmr} l-f:tx
by a President must be approved. altered, or terminated hy.(_‘ongress withiz 3
davs of its initiation™ He did not formally submit such a legislative prn‘.»ns:xl:u
which the Administration reportedly was oppesed at that time. In the ¢3rd (=
gress. Ford arzued and voted against the war powers bill  reported by the Howe
Foreizn Affaira Committee, maintaining that if the C()ngross does not .w:m' 3
military conflict continued it “ought to have the guts and will” to vote azains t»
action. rather than expressing disapproval by doing nothing. ITg supported =
amendment comparable to the legislation he called for in 1()71. which }VOan hare
required Congressional action either to approve and 'nuthfmze g‘nntlnuallnn ol
U.S. military involvement or to disapprove and require discontinuation of the
action.¥ When the amendment failed, he voted against final passage of the wir
powers bill and azainst approval of the conference renort. During de‘.",l'.'efc
initinl House passage of the 1973 war powers act, F‘nr(]. read a telegram im=
President Nixon which indicated the President’s intention to vetn.thrx'lnll 2
reported. while expressing Presidential interest 1n5q“npprnprinte legislation™ t»
provide for an efTective comtribution by the Congress.

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

AID TO PRIVATE SCIHOOLS (PAROCTITATD)

Althourh a one-time detractor of many Federal ald-to-education prt.":r?;‘-
Gerald Ford has recentiy been a staunch supporter of Federal aid, particulany
byv-tax credits, to parochial education. e

“Gerald Ford did not support the Federal Gevernment's ea rlier programs o._:;:

to elementary and secondary edueation. He voted against the ]'-‘.!onwx:r:\.r,\:--' -
Secondary Education Act of 1965, which included aid to parochial sr'hn‘o‘ls. L:§
Rec. 6152, 80th Coungress, 1st Session 1965. ITe voted against the lﬂtt_: amez $-
ments, Cong. Rec. 235%%, 89th Congress, 2d Qeszion, 1006, and the 1067 ames<
ments to that act, Cong. Ree. 13809, 90th Congress, 1st Seesion, 1967

« Congressinpal Reeord, v. 07, Mar. 13,1071 : 2505,
0 Co-eresstonal Ons=terly Woekly "eport Oet. 17, 1978 ¢ Q'
2 Canerpesstonal Ties ard [dnily ed ], v. 110, July 27 _lf?. _'4.[).'_‘»()21-_‘ e
st Congressional Record, v, 116, part 28, Nov. 16, 1570 : 37407-2 7308, e b
w2 C:;n'_-ro.:slm!:\l Record [daily ed.], v. 117, Aug. 2, 1971 H 7620. (Passed by volce vote
under snspension of the rules) y= W
81 Congressional Reeord [dally ed.]. v. 118, Auz. H._‘l .\.'_‘_: H,. 576,
# Caneressional Record, v. 116, part 28, Nov. 16, 1970 : 3740
o Wachinston Post, July 17, 1971, p. A4, Representativ
Wars. !
@ Congressional Record [dally ed.]. v. 119, July 18, 1972:

7403, ; T
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lative stages, he has registered support for Republican sponsored alternative pro-
posals. This is particularly true since election by his Republican e¢olleagues as
Minority Leader in the mid-1660’s. Although his elevation to the Republican
Leadership position generallv marks the end of his floor silence on elvil rights
concerns, it also coincides with a number of procedural votes, viz., votes to recom-
mit, seemingly at odds with his ultimate vote to pass the legislation in question.
Notwithstanding statements explaining these apparent equivoecations in proce-
dnral terms, these actions are resented by civil rights groups. The Washington
Post, Thursday, October 18, 1973, at A2. In particular, his position on Fair Hous-
ing in 10966, and his backing for the Administration alternative proposals on
voting rights in 1970 and equal employment opportunity in 1972, are denounced
as attempts to “‘gut . . . the final product.” Ibid. Neither his apparent switch
on Fair Iousing nor his consistent yea vote on passage seems 1o have effectively
altered this image.

In the immediate post war years, the civil rizhts drive focused on legislation
to outlaw the poll tax and to guarantee equal employment opportunity (then
called fair employment practices). On at least three occasions in the 1940's the
House passed poll tax legislation which went on to die in the Senate. The last
of these came in 199, Mr. Ford’'s first year in the Congress. Of the four roll call
votes on the measure, Mr. Ford is recorded a< voting vea on the rule, on econ-
sideration and on passage and nay on the motion to recommit. 95 Cong. Rec.
10097, 10098, 10247, and 10248 (1949).

Two lesser civil rights related measures were subject to House roll call votes
in 1949. On one of these—an unsuccessful effort to recommit the Military Hous-
ing Act of 1949 to conference because it did not contain a non-dicerimination
clause—Mr. Ford is recorded as not voting. 95 Cong. Rec. 10294 (1649). The sec-
ond propo=sal, a bill to establish a woman's Coast Guard reserve was recommitted
after the House adopted an amendment barring segreegation or diserimination
because of race, creed, or color. Mr. Ford voted yea on the amendment. 95 Cang.
Reac. 3806 (1949). There was no record rol! call vote on the motion to recommit.

In 1950, civil rights supporters were sueccessful in brinsing an eanal employ-
ment opportunity (FEPC) bill tn the IInu<e floor for the first time. The reported
bill provided for a compulsory FEI commission having broad powvers and recourse
to the conrts for enforcement. However, on the floor Pennsylvania Repuhliean
famuel K. McConnell Jr. offered an amendment substituting a voluntary FEPC
without any enforcement powers. The substitute was a2dopted. Mr. Ford voted
yea to substitute the voluntary hill, nay on the motion to recommit it, and yea
on passage. 86 Cong. Rec. 2253, 2300, 2301 (19850). .

In another develenment. Mr. Ford voted with an overwhelming mainrity of
House Members against recommitting the Railway Labor Aet Amendments of
1950 with instructions to insert an anti-discrimination amendment. 96 Cong.
Rec. 17061 (1951). The motion had been offered by Mr. Smith of Virginia, an
acknowledged onponent of the legisiation.

On Jane G, 1951, Mr. Ford joined 222 Members in killing (i.e.. striking ont the
enacting clause of) a hill for ennstruction of a veterans' hospital for Negrees in
Virginia. 97 Cong. Rec. 6201 (1951). The measure had been denounced as “class
legislation™ hr Representatives Dawson and Powell.

In the interval between 1950 and 1956—in the latter vear the Housze hezan
laving the foundations of the 1957 Civil Rizhts Act—MNMembers acted on countless
civil rights matters. principally Powell ninendments which would have hanned
diserimination in a variety of contexts including public housing, public schools
and the National Guard. A great many of these proposals were dicposed nf either

‘procedurally or by standinz or teller votes. Because of this and the absence of
1

1973 : HR963. A7 d
o7 Congressional Record [daily ed.], v. 119, July 18, 1973 : H6256,

# Congressional Record (dally ed.], v. 119, July 18, 1073 : H6241. E_ 8 This report deals with legislative develanments in the post World War TT vears to

‘Armprove the pa'itical. aconomic, and goclal s#2tus o” “Yie Natfon's black population. Treated
elsewhere are the related subjects of school desegregation and busing.
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8350

April 5, 1976

MEMO TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: CLAYT WILHITE
SUBJECT: TEXAS CREATIVE

Below is a summary of Texas creative options (and their
status where appropriate) that we will address on Monday.

1. Competitive Newspaper

Based on the Friday Morton meeting, it appears this
may be used in Texas as a second insertion. Phelps

is working on a revision to Who's Who for discussion
today.

2. Defense Advertising

This breaks down into TV, radio and newspaper options.
Based on comments from downstairs and Texas late last

week, we can anticipate use of all three during the
media schedule.

Television

Most extreme option, but also the most potent if

the issue develops momentum. Major question is

creative format. Gene Russo is working on a John

Tower presenter :60 and :30. I think John Overaker
should develop a President Ford defense commercial

that is compatible with Future, Accomplishment, etc. As

you know, the Texas people feel it would be stronger
than a Tower spot.

Radio
Two suggestions in this area:
1. Tower radio (Gene will have a :60 ready to

discuss today).

2. "PFacts-Defense" :60



Bruce Wagner
April 5, 1976
Page Two

Texas Creative

Newspaper

We have already prepared Wisconsin defense copy

for the generic ad. This will probably carry-

over unless we find a potent quote by the President
for insertion. We should consider moving this issue
up in the copy block. I don't recommend a specific
ad on defense as TV and radio seem the more power-

ful communicators of this message... plus we will
have a defense brochure to serve as a mailer if
needed.

3. Communication of Delegate Voting Slate

There are two issues at work here:

1. Education of the woter about ballot format

(vote for delegate - not candidate, vote for four
delegates).

2. Encouraging the voter to elect the straight Ford
delegate ticket.

Direct mail is already planned to address Republican
voters on these points. Two letters, one from John
Tower and a second from each district delegate slate,
will be mailed to voters just prior to election day.

From our standpoint, we should examine insertion of
appropriate ''cast your four votes for delegates pledged
to President Ford'" copy in all radio and TV advocate
advertising, plus '"Facts' radio, and the full-page
newspaper ad. We should also encourage the Texas PFC
to insert a 3" x 8" flyer in all future direct mail
pieces and hand-outs at the polling place.

The only vehicle which would not seem appropriate for
this hard-sell would be our current Future, etc. TV

format... it is simply out of character with the tonality
of those commercials and unnecessary, given the other
options.

4. Advocates

This list is necessarily short in Texas: John Tower.
Goldwater and Connally are possibles, however, Spencer
said they will not endorse any candidate although the PFC
will continue to pursue both of them.

N )
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Texas Creative

5. Issues

We are extremely weak in this area with only a small
survey from Houston and qualitative comments. At
present, the conclusions are as follows:

1. Economy- still most important.
2. Defense- on judgement, #1 or #2.

3. Government Spending- important as outgrowth of
general Texas conservatism.

4. Energy/Agriculture- President weak on both
according to Spencer, et al, but this has not
been confirmed.

Fred Slight is supposed to have some insights on this
today. Will proceed after this material has been ob-
tained. We are also checking Tower's office.

Let's discuss all of the above at your earliest convenience.

cc: Gene Russo (\
John Overaker
Phelps Johnston
Jack Frost
Peggy Pilas
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 6. 1976

MEMO TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: CLAYT WILHITE

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL DEFENSE STATEMENT FOR TEXAS

Stu Spencer has asked the agency to develop its recommendations
on a 5-minute Presidential television statement on defense for
use in Texas.

He envisions it being shot in the Oval Office or some other
appropriate Presidential setting, utilizing a prepared text.
The announcement would run during the final days of the Texas
campaign.

Our thoughts on the subject should be more crystallized following
a continuation of our overall strategy discussions with Pete
Dailey.

£
cc: Peter Dailey 3\
John Overaker \
Jack Frost e

Phelps Johnston
Peggy Pilas
Marcy Pattinson

".-”) y ¢

"4

ST
Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 6, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: DAWN SIBLEY E S
SUBJECT : REAGAN COMPETITIVE ACTIVITY IN TEXAS

We have just been informed that Reagan is buying 30 second

spot schedules in major markets in Texas to begin April 17.

It appears that he will be buying the maxium weight per week available-
approximately 350 - 400 points per week. He has requested
availabilities for 30 second, 5 minute and 1/2 hour units,

however, nothing has been ordered other than the aforementioned

30 second schedules.

These schedules are being placed by Goodwin, Dannebaum, Littman,
Wingfield, Inc., a local agency in Houston. We are informed
that additional orders will probably be placed on Thursday

or Friday.

cc: Clayt Wilhite
Peggy Pilas
Carol Karasick
Denise Considine

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary



April 7, 1976 X Lo\

MEMORANDUM FOR: BRUCE WAGNER

FROM: FRED SEIGHT

SUBJECT: Energ ssue in Texas

I have attached for your information the following materials pertaining
to the energy issue in Texas:

1. Brief comparison of the President's and Reagan's
position on energy-related issues.

2. Overview of the President's energy policy.
3. Summary of Reagan's major statements on energy.

4. FACTBOOK excerpt on the Administration's energy
actions.

5. Sample letter to oil men who objected to the
President's signing of the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act (EPCA) of 1975.

These items should be helpful to your writers in getting a much clearer
understanding of the issue. In addition, I will send to you under
separate cover more detailed information on EPCA and the President's
rationale for signing the compromise bill.

Let me know if I can be of further assistance.

Attachments

cc: Stu Spencer
Roy Hughes
Peter Kaye
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April 7, 1976 Clow CAL
QL\S"\
MEMORANDUM FOR: BRUCE \WAGNER
FROM: FRED IGHM
SUBJECT : Energdy [Policy

In follow-up to my earlier memorandum of this day, I am providing
the following additional materials on the President's energy policy:

1. Statement by the President (December 22, 1975) on

the signing of the Energy Policy and Conservation
Act of 1975.

2. Message to the Congress (February 26, 1976) reviewing
governmental action and calling for additional
legislation.

3. Summary fact sheet (February 26, 1976) of the President's
special message to the Congress.

4. Detailed fact sheet (February 26, 1976) reviewing the
President's special message to the Congress.

Particular attention should be given to the President's rationale
for signing EPCA.

Attachments

cc: Stu Spencer
Roy Hughes
Peter Kaye
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 7, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

SFM informs us that Re)&d& is in Lubbock in a TV station
recording commercials. We are informed that he is cutting
a 1/2 hour program and possibly other time lengths. The
story is that any place that gives him free time, no matter
where is is or where it is to be placed, he will go to the
station and record.

We are checking further to try and get the content of his
spots.

cc: Peter Dailey
Clayt Wilhite

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 7, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO:  BRUCE WAGNER -
FROM: DAWN STBLEY >S
SUBJECT : REAGAN - TEXAS

SFM informs us that Reagan is in Lubbock in a TV station
recording commercials. We are informed that he is cutting
a 1/2 hour program and possibly other time lengths. The
story is that any place that gives him free time, no matter
where is is or where it is to be placed, he will go to the
station and record.

We are checking further to try and get the content of his
spots.

cc: Peter Dailey
Clayt Wilhite

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950 ;

April 8, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: LEN MATTHEWS Zig;zl/1
SUBJECT: ADVERTISING PRODUCTION HISTORY

Looks like Marcy and Barry have done a superlative job of
documenting the advertising production history -

The critical question is this:

How come actual production costs exceed the original
estimate of production costs so much?

Partial answer

a) Original estimate made before any experience on
that kind of work was much too conservative.

b) Time pressures - getting the first commercial
in the pool involved a number of revisions and
overtime charges which have been avoided on
later commercials in the pool - e.g. lst commercial
cost more than double commercial #2 and almost
double commercial #3 for these reasons.

c) All early costs were high because whole operation
(from 2nd floor to 10th floor) got geared up late
and expensive moves had to be made to '"'make up for
lost time" - shipping costs, print costs, production
costs etc., were all increased for that reason -
fortunately - that's behing us now - we are ahead
of events.

All other questions I can see are literally details - like -
how come $14,000 overtime etc., - you know the answer better than
anyone else.

Marcy and Barry have any detailed support you need -

I don't intend to minimize or over-simplify this task but my
view of it is just as stated above.

c.c. Peter Dailey

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 8, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: LEN MATTHEWS Zig;21/1
SUBJECT: ADVERTISING PRODUCTION HISTORY

Looks like Marcy and Barry have done a superlative job of
documenting the advertising production history -

The critical question is this:

How come actual production costs exceed the original
estimate of production costs so much?

Partial answer

a) Original estimate made before any experience on
that kind of work was much too conservative.

b) Time pressures - getting the first commercial
in the pool involved a number of revisions and
overtime charges which have been avoided on
later commercials in the pool - e.g. lst commercial
cost more than double commercial #2 and almost
double commercial #3 for these reasons.

c) All early costs were high because whole operation
(from 2nd floor to 10th floor) got geared up late
and expensive moves had to be made to ''make up for
lost time" - shipping costs, print costs, production
costs etc., were all increased for that reason -
fortunately - that's behing us now - we are ahead
of events.

All other questions I can see are literally details - like -
how come $14,000 overtime etc., - you know the answer better than
anyone else.

Marcy and Barry have any detailed support you need -

I don't intend to minimize or over-simplify this task but my
view of it is just as stated above.

!g»’

c.c. Peter Dailey

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-3950

April 8, 1976

MEMO TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: CLAYT WILHITE

SUBJECT: TIMING AND COVERAGE OF 5-MINUTE PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE

Setting aside the strategy of the Presidential message
for a moment, I want to address the dual subjects of
timing and coverage.

Timing

Some discussion yesterday focused on airing the program
a full week before the primary in an attempt to get
ample media coverage and allow for voter consideration
of the content. While this is logical, it doesn't
consider the realities of the moment:

1. The large bloc of undecided voters who will
apparently make their choice 3-4 days before
the Primary.

2. The gap of time after the message that would
allow Ronald Reagan a well-conceived response..
probably giving him the "last word' on the
subject before Primary Day.

3. The ability of the media to instantaneously
generate nationwide interest in the event
solely on the basis of PFC press releases
prior to delivery of the message... and cor-
respondingly, to react instantaneously after
the delivery.

4. The apparent success of timing the Reagan
speeches just before the Primary.

For these reasons, I would strongly recommend that we
air the message no more than 2-3 days before May 1, on
either Wednesday or Thursday. It would run once across
the state and then be repeated in major markets on
Thursday or Friday.

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Bruce Wagner

April 8, 1976 '
Timing and Coverage of 5-Minute Presidential Message
Page Two

Coverage

Given the content of the message and, more important,
its news value/impact potential for the entire nation,
the use of network time becomes more worthy of con-

sideration (as an addition to blanket Texas coverage).

There would be no need to air on all networks for one
would give us the publicity value needed to generate
coverage by the national media and the wire services.
(Because NBC gave Reagan a half-hour, they are obliged
to grant time to the President. Dawn estimates we
could buy a 5-minute spot for about $17,000 net.)

If the speech is to reassert the President's momentum
and fortify his leadership image, the additional cost
seems justified... particularly in view of the critical
primaries that come only a few days after Texas in
Alabama, Georgia and Indiana.

A major provision to this approach, however, concerns
the tone of the message. Speaking to a national
audience that is more moderate in philosophy than Texas
Republicans, makes it imperative that the President does
not come across as a saber-rattler... as simply a Reagan
in sheep's clothing. We must maintain the righteous
indignation of a President... a man who will protect the
nation's security first, but not forget the ultimate
objective of world peace.

Let's discuss at your convenience.

cc: Peter Dailey \h 0
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FROM: PETER KAYER A 4_(1 : a Comms

SUBJLCT: UNSOLICAFLD ADVICE
Wi
g

I read your memo to Rog Morton re: a 5-minute televised
commercial by the President to Ronald Reagan,

I disagree with the premise, content, timing and strategic
consideration,

First, the President cannot gain credibility by an outright
attack on ﬁis opponent, Even if he is President; Nixon's experience
proved that.

Second, leadership is not the issue. The issue is defense and
detente., Besides, you don't look like a leader by attacking your
opponent on paid radio and TV,

Third, Texas does not lend itself to this approach or through
heavy media buying in metropolitan centers. The race is in 24 CDs.,

Fourth, we look like copy-cats,

Fifth, man-to-man on this issue, we'd lose in Texas.,

I do agree with the concept of both a 5 and 15-minute Ford
TV piece, Immediately. We should have vrepared one weeks ago., Before
North Carolina,

I would use a mini-documentary. Film clips., Newspaper editorials
attacking RR, of which we have plenty. Ford talking tough to reporters
or, better still, non-political th}rd party groups,

This can be produced in time for final four days of Texas if we
get going now,

I realize I wasn't asked to comment on this,
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 13, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: SKIP WATTS
FROM: BRUCE WAGNER
SUBJECT: TEXAS

I understand we haven't shipped any of
into Texas as yet:

Economy

Federal Spending
Jobs

Crime

our issue brochures

I'm sure we have funding problems in Texas, but I think we
should try to get at least a minimum amount of this material

into key delegate battlegrounds.
c.c. Peter Dailey

Roy Hughes
Stu Spencer

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President;

Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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I am providing my reaction to your April 7 memorandum to the .
Chairman and your draft copy of your proposed five-minute fA%@L&&
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April %4, 1976

{ /
FROM: FRED SQ}GHT

television response in Texas to Ronald Reagan's defense/
foreign policy attacks. My response follows the same order
and section classifications as your memorandum.

Advertising Objectives

The first and foremost objective should be to neutralize
Reagan's charges against the President. I do not believe
this can be accomplished by reinforcing President Ford's
perception as a national leader nor by trying to expose the
shallowness of Reagan's negative appeal. A concerted effort
must be made to deal with the substance of the charges.

Background

Let me first begin with your evaluation of the success of
Reagan's commercial message. The primary issue is in fact,
the continued weakening of our national defense and foreign
policy reversals under the Ford-Kissinger administration.

As I have stated on several occasions, these two issues have
a genuine "cutting edge' when Reagan cites the numbers in the
Soviet Union's conventional superiority and when he reminds
people of U.S. "failures" in Indochina, the Middle East and
Africa and when he charges appeasement at Vladisvostok and
Helsinki.

The secondary issue is not indecisive Presidential leadership
but weak and misguided leadership. In short, we must go far,
far beyond simply asserting President Ford's leadership.

Recommended Message

With regard to this section I am not certain that the President
can or should in a personal message to the American public,
attempt to communicate the following:

A. That Reagan is irresponsible and politically ambitious;

B. Reagan has sacrificed his principles for his quest of
the Presidency;

C. Reagan is naive in national affairs.



These personal types of attacks should at best be delivered

by a third party such as advocates and not by the President
himself.

I am not certain that the President or any other candidate
could destroy the credibility of a challenger. Rather, this
type of goal is accomplished by the reporting of the media

in depicting Reagan as dangerous, extremist, naive or whatever
and cannot occur as a result of one candidate making spurious
remarks against another.

In terms of the way in which the message is to be communicated,

I have no particular feelings on this matter at this time. Let
me say in terms of timing however, I believe whatever your
commercial spot is, it should occur within the last week of the
campaign and not the Saturday preceding the election. More
specifically Bruce, I think something along the lines of a Monday
or Tuesday airing would be much more appropriate.

Discussion

In regard to this area, I generally agree with your observations
with the exception that a loss in Texas for Reagan will not end
his challenge. He will continue to go all the way through
California. A loss in Texas will be a set-back for him and will
shift the momentum back to our camp.

While a hard hitting campaign in Texas is essential for a
variety of reasons, we must be very sensitive to the attitudes
of the voters in Texas regarding an issue such as defense and
foreign policy. More simply stated, Texas is not the ideal
state to be making a hard line attack on Reagan on such issues
as these.

Broadcast Copy

I reviewed the draft of your proposed five-minute speech by the
President and have no specific reactions at this time with the
exception of two points:

1. I am not certain that the dollar amounts are effective
in communicating the President's record in support of
strong defense. Something that deals with the number
of battleships, aircraft carriers, ICBM's, B-1 Bombers,
or whatever can be afforded as a result of the President's
request is much more tangible and I think more under-
standable for the public.

2. Reference to "American boys fighting senseless wars in
Africa or elsewhere" should be reworked. The suggestion
that Africa is not worth fighting for could definitely
have racial overtones which would be most unfortunate.

_AyyS
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 15, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: DAWN SIBLEY
SUBJECT : REAGAN - CHURCH MEDIA BUY

Ronald Reagan has bought time from CBS on Wednesday, April
28, for a 5" spot to be aired from 10:55pm - 11:00pm.

Senator Frank Church has bought time from CBS on Monday, April
19 for a 5" spot to be aired from 10:55pm - 11:00pm.

c.c. JPeter Dailey
Ed DeBolt
Roy Hughes
Peter Kaye
Dick Mastrangelo
" Rogers Morton
Peggy Pilas
Fred Slight
Stu Spencer
Clayton Wilhite

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 19, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: BOB WINKLER

SUBJECT: ESTIMATED COST FOR 5 MINUTE DOCUMENTARY

VERY ROUGH ESTIMATES

WASHINGION BHOOT, . .. oo cvuves a pas $6900
BUSTEN TEREE. -<.ve.viadné s oty 4500
A5 ig £ - e e S 3500
MU+« s BV s T a s s ih e s n s A a 500
BERLLS s < s s v 5 2 un o A 2500

(require blow-ups gtc.)

MISC., FIIM FOOTAGE. .. . cisvissens 1000

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 22, 1976

MEMORNADUM FOR: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: LEN MATTHEWS [ﬂ£a$4
SUBJECT : AGENDA FOR ADVISORY BOARD MEETING

(APRIL 26, 1976)

Here is an agenda for the Advisory Board meeting on Monday.
Suggest we give books to the new members only.

See no reason to propose a lot of new material for one
meeting.

I asked Clayt to pull the creative exhibits together.

I'11l be flying in on the 6:40am flight Monday - arrival
9:30am D.C. time.

We can discuss Monday morning who does what ---

c.c. Peter Dailey
Clayton Wilhite

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary




CAMPAIGN '76 ADVISORY BOARD
APRIL 26, 1976 - AGENDA

SITUATION REVIEW -

a.) Primary results since last meeting
b.) Future primaries and the '"tasil" they present

c.) Ford delegate picture as we move toward Kansas City

CREATIVE REVIEW -

a.) Review TV commercials to date as refresher and
first exposure to new members

b.) The 5 minute film
c.) Newspaper ads

d.) Radio commercials

BUDGET REVIEW -

General statement of our budget problems and how they
affect media and staffing problems.

CONVENTION

a.) Objectives - campaign momentum
b.) A major media event
c.) Entertainment/message modules

1. 1live
2. Eillm



fdyisery Board Agenda (April 26)

5. GENERAL ELECTION STRATEGY

a.) Incumbency strategy
b.) The key issues

1. leadership

2. economy

3. defense

c.) Expected Democratic stance

1. "The Nixon - Ford Administration"
2. Conservative platform?

d.) Other key questions

Reuniting the Ford and Reagan supporters
The view towards 1980

The coalition of support Ford will need
Etc. etec.

W=
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1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 22, 1976 R AN
:
/
MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAG
FROM: BRUCE BENYINGER
SUBJECT : CALIFORNTA CREATIVE

This is summary of television ideas that v\ight be appropriate as
part of the next Ford TV effort in California...and onward through
the campaign.
1. Presidential Q&A.
BLANK SCREEN ANNCR: Sir, how would you evaluate the
first year of the Ford administration?
CUT TO PRESIDENT FORD FORD: Discusses accomplishments.
FREEZE FRAME & SUPER  ANNCR: President Ford is your President.

Keep him.

2. The Ford Team

Premise - One of the major reasons Independents and Democrats

vote for Republicans is the quality of both the candidates and

the men and women in their administrations.

INAUGURAL FOOTAGE ANNCR: Since taking office, President Ford
has built a new administration, bringing

CABINET FOOTAGE in some of the finest, most able men and

women to serve our country. Nelson

FOOTAGE OF PEOPLE Rockefeller, Elliot Richardson, Donald
AS MENTIONED

Rumsfeld, Attorney General Levi, Carla

Hills, etc.

GROUP SHOT W/FORD The Ford Team. Working for America.

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary




BRUCE WAGNER
CALIFORNIA CREATIVE
APRIL 22, 1976

Page Two

3. Reagan for Governor/Ford for President.

Background - April 20 Post article (attached).
Format - Endorsements by people who thought Reagan was OK as

Governor, but
state further

4. Ford vs. Reagan
Fact vs. Fancy.

not good enough to be President. They
why they support Ford.

Background - Fred Slight memo regarding Reagan's March 31
address. Responses prepared by House Wednesday Group.

PEOPLE WATCHING TV

BLACK SCREEN
(Optional-words appear
on screen with quote)

FORD STATE OF UNION

NONSPECIFIC ACTIVITY

ANNCR: You hear a lot of fancy statements
in a Presidential campaign, and some of
them are just plain wrong. We'd like to
set the record straight.

REAGAN: ''quote"

ANNCR: Fact. (rebuttal)

Now let's hear from another candidate.

FORD: We must promise no more than we can
deliver, and deliver on all that we promise.
ANNCR: Since taking office, President Ford
has held the line on spending...and the
economy has started to turn around. He

has brought some of the most talented men
and women in America into his Administration.
And he's been honest with the American people.

President Ford is your President. Keep him.

5. Do-It-Yourself Testimonials.

Idea - Populist TV. Set up a camera with instructions on how to
do your own Ford Testimonial. Edit testimonials into montage ala



BRUCE WAGNER Page three
CALIFORNIA CREATIVE
APRIL 22, 1976

Florida/New Hampshire. Add additional PR impact by publicizing
taping and production. Provide for street corner playback.

6. Betty.

FADE UP ON BETTY BETTY: Gerry has tremendous strength.
I think some people may have already for-
gotten what a tremendous job he faced when
he took office, and how well he's done.
He's brought excellent people into the
Cabinet.
The economy's started to turn around.
And he's still always ready to listen to
new ideas.
I'm very proud of him.
ANNCR: President Ford is your President.
Keep him.

There are two major differences between these approaches and the
current efforts.

First, there is a broadening of focus and perspective from President
Ford to The Ford Administration, one of the finest collections of
individuals in public service in quite a while.

Second, these formats contain somewhat more inherent impact than
our traditional documentary and endorsement formats.

The reasons vary: surprise value, (Q&A), halo effect (Ford Team),
direct competitiveness (3&4), artless reality (do-it-yourself), and
personality (Betty).

California is a media situation where impact is vital, these offer
an impact that we do not have to date.



Campaign’6

Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 23, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: BRUCE BENDINGER
SUBJECT: VIDEOTAPE PRODUCTION

I have looked into costs and suppliers for "24 hour notice"
videotape production. A few preliminary conclusions:

1. If money is a consideration, and you have 5 days
lead time, 16mm film may be a better option. Crew
and equipment costs are substantially less. Editing
costs are also less.

With luck, you can roll a conformed, edited work
print onto videotape four days after shootlng,
for an air-ready commercial.

2. Even if all thlngs are not equal, you are probably
better off going with the closest competent videotape
supplier. Travel costs are considerable, involving
moving an entire mobile unit ( a dollar a mile each
way) and crew. Many'suppliers'" merely end up sub-
contracting to these local production units anyway,
and you pay double mark up.

Finally, you have a better chance of getting an hourly
rate vs. a day rate.

3. The '"'best bet'" suppliers for Texas and California are:

TEXAS - MCI Productions - (512)282-1015
(Steve Klein & Bob Heller) - (214)630-1262

This is the company that taped the Tower
spot. They have done a lot of work for
both Tower and Bentsen.

I have been advised from other sources that
they do not have good directors or cameramen,
and we would be advised to bring in our own.

e -~

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secrétary



BRUCE WAGNER Page Two
VIDEOTAPE PRODUCTION

APRIL 23,

1976

I have also been advised that WFFA in Dallas has a
good operation and might be available.

CALIFORNIA - Videotape Enterprises - (213)659-4801
(Clare Higgins & Perry Ward)

A well-regarded west coast supplier. A
lot of equipment, good crews. Used to
working with outside directors.

Costs are approximately $2000 a day. This will vary
according to distance and equipment.

My inclinations are to use two cameras, so you could
cut within the speech.

This would increase costs somewhat, but it gives you
much better flexibility and interest for the finished
product.

cc: Peg Pilas
Clayt Wilhite
Pete Dailey
Barry Lafer
Dawn Sibley

Ny
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 27, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER

N

FROM: DAWN SIBLEY >

SUBJECT : COMPETITIVE REPORTS - REAGAN

Attached please find competitive reports updated for Reagan.

Does this format fulfill your requirements?

We will update this constantly and circulate. Please advise to
whom we should be sending this to at the PFC.

CC: Clayt Wilhite
Peggy Pilas
Carol Karasick
Denise Considine

| gt

yyne

|

s

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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4/27/176
COMPETITIVE REPORT

STATE: ALABAMA
CANDIDATE: REAGAN

I. CITIZENS FOR REAGAN

ESTIMATED TOTALS

COMMERCIAL START
MEDIUM LENGTH DATE F#FWEEKS #MARKETS PRESSURE EXPEDITURE
TELEVISION 1/2 HOUR 4/20 1L BIRMINGHAM 1 TIME -+ -
5 10 18*'5
TO PROMOTE
PROGRAM

UPDATE :

I1f Reagan adheres to his pattern of placing last minute activity
just prior to primary date, an additional burst of half hour
shows can be anticipated for the weekend of May lst.



/27176
COMPETITIVE REPORT

STATE: TEXAS
CANDIDATE: REAGAN

I. CITIZENS FOR REAGAN

ESTIMATED TOTALS

COMMERCIAL START

MEDIUM LENGTH DATE #WEEK #MARKETS PRESSURE EXPENDITURE
TELEVISION :30 4/17 2 18 350-400 GRP'S 80,000
1/2 HOUR 4/20 2 18 - EST. 20,000
 RADIO :60 4/17 2 STATEWIDE 36/STA/WK 85,000
TOTAL EST: $185,000
UPDATE :

1) Reagan is trying to increase pressure as much as possible for
the last week of the campaign, however, station's political
limitation of availabilities are making it tough for him to
get more time.

2) Other groups for Reagan such as the American Conservative Union
and Delegates for Reagan have been turned down when they have
requested time because Citizens for Reagan has already bought
up the maximum time available.

3) Reagan has asked for availabilities on Spanish radio stations
in Texas.

LATEST

~Reagan cancelled radio activity on radio station in Ft. Worth -
reason: mnot enough money. Tracking this right now.



COMPETITIVE REPORT 4/27/76

STATE: INDIANA
CANDIDATE: REAGAN

I. CITIZENS FOR REAGAN - AGENCY: CARLSON & CO.
ESTIMATED TOTALS

COMMERCIAL START

MEDIUM _ LENGTH DATE #WEEKS #MARKETS PRESSURE EXPENDITURE
TELEVISION :30 & :60 4/16 e 312 6 350 GRP's 65,000
(TOTAL STATE)
1/2 HOUR 513 1 2 LIGHT SO FAR -
RADIO :60 4/16 2 1/2 STATEWIDE 36/STA/WK 68,000
133,000

UPDATE:

Reagan bought this market early; there have been no recent changes.

Like Ford, he is not utilizing the Chicago ADI TV stations to cover
the state of Indiana.

™ -



COMPETITIVE REPORT 4727776

STATE: GEORGIA
CANDIDATE: REAGAN

I. CITIZENS FOR REAGAN

ESTIMATED TOTALS

COMMERCIAL START

MEDIUM LENGTH DATE #WEEKS #MARKETS PRESSURE EXPENDITURE
TELEVISION 1/2 HOUR 4/19 2 3 1-2 PER MKT. -
(ALBANY)
(COLUMBUS)
(ATLANTA)
UPDATE:

If Reagan adheres to his pattern of placing last minute activity just
prior to primary date, an additional burst of half hour shows can be
anticipated for the weekend of May lst.

Avails were requested by Christiansfor Reagan in Atlanta, however,
nothing was purchased.
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Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 27, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: PETER DAILEY
FROM: BRUCE WAGNEa/
SUBJECT: ROG MORTON COMMENTS

In casual conversation with Rog Morton, he mentioned a
couple of things:

1. "Electability" is the key thought in his mind
these days--President Ford can be elected...
the other guy, can't.

2. President Ford is a 'man of the times'...'he's
got what it takes to lead a modern society.'

3. I think he's looking for some conceptual assistance
in developing some directions.

o

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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Campaign’/6

Media Communications, Inc

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 29, 1976

MEMO TO: BRUCE WAGNER
FROM: CLAYT WILHITE

SUBJECT: MICHIGAN PRIMARY

BACKGROUND

The Michigan Republican Primary selects its 84 convention
delegates by proportional allocation based on the total
statewide vote for each Presidential candidate. There

is no Party registration in the state.

President Ford, because of his native-son appeal, at

this point, is considered substantially ahead of Reagan
in voter preference across the state. Reagan has a small
pocket of strength in the Thumb region of Michigan, but
even there the President is considered ahead.

ISSUES

Michigan's heavy dependence on the labor intensive auto-
motive industry makes the economy the overriding issue
with voters. This is followed by national defense and, to
a much lesser degree, agriculture.

The PFC Field Personnel stress the importance of President
Ford's leadership image with Michigan voters. Because
voters feel his image reflects on all Michiganders (and
are sensitive to attacks on leadership capabilities),

they need to be reassured that the President is decisive
and authoritative.

ADVOCATES

Michigan has two extremely popular national figures:
Governor William Milliken, a moderate who has state-wide
appeal, and Senator Robert Griffin, the Senate Minority
Whip.

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary~"



Bruce Wagner
April 29, 1976
Page Two

CREATIVE

Given the issues that are important to Republicans in
Michigan, our basic creative package will serve as the
foundation for our advertising effort.

TELEVISION RADIO

Accomplishment :60 & :30 Facts - General

Future :60 & :30 Facts - Older Americans
Trust :30 Facts - Farmers

Faces (Generic 5-minute) Responsibility :60

First Lady :60
In addition, we will plan to produce Milliken and Griffin
:60 advocate radio commercials emphasizing the President's
Michigan heritage and his leadership capability.

We will not run newspaper advertising for budgetary reasons.

SCHEDULING

This is being completed today. The major anticipated
change will be heavier use of the First Lady spot as she
is held in particularly high regard in Michigan. Adver-
tising is scheduled to begin May 4, unless the budget is
reduced.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

ee: Bruce Bendinger
Peggy Pilas
Dawn Sibley (
Phelps Johnston
Jack Frost
Marcy Taylor Pattinson
Peter Dailey



Campaign™

Media Communications, Inc.

1828 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 833-8950

April 29, 1976

MEMORANDUM TO: BRUCE WAGNER _ 4}
o

FROM: DAWN SIBLEY /

Per our discussion, we have contacted CBS network to
determine the cost and length of a five minute national
announcement. Dependent upon specific network clearance
of the time period in which the five minute would be
placed, the cost would be approximately $15,000 gross

or $12,750 net. Additionally, to this must be added
mechanical charges for integrating the program into

the network. These charges would run around $800 to
$1,000. The length of a five minute program is actually
four minutes and 30 seconds.

This cost and this length requirement would be true for

NBC also. To our knowledge, ABC is not currently accepting
political broadcasts. We have not contacted them because
we are not sure you wish to pursue this issue, nor do we
wish to alert the Reagan troops to our possible intent.

Please let me know if you wish me to move further on this.

cc: Clayt Wilhite
Carol Karasick

Peter H. Dailey, Chairman & Chief Executive Officer; Bruce S. Wagner, Executive Vice President; Robert C. Moot, Treasurer; Robert P. Visser, Secretary
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