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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

April 24, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joann M. McSorley

Assistant Treasurer

Dole for President
Committee, Inc.

104 N. St., Asaph St.

Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Ms. McSorley:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaints dated February 22 and 24,
1980, and determined that, on the basis of the informa-
tion provided in vour complaints and information provided
by the Respondents, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as
amended ("the Act”) has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the
file in this matter.

Should additional inforimation come to vour attention

[ B UL

vhich you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
please contact Ms. Lyn Oliphant, the attorney assigned to
his matter at 523-4175.

Sincert 2 /
T s
c%my

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

April 24, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David C. Hamblett

President

Telegraph Publishing Co.

60 Main Street *
Nashua, New Hampshire 03061

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179
Dear Mr. Hamblett:

On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the Telegraph Pub-
lishing Co. violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with
the February 23 debate between Ronald Reagan and George
Bush.

The Commission, on April 23 , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of the information in the complaints
and information provided by you, there is no reason to
believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission has closed its
file in this matter. This matter will become a part of
the public record within 30 days.

Since e/j/
Cg;fies N.

General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

April 24, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert P. Visser
Peabody, Rivlin, Lambert
& NMeyers
1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Mr. Visser:

On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the George Bush for
President Committee violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, in
connection with the February 23 debate in Nashua, New
Hampshire.

The Commission, on April 23 , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of the information in the complaints,
there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public
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Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Loren A. Smith
General Counsel
Reagan for President
Committee
9841 Airport Boulevard
Suite 1430
Los Angeles, California 90045

o Re: MURs 1178 and 1179
N Dear Mr. Smith:

0 On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified

you of two complaints alleging that the Reagan for

President Committee violated certain sections of the

o Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, in
connection with the February 23 debate in Nashua, New

- Hampshire.

ion, on April 23 , 1980, determined

that, on the basis of the information in the complaints
and information provided by vou, thcere is no reason to

-~ believe that a violation of any statute within its

jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the -4

Commission has closed its file in this matter. This

matter will become a part of the public record within

30 days.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MURs 1178 and 1179
Telegraph Publishing Co.
Ronald Reagan

George Bush

N N  t

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on April 23,

1980, the Commission decided by a vote of 4-0 to take the

o following actions regarding MURs 1178 and 1179:
™M 1. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the

Telegrarh Puklishing Cc. viclated
° 2 U.8.C. § 441b.

2. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that

- Reagan and Bush violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a) (1) (A) by, respectively,
giving and accepting an excessive
contribution.

3. Send the letters as attached to
Counsel 'g

the First General Counsel

p dated April 18, 1980.
[ Voting for this determination were Commissioners
Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, and Reiche.

Attest:

4-23-80

Date

VT Mariorie W. Emmons
v i . -
Secretarv to the Commission

5- 4:01

15-80,
-21-89, 11:00

Received in Office of the Commission Secrehar
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis:

= s




April 18, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjvoie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MURs 1178 and 1179

Please have the attached First GC Report dastributed

to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Loren A. Smith
General Counsel
Reagan for President
Committee
9841 Airport Boulevard
Suite 1430
Los Angeles, California 90045

Re MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Mr. Smith:

v On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Ccmmission notified

Ne you of two complaints alleging that the Reagan for
President Committee violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaiqn Act of 1971, as amended, in

- connection with the February 23 debate in Nashua, New

Hampshire.

The Commission, on , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of the information in the complaints
and information provided by you, there 1s no reason to
belicve that a violation of any statute within its
jurisdiction has bheen committed. Accordingly, the

Commicsion has closed 1ts file 1n this matter. This
o~ matter will become a part of the public record within
30 davs.

Sincerelyv.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert P. Visser
Peabody, Rivlin, Lambert
& Mevers
1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Mr. Visser:

On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the George Bush for
President Committee violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, in
connection with t+he February 23 debate in Nashua, New
Hampshire.

The Commission, on , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of the information in the complaints,
there 1s no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisaiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Ccmmission has clcsed its file in this
matter. This matter will boecome a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Ceneral Counscl




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAITL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David C. Hamblett

President

Telegraph Publishing Co.

60 Main Street

Nashua, New Hampshire 03061

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Mr. Hamblett:

T On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the Telegraph Pub-
i | lishing Co. violated 2 U.S.C. § 441lb in connection with
o the February 23 debate between Ronald Reagan and George
- Bush.
The Commission, on , 1980, determined
o that, on the basis of the information in the complaints

and information provided by you, there is no reason to
believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44lb has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission has closed its
file in this matter. This matter will beccme a part of
the public record within 30 days.

Slincerely,

Chiarles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joann M. McSorley

Assistant Treasurer

Dole for President
Committee, Inc.

104 N. St., Asaph St.

Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179
Dear Ms. McSorley:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
agaticns cf your compliaints dated February 22 and 24,

, and determined that, on the basis of the informa-
provided in your complain&sand information provided
v the Respondents, there is nc reason to believe that a
iolation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as
amended ("the Act) has been committed.
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Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the
file in this matter.

should additional rmation come to your at
which you believe ecta hes a violation of the Aci
please contact Ms. Lyn Oliphant, the attorney assigned to
this matter at 523-4175.

Sincercly,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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1325 K Street, N-W.
‘ Washington, D.C. 20463’

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL e MUR # 1178 and 1179
BY QGC TO THE COMMISSION Y-1f- 80 DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY OGC_2/22/8%; 2/24/80

/ &3/

STAFF MEMBER Oliphant

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Joann M. McSorley on behalf of Dole for President ea
Committee o) o
= Ex
2FSPONDENT'S NAME: Telegraph Publishing Co. P i
Ronald Reagan -0 ’
George Bush = ‘,
RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. § 441b 4 v
2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (n) Yy -
: e D
NTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None )

“FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

These two complaints were filed by the Dole for President Committee
after the Commission's action in MURs 1167, 1168 and 1170. The complaints
allege that, since the debate moderated by the Nashua Teledraph +took pilace
on February 23, 1980, with only two candldates, Reagan and Bush, and was
not therefcre nonpartisan, violations of FECA occurred even though the
Reagan campaign advanced the Telegraph the total cost of staging the debate
Two allegations are made:

1) that the services of emnplovees of the Teleuaraph in connection with
moderating the debate resulted in in-kind contributions to Reagan
and Bush prohibited by 2 U.S.C. § 441b;

2) that Reagan's payment of the costs of staging the debate resulted
1n an excessive in-kind contribution from Reagan to Bush under

2 U.S.C. § 44laf(a) (1) (A). =

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

L. 2 U0.5.C. § 441b. The Ceommission's action in MURs 1167, 1168 and

PRV A

1170 was based upon the anticipated exnenditure of corporate funds by the
Nashua Telegraph in staaing a nonpartisan <debate. Such expenditure would




have violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b. However, a debate financed by permissible
noncorporate funds, such as those of a political committee, need not be
nonpartisan in nature. The nonpartisan requirement is relevant only where
corporate expenditures are involved.

The response of the Nashua Telegraph to MURs 1178 and 1179 indicates
that the Telegraph complied with the plan outlined to the Commission by
telegram on February 21, 1980, in response to the Commission's finding of
reason to believe in MURs 1167, 1168 and 1170. That is, no corporate funds
were expended either directly or indirectly by the Telegraph in connection
with the debate. It was on the basis of these representations that the
Commission determined to take no further action and close the files in MURs
1167, 1168, and 1170. According to the Telegraph, the $3,500 paid by the
Reagan campaign was deposited into a special bank account. These funds were
used to defray all costs of the debate, including payment for "both cash
disbursements by the Company as well as time expended by employees of the
Company directly on the debate." Letter from Nashua Teclegraph, March 12,
1980, p. 2. Apparently, no payments had been made by the Telegraph for any
costs associated with the debate prior to receipt of the $3,500, although
some bills had been incurred, e.g., chair and hall rental fees.

The mere fact that the rules governing the debate were agreed to in

™ advance and that the Telegraph maintained the right to moderate the debate
as it had been originally planned, would not bring the debate in violation

"of 2 U.S.C. § 441b where no expenditure of corporate funds is involved.

. Section 441b 1s not violated by a candidate's selection of a journalist

" moderator for a debate, nor by a candidate's agreement to participate in a
debate in which the rules are set by a third party, provided that no cor-
porate expenditure is made. Indeed, the League of Women Voters primary
debates included moderators and questioners from the television networks and
written press.

Because there wac in fact no expenditure of corporate tunds, and because
the Telegraph made every effort to aveid such expenditures immediately upon
notification by the Commission prior to the debate, it is reccmmended that
the Commission find no reason tc believe that the Nashua Telegraph viclated
2 U.3.C. § 441b. o T

2. 2 U.5.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A). The theory underlying the second allega-
tion 1is that 1/Z2 of the $3,500 cost of staging the debate was a contribution
by Reagan for the purpose of influencina the electinn of Bush, and was,
therefore, $750 1n excess of the contribution limit of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a){l)
(A) .

This allegation should be dismissed for the following reasons:

1)  where a candidate asks an opposing candidate to make an appearance
to exchange views, the costs of such an appearance need not be

- i o - —~ o - —~ o~ e S B e, _ PO N
ovenly allccated between those candidates, or be deemed a contribu-
1 Ve A -5 TR <SP W,
tion by one fer the purpcse of influencing the election of the

other;
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2) Reagan challenged Bush to debate him and sought to influence his
own election by so doing.

This is not to suggest that, if the House and Senate nominees of the
same party were to stage a joint activity to further each candidate's elec-
tion, proportionate costs for such activity would not be attributable to each
candidate. Rather, this situation is analogous to a television commercial ~
in which a candidate (Candidate X) reviews the positions taken by an opposing
candidate (Candidate Y). Viewers who may agree with those positions of
Candidate Y may actually be influenced by Candidate X's commercial to vote
for Candidate Y, yet Candidate X would not be deemed to have made a contri-
bution to Candidate Y. Thus, the situation posed by these MURs is the
narrow one involving opposing candidates for the same nomination. For the
foregoing reasons, it is recommended that the Commission f£ind no reason to
believe that Reagan made an excessive contribution to Bush in violation of
2 U.S.C. § 44l1la(a) (1) (p).

Recommendation

1. Find no reason to believe that the Telegraph Publishing Co. violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b.

2. Find no reason to believe that Reagan and Bush violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(a)§l)(A) by, respectively, giving and accepting an excessive
contribution.

3. Send attached letters.

Attachments:
Complaints (2)
Responses from Respondents (4)
Notification Letters (4)
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February 22, 1980

o8
C

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Members of the Commission:

This letter constitutes a complaint, filed with you by Dole for President
Committee, Inc., the pr1nc1pa] campa1gn committee of Senator Robert J. Dole,
a candidate for the Repubiican nomination for election to the office of
President, in accordance with Section 309 of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as last amended, P.L. 96-187, Act of January 8, 1980, effective
January 8, 1980 (hereinafter "the Act"). All citations and references herein
are to the Act as amended. :

Upon information and belief, Telegraph Publishing Company, Inc., is a corporation

having its offices in Nashua, New Hampshire (hereinafter "the Corporation"),
among other things, owns and publishes a newspaper of general circulation in
New Hampshire known as Nashua Telegraph. Notw1thstand1ng the order of the
Federal Clection Commission of February 21, 1980, the Corporation is still

which

proposing to sponscr, conduct, control, direct and stage a debate on February 23

by dand between two candidates for the Republican nomination for election to

the office of President, George Bush and Ronald Reagan. The Corpecraticn still
insists on lTimiting Dart1c1pat1on in the debate to those twe candidates, to the
exclusion of all other candidates for the Republican nomination for election

to the office of President.

Upon information and belief, the Corporation shall be required to expenu its
"in kind resources" in order to sponsor, conduct, direct and stage the subject
debate, including advertising the avent in its newspaper. Such excenditure

ot "in kind resources" would appear to be made for the prupose of intiucencing
an election under Sections 301(8) and 301(9) of the Act; and as being wade in
connestion with a Federal eleutwo under Scction 316{a) of the Act.

Secondly, on issuance of the order by the federal Election Commission on
February 21, 1980, the Recagan for President Committec agreed Lo pay tie costs
of such debate -- believed to be $3,500. Such expenditure, if allocated on

an equal basis, would appear to violate 2 U.S.C. 441{a), because the Reagan
for Prosident Committee cannot make a contribution to candidate George susn in
excess of the limits contained therein.

Thirdly, by sponsoring, conducting, directing and stagina the subiect
depate, the Corporation is o

>xcluding five Reoublican candidates for nomination ftor
President, and they are acting in concert with tho Reagan for Presidant Committee
and the Bush for President Committee teo accomplish this purpose. Such action
1IN & . ' ~ E ~ A~
104 M. St Asapn St., Alexandria, Va. 22314 703/836-3681
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appears to violate the regulations the Federal Election Commission trans-
mitted to Congress to govern the funding and sponsorship of nonpartisan
Federal candidate debates. Reference to such regulations in the Dole for
President Committee complaint filed February 18 are incorporated herein by
reference. The result of such action by the Corporation and the Reagan

for President Committee and the Bush for President Committee do promote two
candidates over the others, to the detriment of the excluded candidates.

By reason of the fact that subject debate is scheduled to be held on February 23,
1980, the attention of the Commission is called to the fact that irreparable
harm will occur if this complaint is processed in accordance with the procedures
set. forth in Section 309(a)(4) of the Act. Therefore, it is respectfully
requested that the Commission consider this complaint immediately in emergency
sessicn, and if it determines that there is a probablie cause to believe that

the Corporation, the Reagan for President Committee or the Bush for President
Committee are about to commit a violation of the Act, authorize its General
Counsel to immediately institute a civil action for relief, including a
temporary injunction, under Section 307(a)(6) of Lihe Act.

Sincerely,

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE, INC.

\
By /, A g (/L Z/ (/ /,’
rer .

Assictant Treasu

./
/

District of Columbia.
Subscy We( and sworn to before me
this <% Y day of lebruary, 1980.

\J o . //. o <
My Commission oxpires L4 -2 ~O0 -5 £

A
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February 24,N1980w‘

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Members of the Commission:

This constitutes the third complaint filed with you by Dole for President
Committee, Inc., the principal campaign committee of Senator Robert J. Dole,
a candidate for the Republican nomination for election to the office of
President, in accordance with Sections 301(8), 301(9), 309 and 316(a) of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as last amended, P.L. 96-187,

Act of January 8, 1980, effective Janudary 8, 1980 (hereinafter "the Act").

ATl citations and references herein are to the Act as amended.

As stated in the two preceding complaints, Telegraph Publishing Company, Inc.,
is a corporation having its offices in Nashua, New Hampshire (hereinafter “the
Corporation“), which among other things, owns and publishes a newspaper of
general circuiation in New Hampshire known as Nashua Telegrapn

Notwithstanding the order of the Federal Election Commission of February 21,
1980, the Corporation appears to have sponsored, controlled, conducted,
directed and staged a debate on February 23 between two candidates for the
Republican nomination for election to the office of President, George Bush
and Ronald Reagan. The Corporation did in fact 1imit participation in the
dnbate to those two candidates, to the exciusion of all other candidates for
the Republicarn nomination for election to the otffice 01 President.

On issuanc: order by the Federal Election Commission on February 21,
980 Lh : r President Committee agreed to pay the costs of such debate.
o those costs, the Reagan far Precident Commitfee anparently
: : as yancor of the D\Idﬂf‘ and accordingly, invited the
thL" Republica dwdahef to participate 1n the debate. However, 1t is on
public record (i.e., radio, television and newspaper accounts) that the
Corpuration never rclinguished control of the debate and continued to divect,
control and stage the event. specifically refusinag to allow the other candidates
(John Anderson, Howard Baker, Philip Crane and Robert Dole) to participate --
in spite of the fact the four candidates were physically present at the debate
site, having accepted the invitation of the Reagan for President Committee.
(See enclosed copies of articles from The Washington Post and Washingfon Star
of February 24, 1980.)

By retaining sole contrel of the staging of the debate, the corporation was
apparently incurring expenses which would be considered "in kind” contributicns
made for the purpuse of influencing an election and made in connection with a
Federal election {Sections 301{3), 301{9) and 316{a) of the Act).

22314 JNR/R36-8681
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Furthermore, the proposed regulations as submitted to the Congress by the
Federal Election Commission governing the funding and sponsorship of non-
partisan Federal candidate debates provide that such debates may not promote
one candidate over another. 1t is clear from the Corporation's actions

it

" at the debate the evening of February 23 that it was in fact promoting the

candidacy of Mr. Bush over the other candidates.

Such actions appear to be violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act,
as amended, and the rules and regulations of the Federal Eiection Commission.

Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the Federal Election Commission
conduct a full investigation of the facts surrounding this event and determine
whether or not the Corporation has in fact committed a violation and may
therefore be subject to a fine.

Your expedited consideration of this complaint will be appreciated.

Sincerely,

» ""%Z“w 77‘L i Z%é‘z‘;'

(//ﬂssistant Treasurer / /
/

City of Alexandria, VYirginia.

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this =<0  day of February, 1980.
“f\\ -

o {’GM — /<.p . /<

NOTARY PUBLIC
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Turn s Into a Braw' 4
By Jack W.Germond turned up for a debate and Reagnn :
and Jules Witcover backed out. Idon't know why." . ..
Wasmm,mn Star Political Editors 7_ As it developed' ,‘t WBS BQSh who
NASHUA, NH. — The Repubhcnn proved to be the sticking point. And
‘presidential campaign erupted into When Reagan and lhe{fourt otrher )
an angry brawl here last night. . candidates sought a face-to-face
_Four candidates walked off a de. ~ Me€ting with him, Bush would not .
bate stage and castigated George agree. He also turned down a rquest :
Bush in harsh terms after he refused . See DEBATE, A-5
to allow them to join a debate sched- | - - | L P
uled between Ronald Reagan and . y
himself — and after he refused even T
" to meet with them to dxscuss the '
tssue. - .
Rep. John B. Anderson accused
o Bush of *‘a travesty on the whole
democratic process” and of showing
< political “arrogance” because of his
' apparént status as the leader of the
- ficid of Repubilcan presxdentzal
o candidates.

\

| up at Nashua High Schoot about 7:30,
" they tound a hassle in provress bhe-

THE WAS TON STAR - Sunday, February ‘ 1980

GOP Rivals Gang Up

W, T L WS ‘13—' )

‘On Bush'as Debat

And Sen. Howard H. Baker Jr.,
referring to Bush's position as the
itontrunner declared: "He wears
thatcrown mighry unbecomingly.”

The whole controversy evolved
after Reagan, whio had agreed 1o pay
the 53,500 cost of a two-man debate
sponsored by The Nushina Telegraph,
suddenty annonnced less than six
hones belore the debare that he had
W invite all the other

Repuoheans running i'or prc,idg it

,” “ "‘ I". ]’H‘ '”‘” \I l"(,t uu“\Lu ‘)\Il

Reayan isisicd it was 1is preroga-

ve because he tiad beconie the de
» Lactosponsor of the forum. i

IHL iy iation Ul‘)[l]’lll A]lllC}\' ac-
centances Daker, A\Adu:(,n, |
Sun Bob Dole and hp John Crane
the entive field excepcfor John B,
Connally. who was (mL of the state
Cand could not renurn in tine.
Bur when the condidates showed

KT I
wiitaudlu

ly— o

Ctween the newspaper and Reagan's
Lreprescnlauves about the attempt to
Cchanve tire tormat,
‘While the candidates warted i
S various holding rooms ardes xan |
back and forth through the school |
corridors telling reporters their ver- |
ston of the Reagan ploy.. Then, |
shortly betore 8§ pm.. the other |
candhdates discovered that By “h had

et i T
e chang

refucen o e 1O ¢ i
mat, ;m:mu i hie had told the pre
Lo was anxious 1o do so. Arriving at

-the schoot, he sad: "Here T am. We

woere chhalienoed tor a debate.

We

A
i

y1 €

ey
L5

—
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Continued From A-1

tor such a meeting hrought to him
on behalf of the othe candidates by
New Hampshtrc s senjor Repubiican,
Sen. Gordon Humphrey..

It was that, as much as anything,
that infuriated his rivals. They filed
into the hall as the debate bagan set-
ting up about 15 minutes late.

Then J. Herman Pouliot, the pub-
lisher of The Telegraph, introduced
Reagan and Bush and said the four
other candidates would be allowed
to make statements at the end of the
debate between Reagan and Bush,

John Breen, a representative of

ities. Reagan asked for time.to speak.

As he started, Breen said, “"Wil}
the sound man please turn Mr. Rea-
gan's microphone off.”

Reagan, glaring at him, shot bnck
“Iam paying for this mic mph(mu

“Mr. Breen.” The crowd (hP(‘rm '

wild and long

Reagan !hua satd he had decided
to broaden the debate to include all
candidates after there was wide-
spread criticism hers ofthe two-man
tormat. "L am the sponsor and [ sup:
pose [should have some right.”
© Reagan sad the newspaper had re

tuscd to agree tu mc change or even
to «drcuss it He thought of walkug
out, he sawd, but h el In en told that
wotiid be "'mLm to the more than
2Aud anzens who hiad packed the
Py gymnasium, “But [ want you to
Ik the circumstances,” Reapran

aw

THE WASHINGTON STAR

Debate of GOP Rlvals Turns Into Brawl

‘the paper, then began the formal- -~

“cheers came when Reacan did the
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to people who go to Yale. You don't
step on your colleagues. I think
George has a little explaining tc do.”
Dole added he had told Bush on the
stage: "I said they'll be another day,
George.”

. Baker and Anderson both said re-
peatedly that Bush was trying to use
Jhis position to stifle debate and
Baker suggested it could lead to

to the larg" crowd evokmg even
more cheers. In the stands, groups
.supporting the various candidates
‘started chanting for them: “We want
Reagan!" “We want Bush!”

“This is getting to sound more like
a boxing match.” said Pouliot, pub-
lisher of The Telegraph, the original
sponsor. “In the rear are four other

what he called “divisiveness” in the candidates who have..not, been..
Republican Party. - , -+~ .invited by The Nashua Telegraph .
" What wag apparent was !hll! thic Thatremark evoked loud hoos,

alrcady had happened. Although
Baker said he would support Bush if  in the stands called out, and the
he were nominated, he added: “He's x crowd cheered once agam R FIRY
not wearing that crown very well.” - i :
When the fgur were asked if tyhis was - The Reagan scherne fo change the

a stop-Bush cabal, Dole replied, “No, - format was hatched by campaign

this is just a little chance meeting.” ~ Manager John Sears after polling

" “Then he added: “They stiffed us — data showed that Bush had gained

that's what they did.” Several of the ground after the debate last Wednes-
candidates then argued that the con.  43Y in which all the candidates ap-

troversy would mean even greater  P€ared.
determination on their own parts,
and Dole broke up the press confer
ence when he said, “I think I'll an-
nounce again.” The hronhaha ove-
shadawed the debate itself in which
Bush and Reagan finally spent 90

minutes 7’)1«'171” ,{.mm.m BERS

“Get them chairs!’ a woman hrgh

RETCRIT

What he devnsed was a Sltuzmon m

which Rcagu.. mnhul pr ofitif all the

candidates appeared and interest in
the debate was defused or, alterna-
tively, a situation in which Bugh
would be the villain in preventing

iTOm a  theothers {rom being heard.

p'nw‘lmf reporters and apdience,

In the gvm, the scene was more
Approprisie w a chamypionship bas-
kethall game than to a nresidential
debate. Clicers went up trom Bnsh's
supporiers when he went up to the
platform and took his seat. More
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Whether the controversy will af-
fect the rosult in the primary 48
hours away 1s an open question.

Dale, Yor one,
on the situation.
invite the

meetng set

hopes to canitalize
He sard ne would
other condidaies 0 a
for this afternoon

same and bedlam erupted when he-

hing him watked the other four con- Accepting thanks from  ihe
tenders. o spurned candidates after they
The four disinvited suests stood  Walked out Sears sunled and said,

c
behind the debate table and waved

sard

A low moments later the other
tour tett the stage to be besieged by
reporters. Anderson deseribed wha
nad  happened and  concluded:
“Clearly the responsibility for this |
travesty on the wnole democratic
proces s on My Rigsh

Baker then civvmed e “I've been
I pohitics 1S years and this 1 the
most tlacrant attempt to return to
the Ll(),‘d(.’ dear've everseen”

Crane called the conrraversy .
sappointing” and sard Bush was
S [H) pr) Hion as a tever {]L’I‘HIIsY
the other

“When thatteliow smy,
microphone.” shades ot
halle " Crane sad.

Dole said, "I thousht 1 way eome
where else . T eant believe Bush

the

Deer.

will ever expiain this to rank.and-
Iil',ﬂ,;\i'}; cans, He mi satexpioin it

“We're just party umifiers.”

JAnIm Ny N
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* *and Lou Cannon !

/. Washington Post Staff Writers

" NASHUA, N.H.,, Feb. 23 —The
polite Republican presidential race
exploded iz anger lonignt against
presumed  front-runner George
Bush about the issue of who had
the right ts debate him three days
before the New Hampshire pri-
mary. .

.Four other GOP contenders of
various [deological stripes joined
Ronald Reazan in condemning
Bush and the Nashua Telegranh
for insistinz that Rexvan alone he
allowed to debaie Bush before an
excited audicrcn of 2050 in the
Nastiua Iigh Schanl gymaasiun.

Bush’s campaizn manager,
James A Baker L1, said the
extraordinary protest was “a set-
up™ and showed ihat “jt's stop-
George DBusi” time in the GOP
contest. AT,

Quawan scored repeated debat-
ing points ofr Bush in rhe 90-min-
ute confrontation, whils the oiher
four, Sens. Howard I, Baker Jr.

W AT A gy s s

analg

*A Polite Republican Race-

N R ]

Anderson and Philip M. Crane,
" had to content themselves with
being introduced at the beginning

: U T R PO
and Bob Dole and Reps.’ John B,

)

W

and allowed to make brief state.

ments at the end, -+ -,-

- Off stage, the four ‘jiltwed cdn--

tenders denounced Bush .even
more than titey did the newspaper
that conceived the one-on-one en-
counter. “Clearly the responsibil-
ity for this travesty is on Bush,”

Anderson said. He charged that .

“any man seeking the highest of.
fice in the land . . . would show
that kind of arrogance hefore the

2

mast unthinkahle, .
. Baker, aperior thaa many re-
poriers had ever seen hin, called
it "the mose tladrant cffort” to

first primary in the nation” is al-. ...

stifle debate. “It i3 an effort Lo .,

~reinstibinte closed-doar palicies.’
Baker and the others charged
hat Bush had refused to meet.
“wilh Reagan and the rest of them
Lo discuss Keasan’s eff 3 1o open

tie debate. “IF he s the f{ront-

See DEBATE, A4, Col. 1 ™~

-.g."'

i
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runner,” Baker said, “he wears that

crown most unbecomingly.”

Dole said, “George Bush torpedoed
us tonizht . . . . He had betlter {ind
himself another party.” Dole said that
he told Bush as he ‘was leaving the

staze, "There’ll "be another day,
-George.”
Crane said, “U wouldn't lend one

fota of legitimacy to this fraud.”

. The four said they would work to
deprive Bush of the GOP nomination,
but they stopped short of saying they
would back any other candldate or or-
ganize a stop-Bush effort. Baker sum-
marized the views of his colleague
competilors when he sald, “If George
Bush is the nominee,

" Baker said,
I_ will support

!

N, \!«‘ ﬂ
(him) but I wlll do everythmﬂ I can
to see that does not happen.”

The Bush campaign was taken
aback by the stormy reaction. Bush
told the audience in the gymnasium
that he had been challenged to the de-
bate by Reagan and accepted the invi-
tation of the local newspaper, the Tel-
egraph. “I've been invited here as the
guest by the Nashua newspaper,” he
said, “and I will play by their rules.” .

" His campaign manager, James A.
Baker I1I, said he had told the others

»1 \!‘ v.’

~that It wasn’t our call—it was the
* Telegraph's call.” )
Asked why Bush had refused to

meet the other candidates, James
“That would have. been
somewhat unwxse It was five against
one.” :

Within the gymnasium the scene
was stormy. The crowd, alternating in
cheers of “We Want Reagan,” and
“Bush. Bush.” had walted for the de-
bate to begin for 40 minutes past the
scheduled time, wiith many members
of the audiencc obvi()usly not aware

A
Lll(, Altbuuuuuua uLAu_yAus LIlL an\

<
wm rn

ess. . .
Bush came in, first, smiling. He was
followed by an obviously
Reagan and the four other candidates,
who remained standing awkwardly be-
hind the desk where the two invited
debaters and Nashua Telegraph excce-
utive editor Jon Breen, the moderator,
were seated.

wiien

main a

Freen announced it would re-

two-man debate, Reagan  at-

.
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“Will  you please turn oft Gov.
Reagan's microphone?” Breen said.

“I'm paying for this microphone,”
Reagan responded, and went on to

1
|

make an empassioned speech about why J
he had invited the other candxdates to ;

)om him and Bush.
"Reagan’s comment was a referom.e

.. to the fact that his campaign organi-

zation agreed to pay the $3,300 cost
of renting the high school, after the
Federal Election Commission ruled
_that it would be an iiliegai corporate
contribution for The Nashua Tele-
graph to finance a debate from which
,most of the chub!lcnn comenders

- were excluded. i )
-, When Reagan finished lm talk even

some Bush partisans were applauding
him and the four shunned candidiates
.were waving to the crowd. As they left
the stayge, Reagan shook the hands of
each of them while Bush remained
ceated,
ceedings to be@,m_ N e
like a inan aroused.
Somewhat passive in his first debate
Wednesday night, he completely doms-
tonight's debate, punctuating
his comments
quently putting Bush on the defen-
sive

When the 69-ycar.old Reazan was
asked whether he believed in manda-
tory reurement at 70, he renlied. to
lancghter “Don’t you thinlk there's 3
contlict ot interest here’” Then he
satd government shouid not be (ﬂLLJL
inw 'HH()H" srevirement '\r'P

When Bush was asked whether he
thoupnt eagan was too eld te he pres:
ident, and repnlied in the nexatlve, Rea-
gan responded, "1 a;zrne with George
Dush.” e D

ileavan said that hxsh s proposai for
a 520 iederal tax cut would
leave a 3521 billion tax increase. be-
cause (niation would move nany wxe
pavers 1o hizher brackets,

Bush was peppered with questions
apout lhis 1968 vote restriciing mail-
order gsun sales and about afle¢ations
that he tailed to report contributions
oiven hym 1in 1070 ll() 2 secret tund
it P 1‘;» ,\'“O‘h., diree-

wene Vilea A
........ was

Lillion

oroanzed

guestion pro'\oked
eloguent moment ot the

¥ lcat,
he had v ¢ vervthing as far
he was aware and would have heen
proud to claim a contritbution from

\l\\\v at riiat timo,

‘l\ record in publ\( life

The “slush flmd"
Bush's most
that

a8
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" Race Expiades Into /

one of total mtegnty and honor,” Bush
said.

This answer produced applause, but
the loudest applause of the evening—
a full minute, which moderator Breen
.. Interrupted with a threat to close the
dehbate—came when Reagan answered
a question about what he would do to
“help Vietnam war veterans who had
been harmed by a defoliant known as

~MAgent Qrange.”

~way they have been treated . . .

“We owe them an apology for the
and
we must give them a promise never
to let them fizht and die for a war
their government will never lct them

“win,” Reazan said.

Bush said the government should in-

"ovestidate and “make the proper settle-
N ment.”

N,
- bate

i

_what torm

Although the substance of the de-
was overshadowed by the off-
stace and preliminary fireworks, Bush
~and Reagan broke new ground in some
arcas and  detined their difterences
miore clearly than they had berore.

SReavan, tor the orst thine, said 1hat
e Luie gy wiy sice Twihien a

Lrdas

shoutd be set for
American nostages in lran. While ack-
nowledayiig Wwas not ceitain
retatiation snould take, u2
Us sovernment shouid tell
authorities, “Turn them over

23 o thi arosomethingy o

o il A el B
deadline release ol

that e

saud the
Franan

to us datn,

I

g(\”,‘? s}
Wihale L.mn \unreswd tc a

mye crustravon,”
hostaoos re!

napnen
“mount-
over the delay in the
raAsSe, hie mecd oy
support ot t'resident Curter’s policies,
saving, U There 1s no sunpie answer” 0
caining their treeacin and, meanw e,

rearfie

there 'is the advantage of preser-.'lr.;"

their lives.

Bush was preSaed to explam a re-

cent newspaper interview some had
interpreted as saying that he belie\ ed

“the Umted States could base its poluy
“on survi»ln« a nuclear war. He said

“the Soviets

flatly, “It is not possible.”. .. The way.
to win it is to deter it, by keeping the
country strong,” Bush said. )
Reagan said the Soviets are operat-
g on the premise that a nuclear war
is winnable, hut said the danzer »f
such a war is not imiminent because
are movinag toward stra-
tepic superiocrity but have not yet
achieved ii. ’
Both men ruled out the use of tac-
tical puclear weapons in the Persian
Gulf. Bush said the security of the

- reglon depends on “reversing the de-

f

afterwavd, ai

cline” in U.S. conventional forces,
and Reazan said the United States
could make the Soviet Union “retreat
a little, by putting a dlockade around

Cuba unul they remove their lx'oops
frour Atehanistan.” e e e
Dol camdidates were heavily ap
piauded tor therr emottonal  elosiny
statements,  which  weie u\(n'p[r\l

from thele basic stuap sp hes. D

pust-debate
Were

COi-

with

News

terences, they pepnered

e nalamt

queatlons about their pre- debate con-
duLt

Reagan and hxs press secretary, Jlm
Lake. said they had called the paper
during the dav hecause they did not
,.want the onus of sponsoring a debate
"which the Federal Election Commis-

.=.5ion had found unfair, Reagan gsaid
3;he became concerned because he was,

‘in effect, sponsoring the debate by
paying its cost.

When Lake called a Bu\h aide to
say he' was “caving” on the issue,

. Bush campaign chairman Baker inter-

preted this as a sign that Reagan

+ wanted to pull out entirely.

Apart from the merits of this dis-
pute, there was a gencral feeling
among camp followers on both sides

“that Reagan had profited from be-

coming angry.

“
naa

It really got the advenalin flowing
. which was just-whatl we needed.”
sald Reazan’s New Fnaland coordina-
tor. Gerald Carmen,
r,

P i : ¢
ulaail Widn o aniadd

what “effect he
thoush tue debate would have, and
repiied, “The only thine | can think
ob s that | pronaly won o oyer a il
uva 1ol ol attenton from ihe [Nashua]
newspapain”

Staif wrrier Art Harms conterbuied

Lo Ly dirtuclc.

[
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John  Andeison, Howawd

hdGte

cod thene du e
suttatina atd
s debate!

siad

Lpnene, an " unafiactig

Ler of candldate Anderson,

the gymoashun at Nazhua
tilyn 3ehoo) .
¢

P PR Y SRS Sy

’J - \S
Ke u.,.'l\ Hush xhlml: diGned Ou ' Lhe ¢
Ly, the Grahd Ol D'aity was entlpt
wg dnaevelt i the band 1oom.

Baker,
Flithp Crane and Bob Dule.=shut out ho
from’ the debate Of the Gontianicrs

\

) slml al,ra Mel'hors |.,n ‘ '_.']‘

the

- were lambasting o asgiy unison at .
George buash, chiargny thatile aloune
bad Ke; U then fvona 10.: g the de

Ithey were o2 mr;,l | lhul Busnh (f..d !
tdce relused to mcel wiih Heag
sonfused noewonts of
diacord that muc.lul ¥

And uif lu the uld(- ay Ve Catandate’
duungd
Ctaall who was about 1o tepert wlot
vy be the nost damagine guote of -
I She was Licanoma Keuler, daush ™ |
amd she

caid she had noanaged to get Losolf .
b Schit neat W Bk and Koaakd Keagan
i w5 they walkad nto the dobate site g
: Sculor

e T

dehate dast

Hw G'

Shc >.ml Hmlx“\])ll 1ul-l \l(m.,u

;
B g

a‘m

.
sl nol gole un unléss thts gues as

Weoanesday {u Mauches-
tery abont how all 6f us were wiuncrs

Lo becanse the debave was takinyg place? !

:l{h) 2 wday biish oy long remember
ol req
A

deliate |

cviee e

wvanl 20d 10 was he who had Lorne o leran.te aiternoon, the other. luurﬂ'l, dls:.uss-broadenlng ‘the debate - he-
Hie bLinat of ll.c criictsm from the o
Candidutes who were lelt out

Dusles adusus tedl fu dulelcnlly—— )

. Nashuay Pelegiaph,

PH GRS

(1)

vl

whon Heagon deshded-

all

tnchide

Bal wgived o pay for

the

challengens,

newspaper .
that had wiigmally schieduled the two

man debate, and that Hteagan told the !
i, Telegraph he was guing o pull vut of

a

Cturding 10 s siall -to bioaden the -

TSR

o3 fhe Juil sllach on Busa caine al
Jthe dlinax of une ol e nost ok
Cbasiug ddoys 1 accend Hepublbian ol

rhe cotlioversy hq,a! fn lneculy

ey say (L Reagon telephonid the -¢ Lunal-

wy

the debote of it would nog be broad o nhc request accordmg 10 nll parllex ".you_ Tbey cul l !uckroam dnl 1('
ened 1o include all candidates. y, cumcrncd v

IR N R lell"t(op George Bush.”
phaned Twochoed ton hard for thas © Ouly he editors and publisher of } L. The Neagan alde “returned®to: (he)- -And Infthe band : room, 'lllmf dC!
“ P0d shie yaid” Keagan seplled lui the Nashua 7Telegraph kuow which;: tandh_lles and it was decided thal tegphyed on, the excluded candi;
Busbi: “Whal was that you sztd sl the ' version 1s correct—but in the midst): "Sen, Gordon J..Humphrey "(R-N.M.) dated were, n the midst of doipg ]M‘

s

fof all tlle Lonluslun Jast night, (ﬁe -, would be dxwalched to ask Bush dic4

tal f riy . the responsmully‘g(or
'. llL‘H:Dap&l “olficials, were telling lhe]{i [eclly to.meet with the candidates in 2 id *

Sthis lve.ny b on;Mr.4Bush‘
Apdcmn le © rged‘um Bush,
shown "arro;.ance belore. lhe ﬂm
‘mary {4 the natlon has’ ¢ven;.an,ed
"h Then dlhere iFwas? Ho\urd‘g Bakea
é,}mfr!er *than %\Auy&umrten have

order o] discuss - broadcnlng the ‘de-

;. viess enly "Bo cumment” g0,y 1Y bale. s Acgording .t Bush's campalgn:

As 1,500 pursons wal\cu m the gyn'xl —;5 mnuigerrJim Bnker Bush® rc)ected

Vi deana of soris ‘was gumg;un'-ln o \hie, meellng.; ;And when Jmmf’h"“;
lhgwmrulms. .In one next 1, mulu

<bressed him; “about what - would cbe

- gooJ for the chubncan Party, Bush
cotosed ;S huol lmku; sloDd lhe U‘(mmer».chalrmnn ut the l'hpu lican
Iu..;.m, amu-,.’\munds lhe coruem iNllkmll Commmee *told llumphrey‘
37 stoud the Bush aldes Telegreph execes  a€COrdINg tu James Baker“Don't you'
uinve edior Jon Breen and |uhh\he§ leclure me about the GOP I've work.
= ,"m ed ;a_lot>harder:thant you: bave 10+%

J. Herman Poullot wete ‘mulllmg bulld 'lhe}Hepubllcm Pax:iy. "'AJ.
Lack and forth in betwevn *James Baker; sald Bush :vould'ﬁ'mt
At Heagan's, invitation,. Zmect_ with | the; olher,cundxdales to’

e heksaid. ¢TI s an, elfort}to; relpstiv
closed door,noluks B2 If.heits thel
lnon -cunner, » he.- wearx the, erow
nmgl unbecomingly s, 3 .». 5_
“i ane.charyed lha'l e who e-
Swastafraud. . N

N
KRS
Issued . ear-’

¥ -mﬁq‘oone ma«f-c.:'.?r‘ge Bilshito
-1As far agtGeorge,
be,had bt er.!mda

candidates had also shown up at the ?“Lause N wanted® to -stick wllh’lhe.
; Wigh schoul and were , walting, In a* . " letter ‘of Lhe [arrangements orlunally%

joed"us (omgm,
holdlng ruom. Al one point, lhe luur - made],by, meﬁNashua Telegraph. 1t Bush is® concern
of themeconferred with Reagan's, nn-

politeal \ v dircctor, (harles%:X

wasn’ 1- our. ! call—it wu- the,_ Tel

(e -
1To mceg i lh)’%;ie othef and"f:'h‘fes
ould\ haye ibéen s M

Bleck, Black was. dispatched to:ask

. Bush's campalgn manager, James: A

Bakes, f Bush would ,meet "with 13,

llen,,an and the! olhcrluudldntes‘%agdnst one’ #;,.We have d J i 2

S Campaign: maua;,er..ﬂnker, re)cc(ed“ Iuchni 1o debate but Lhey gang-‘up-on ‘llon bul tbey stopped short o(n)' 1
ELEE B 'I"'-'."'QLL' E : B 1

vg. nrhlmhln lhe zp “’f‘hfs& qsim
most'm:rant “etfort” ,to Stiflefdebate

11 X also-rans wece. lambasting Bglem-

kLo N

wh"‘iThi'oqt;

that me,,,would Aoln ln 'pny orunlz-.
effurt to stop Bush or jo!nny back any
other candidates. 'Howard Baker sumn
marized lhelr vlcws v‘hen hcfluld
“If Geore Bush Is the noml ce,.J will
suppoct’ hlm, bu('l‘wlll *do” q\rerythfua
" can to'sce tlm does not happen,’ 7,
Bush.; corncred by ,lhe pressaaftey
the debate insisted: that rall’ het,was
doing was “keeping.my, word."™! He
said that hehad heard eaclierklaat
Keagon - lwl wanled to. canccl,.,;\pl.\_d
' why, he said,\"]1 doa’t knov why. xhc
3 newspaper tald me he \untg an
% etl. 1 don't know why 1 doa; e
" these details. I keep my, wy A
-ﬂ,,,()vwn the cortidur and_a. the
Licorner from the bandroomywhess; the

ing agalnSt.a;wall soutslde, tt mna:
sium whcrq.. Rzng.m,wn; (d€hating
Bush, Heazan.’clmpalm(mmaxer Johd
. Sears was .leaning agi n"“l.he)lmk
ers. He was smlllng.; Reagan,yalde
kedd i Charles fBlaciy camie , Up,, and,, ghook
. Seary hand pf'Avothery day, on; Lhe

» campalgn tnil 24 Sears guaid ) smiling

+ at the end of what he,obviously fell
Iudbeenndaywenlpen

s

e
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2, 1980.

Federal Election Commission,

1325 K Street,

N. W. Washington, D. C. 20463.

Robert 0. Tiernan, Chairman.

Re: MUR 1178, 1179

Dear Chairman Tiernan:

In respect to the above co%plaints filed with you by the Dole
for President Committee Inc. under dates of February 22 and 24, 1980
against the Telegraph Publishing Company, and received by it respect-
ively on March 3 and Y, 1980, (hereinafter called '"'Telegraph,') the
Telegrapih maintains that no vieolation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act (FECA) has occurred and that the files on the above matters should

1) Ag srated in the repl

to the Commission in respect to MURS 1167, 1168 and 1170, "the Telegraph

Publishing Company and/or the Nashua Telecraph has not expended, ner

does it plan to expend, any of its funds in sponsoring and conducting

the debnate for which ic will not be fully reimbursed. Reprasentatives

of Lovernot Ronald Redsan have agreced to advance to the Telegrapn
Jublishing Companyv the sum of $3,500.00 to be used toward such cxpenses

eld |
4 ;'-,' '.’,‘,'-'5 U ‘
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as may be incurred by the Company in sponsoring and conducting the
debate, including both cash disbursements by the Company as well as
time expended by employees of the Company directly on the debate.

The Company estimates that such expenses will not exceed such amount."
Such debate was in fact held on February 23, 1980 and the Telegraph
did receive a check in the amount of $3,50C.00 he Reagan for
President Committee. As stated in the letter of enclosure from the
Reagan for President Committee: "...the Reagan Campaign has agreed to
provide you with a check in the amount of $3,500.00 (check enclosed) to
be held by you for the purpose of reimbursement for any and all expenses
incurred by the Nashua Telegraph and may be used for the total amount
expended by them should the Bush Campaign refuse to contribute their

1 . R - m™ 3 i - .
share.'" The expruses incurred by the Telegraph including

‘in kind re-
sources' in order to sponsor, couduct, direct and stage the subject
debate, includine advertising in the Nashua Telegronh, did not ewceed
the $3,300.00 advanced to it as aforesaid to cover such expenses.

2)  The Telegraph was not expending any of its own funds either
directly or indivectly in payment of the cost of such debate. Upon
receipt of said $3,500.00, the Telegraph opened 2 special account in
1cs name to which it depocited said $3,500.00 and cut of which all
expenses incurred in such debate wera paid including reimbursement to
the Telecripn for "in kind rasources" provided by it.

N e P Y . . . S -
5y The Telegraph, bv its said letrer of February 21

the Commission that it intended to limit rhe dehate ro the participaticn —
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solely of Ambassador George Bush and Governor Ronald Reagan and that
all expenses incurred in conducting the same would be fully reimbursed
out of said $3,500.00. All of the foregoing in fact occurred as stated
to the Commission and the Commission, accordingly, under date of
February 21, 1980, advised the Telegraph that it had "determined to
take no further action in the above referenced matters and has closed
the files."

4) The Reagan for President Committee, even though it had agreed
to pay the cost of such debate and having in fact paid such cost, could
not believe that it was acting as sponsor of the event nor did it have
any right te invite the other Republican candidates to participate in
the debate. As stated in the above letter from the Reagan for President
Committee to the Telegraph under date of February 21, 1980: ''This
lecter will serve to confirm our agreement that b

1t

the procedures oreviousliy agreed to by the participants and the Nashe

Telegrapn will apply.” (Copy enclosed.) Such procedure was ouclined
in letteors under date of Tebruary 11, 1980, both to the George Bush

tor President Committee and to the Reagan for Dresident Coum

irrea.
As stated above, such procedures weve reaffirmed by such letter
or ¥ebruavy 21, 1980 from the Reawan for President Committec. Further,

-

oraily between counsel [or the

Televranh and counsel for the Reavan for President
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as with Governor Hugh Gregg, Chairman of the George Bush President
Committee on February 21, 1980. The other candidates who did appear

on the evening of February 23, 1980 were not invited by the Telegraph

and were not allowed to participate therein inasmuch as it had pre-
viously been agreed to both orally and in writing by the Telegraph as
moderator of the debate and by the Reagan for President Committee as

well as the George Bush for President Committee that only Governor

Reagan and Ambassador Bush would be the participants. Such procedure

was set forth in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Telegraph reply to the Com-
mission under date of February 21, 1980 in regard to the prior complaints

in respect to which the Commission did close its files on the same.

S5) The Telegraph did not violate 2 U.S.C. 441(a) since all expenses
of the debate, including "in kind resocurces'" were completely covered by

we Telegraph was not in fact promoting the candidacy of Ceorge
Bush over the other candidates. but rather car ving out a debate between

Governor Reavan and Ambassador Bush aos had been agrecd to between the

b =

two candidates, the expenses ol such debate being fully coverad by the
$3,300.00 advanced and the procedures being carcfully adhered to by the
moderator, all as having been previously approved by the Commission by

its action in closing its files on the prior complaincs. Accordingly,
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the Telegraph requests that the Commission find that based on the fore-
going there has been no violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act
and close its files on the above matters.

Very truly yours,

President
' Telegraph Publishing Company

DCH/rdb
™M Enclosure.
in
Nal
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O REAGAfor PRESIDENT

51 High Street

Former Gov. Lane Dwinell Manchester, New Hampshire 03104
Chairman (603) 668-0182
New Hampshire Reagan for President Committee ~ 1-800-562-381\0
) | ‘ .'..,'_ﬁ_\;.q:,..‘- "»T_,."""': Jrds

February 21, 1980

Attorney David C. Hamblett
¥NASHUA TELEGRAPH

60 Main Street

Nashua, New Hampnshire 03061

RE: Reagan-Bush debate
Dear Attorney Hamblett:

This letter will serve to confirm our agreement
that the Nashua Telegraph Publishing Company will
sponsor the above-referenced debate and that the

J procedures previously agreed to by the participants
and the Nashua Telegraph will apply.

«© In view Of the FEC ruling that the Nashua Telegraph

) Companv cannot expend funds for this debate, it 1is our

- position that the two participating candidates should
share the cost equally. In order to expedite the debate

& arrangements, the Reagan Campaign has agreed to provide
you with 5 check in the amount of 3$3,500.00 ({(check
enclosed) to be held by you for the purpose of reimbursement
for anv and all expenses incurred by the Nashua Telegraph
and mav be used for the total amount expended by them
should the Bush Campaign refuse to contribute their

Snare.

Veryv trulv vours,

-

W. Stephen Thaver, Esa.
Deruty Legal Counsel
Reagan for Presidenc Committee

WST:ces

Reapan tor President < Do d Seare Siras I T DR o -
— et vior Presilent - Unired Seares Senacar Paut Laxalt, Chaiiman: Bav Buchanan, Treasurer
A ¢ i e Chled vy N Ve . :
Avopy of aur repoc s fled widn and avadable fram the teded Blecoon Commission, Washington, D.C. 20103
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REAGAN for PRESIDENT

/’
WLDLD

9841 Airport Boulevard

Suite 1430

L.os Angeles. Calitornia 90045
(213) 670916

NCopT ot o et s tes b i o b oot e tor prre Do tron snee Eecier ol b ben o @ o

5 March 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1178 & 1179

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter should be taken as our committee's formal
response to beth of the gbcove numbered MURs. With respect
to MUR 1179, I am somewhat puzzled as to why this was sent to
our committee. It appears to charge the Nashua Teleqraph
with making an illegal corporate contribution to George Bush's
campaign. Our committee has no knowledge of whether or not
tho Pu:h Committee was the recipient of such & corporate con-

{

MUR 1178 seems to charge REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT with mak-
LNQ an excessive contripution to the Ceorge Bush campaign.
This 15 based upon our payment of the $350C in out-of-pocket

cests for the Nashua Telearaph debate. T will not comment on

the wﬁrlOdS“irst Amendment problems such an interpretation of
che law would raisce. Suffice it to say the theory of the com-
ntoani borders on the frivelous. However, the very facts reci-

ted 1n MUK 1179 make it clear that the REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT
committee should be dismissed as a party in MUR 1178. Governor
Reaagan invited all the candidates to participate in the Nashua
depave .  Only outsiade forces stopped this invitation.

For the reasons cited, it is clear that at no time, ever,
did the REAGAN FOR DRESTDENT Committee violate anv law or rule
Ln conneceion with the matters dicscuessd in MUR 1178 ¢ 117Q

Yours truly,

g

— o
C":‘TM"— (—”(

Loren A. Smith
General Councel

weov tor Prressident = U el Sspate s Senator PO avalt Chanrman e Blog oo
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. ‘ %0 MR 3 A §. 38 710 North Post Oak Road
732 North Washington Street Suite 208

Alexandria, Virginia 22314 Houston, Texas 77024
(703) 836-5703 (713) 467-1980

February 29, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1178

D
Dear Mr. Steele:

LN

«o Reference s nade to your ietter dated February 25, 1980 with
regard to the above referenced matter.

o

As our General Counsel, Bob Visser discussed with your office,
o the original letter from you did not enclose the complaint from
Senator Dole's Presidential campaiqn committee. Senator Dole's
complajnt, dated February 22, 1980 was just received in our office
. this dato, [ asswme therofore that we may submit our response
within 15 days of the receipt of such complaint.
This 1< alco te contirin that we will be representad by our General
Counseld, Nobert P. Visser in this mavter and that he is authorized to
receive any notifications and otiier communications from the Ccmmission

with regard to tnis matter. Al1 such communications should be forwarded
Lo hidi ot his dlaw Tirm: c¢/o Peabodv. Rivlin, Lambert & Meyers, 1150

Connecticut Ave.. N.M., Washington, D.C. 20035, 202/457-1000.

Jinceva
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e James AL Bakor, 11
. Chairinan
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ORGE BUSH FOR PRESID!
71C North Post Oak Road
732 North Washington Street 9‘36995 -~ Suite 208
Alexandria, Virginia 22314 Houston, Texas 77024
(703) 836-5705 713) 467-1980

March 12, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Ceneral Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1179

™~

Ln Dear Mr. Steele:

© Reference is made to your letter dated February 27, i
- 1980 with regard to the above referenced matter.

o This is to confirm that we will be represented by

our General Counsel, Robert P. Visser, in this matter

and that he is authorized to receive any notification

and other communications from the Commission with regard
ro thiz maccer. Al. sucn comnmunications should be for-
warded to him at his law firm: c¢/o Peabody, Rivlin,
Tambert & Meyers, 1150 Connecricut Ave., N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20036, 202/457-1000.

Sincerely,
) ‘ < 7 /7
&ég?nzéL/lq;? fﬁ;dbef9><422>'

. III O@{)

é%gmes A. Baker
Chairman

JAB: jc
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SOt our et an dile wen the Federal Clecting Commission and
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90 MAIN OTRERY

NABHUA,  N. M
03061
TEL. 888-274)

QLEGRAPH PUBLISHING CO‘ANY T4 M AR 1000

PUBLISHERS OF THE

MEMBER OF

- Naghua Telegraph 55

UNITED PRESS INTERNATIONAL
ESTABLISHED 1832

March 12, 1980.

Federal Election Commission,
1325 K Street,
N. W. Washington, D. C. 20463.
ATTENTION: Robert O. Tiernan, Chairman.
Re: MUR 1178, 1179

Dear Chairman Tiernan:

In respect to the above complaints filed with you by the Dole
for President Committee Inc. under dates of February 22 and 24, 1980
against the Telegraph Publishing Company, and received by it respect-
ively on March 3 and 9, 1980, (hereinafter called '"Telegraph,") the
Telegroaph m 10 vioclatiou ol tiie Tederal Election Campalgn
Act (FECA) has occurred and that the files on the above matters should
be cleosed for the following reasons:

1) As stated in the reply of February 21, 1980 hy the Telegraph
to the Commission in respect to MURS 1147, 1168 and 1170, '"the Telegraph
Publishing Company and/or the Nashua Telegraph has not expended, nor
does it plan to expend, any of its funds in sponsoring and conducting
the debate for which it will not be fully reimbursed. Kepresentatives
of Governor Ronnld Reagan have agreced to advance to the Telegraph

Publishing Company the sum of $3,500.00 to be used toward such expenses

A9 L g
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as may be incurred by the Company in sponsoring and conducting the
debate, including both cash disbursements by the Company as well as

time expended by employees of the Company directly on the debate.

The Company estimates that such expenses will not exceed such amount."

Such debate was in fact held on February 23, 1980 and the Telegraph

did receive a check in the amount of $3,500.00 from the Reagan for

President Committee. As stated in the letter of enclosure from the
Reagan for Fresident Committee: '"...the Reagan Campaign has agreed to
provide you with a check in the amount of $3,500.00 (check enclosed) to
be held by you for the purpose of reimbursement for any and all expenses
incurred by the Nashua Telegraph and may be used for the total amount
expended by them should the Bush Campaign refuse to contribute their

share." The expenses incurred by the Telegraph including "in kind re-
sources' in order to sponsor, conduct, direct and stage the subject
debate, including advertising in the Nashua Telegraph, did nct exceed
the $3,500.00 advanced to it as aforesaid to cover such expenses.

2) The Telegraph was not expending any of its own funds either
dircctly or indirectly in payment of the cost ol such daebate. Upon
receipt of said $3,500.00, the Telegraph opened a special account in
its name to which it deposited said $3,500.00 and out of which all
expenses incurred in such debate were paid including reimbursement to

the Telegraph for "in kind resources' provided by it.

3) The Telegraph, by its said lotter of February 21, 1980, advised

the Commission that it intended to limit the debate to the participation
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solely of Ambassador George Bush and Governor Ronald Reagan and that
all expenses incurred in conducting the same would be fully reimbursed
out of said $3,500.00. All of the foregoing in fact occurred as stated
te the Commission and the Commission, accordingly, under date of
February 21, 1980, advised the Telegraph that it had '"determined to

take no further action in the above referenced matters and has closed

the files."”

4) The Reagan for President Committee, even though it had agreed
tc pay the cost of such debate and having in fact paid such cost, could
not believe that it was acting as sponsor of the event nor did it have
any right to invite the other Republican candidates to participate in
the debate. As stated in the above letter from the Reagan f[or President
Committee to the Telegraph under date of February 2i, 1980: 'This
letter will serve to confirm our agreement that the Nashua Telegraph

Publishing Company will sponsor the above-referenced debate and that

vivey myaanAiivan mamavutsntialsr o acvand te by the narticinants and the Nachua
i | r.k\__\/L\.JuC).Lj R %) vy oo R S S o A R e b e [ e il o
Telegraph will apply.”  (Copy enclosed.) Such procedure was outlined

in letters under date of February 11, 1980, both to the George Bush
for President Committee and to the Reagan for President Committee.

As stated above, such procedures were reaffirmed by such letter

of February 21, 1980 from the Reagan for DPresident Committee. Turther,

such procedures were reaffirmed also orally between counsel for the

A vra 1T
15 weia

Telegraph and counsel for the Reagan for President Committee ¢
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as with Governor Hugh Gregg, Chairman of the George Bush President
Committee on February 21, 1980. The other candidates who did appear
on the evening of February 23, 1980 were not invited by the Telegraph

and were not allowed to participate therein inaemuch as it had pre-

w

viously been agreed to both orally and in writing by the Telegraph as

moderator of the debate and by the Reagan for President Committee as

o well as the George Bush for President Committee that only Governor
0 Reagan and Ambassador Bush would be the participants. Such procedure
______ B

was set forth in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Telegraph reply to the Com-
mission under date of February 21, 1980 in regard to the prior complaints
in respect to which the Commission did close its es on the same.

5) The Telegraph did not violate 2 U.S.C. 441(a) since all expenses
of the debate, including "in kind resourecec'" wyere comnletely coverad by
the $3,500.00 advanced by the Reagan for President Committee.

- 6) The Telegraph was not in fact prowoting the candidacy of Ceorge
Bush over the other candidates, but rather carvryine out a dehate between
Governor Reagan and Ambassador Bush as haa been apreed to betweoen the
two candidates, the expenses of such debate being fully covered by the

$§3,500.00 advanced and the procedures being carefully adhered te by the

i

moaderator, all as having been previously approved by the Commission by

: : . [ S oy . 1~ . J i, (P 1 o gt e H H
on in closing its files on the prior complaints. Accordingly,
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the Telegraph requests that the Commission find that based on the fore-
going there has been no violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act

and close its files on the above matters.

Very truly yours,

(et [/‘ L ( P /Zkbv///{'/(((

President
Telegraph Publishing Company

DCH/rdb

Enclosure.



O REAGA® for PRESIDENT

51 High Street
Manchester, New Hampshire 0310.1
Chairman (603) 608-0182

New Hampshire Reugan for Prasident Comnuttee 1 -8()()-502' ;8 10

Former Gov. Lane Dwinell

February 21, 1980

Attorney David C. Hamblett
$NASHUA TELEGRAPH

60 Main Street

Mashua . New Hampshire 03061

RE: Reagan-PBuch debate

Dear Attorney Hamblett:

This letter will serve to confirm our agreement
that the Nashua Telegraph Publishing Company will
sponsor the above-referenced debate and that the
procedures previously agreed to by the participants
and the Nashua. Telegraph will apply.

6 6 4

In view of the FEC ruling that the Nashua Telegraph
Company cannot expend funds [or this debate, it is our
position that the two participating candidates should
share the cost equally. In order to expedite the debate
arrangements, the Reagan Campalgn has agrecd to provide
you with a check in the amount of $3,500.00 (check
- enclosed) to be held by you for the purpose of reimbursement
for anv and all expenses incurred by the Nashua Telegraph
and mavy be used for the total amcunt expended by them

(R

."'}

Q

by Y . : N T _ R T,
anould thie Buslh Campaiyn refuse Lo conlribute their

share.

-

Verv trulv vours.

W. Stephen Thaver, Esqg.
Deputy Legal Counsel
Reagan for President Committee

SRR File

Keagin for President == United Stares Senator Panl Laxalt, Chairman: Bay Buchanan. Treasurer.
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REA%SAN for PRESlDENg

0841 Airport Boulevard

Suite 1430

Los Aangeles, Calitornia 9oo45 S o
(213) HTO-Ol6] 8 '&(J

5 March 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1178 & 1179

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter shculd be taken as cur committee's formal
response to both of the above numbered MURs. With respect
to MUR 1179, T am somewhat puzzled as to why this was sent to
our committee. It appears to charge the Nashua Teleqgraph
with making an illegal corpcrate contiribution to George Bush's
campaign. Our committee has no knowledge of whether or not
the Bush Committee was the recipient of such & corporate con-
tribution,

MUR 1178 seems to charge REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT with mak-
ing an excessive contribution tc the GCeorge Bush campaign.
This 1s based upon our payment of the $3500 in out-of-pocket
costs for the Nashua Tclegraph desbate. I will not comment on
the serious First Amendment problems such an interpretation ot
the law would raise. Sutfice it to say the thec-y cof the com-
£piaint borders on the trivolous. However, the very facts reci-
ted 1in MUR 1179 make it clear that the REAGAN TOR PRESIDENT
Committec should be dismissed as a party in MUR 1178. Governor
Reagan invited all the candidates to participate in the Nashua
debate. Only outside forces stopped this invitation.

For the reasons cited, it is clear that at no time, ever,
did the REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT Committee violate any law or rule
in connection with the matters discussed in MUR 1178 & 1179.

Yours truly,

Loren A. Smith
General Counsel

LAS/yin

4 Cabo Prestenn o Danted States Sonaton Paul axalt Chamman, Bay Buc e Treasire
Vo ot ot rceport s ilead i and o andable tor e boase o the ederal e ion Conmissions Washinsion D o 200673




RIEAGAN for PRESIDENT

AArport Bouvdevard
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F.Oos ANLCTes Calitoniva GO,

Charles N. Steele, FEsg.
Genrceral Counsel

redevral Diection Commissicon
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 29463
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R T Y IR 710 North Post Oak Road
732 North Washington Stteet - ™ S Suite 208
Alexandria, Virginia 22314 Houston, Texas 77024
(703) 836-5705 (713) 467-1980

February 29, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
----- Genevral Counsel

Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1178
O Dear Mr. Steele:

< Reference is made to your letter dated February 25, 1980 with
regard to the above referenced matter.

As our General Counsel, Bob Visser discussed with your office,
the original letter from you did not enclose the complaint from
= Senator Dole's Presidentiai campaign committee.  Senator Dele's
complaint, dated February 22, 1980 was just received in our office
this date. I assume therefore that we may submit our response
within 15 days of the receipt of such complaint.

| This is also to confirm that we will be represented by our General
. Counsel, Robert P. Visser in this matter and that he is authorized to

“f —_ receive any notifications and other communicaticns from the Commission

| with regard to this matter A7 such communications should be forwarded
| , to nhim at his law firm: c/o Peabody, Rivlin, Lambert

d Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, 202/45

¢ A
n
e
0

yers
an.,

Sincerely,

James A. Baker, III
Chairman

cc: Anne A. leissenborn, Esq.

Ao ot e repart foop ile s the Federal Blection Commisswon and
Fadar gl Bhasrinn Commicaan Washinetan D I0dp




O\GE()RGE BUSH FOR PRESIDENT
732 North Wishington Streel
\q\h,'\‘;mdri;l. Vivpima 22314

Ann~ A MWejséanhorn, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
1225 K Strect, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Caunsel
Federal Election Commission
K 1325 K Street, N.W.
B Washington, D.C. 20463




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 25, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joann M. McSorley

Assistant Treasurer

Dcle for President Committee, Inc.
104 North St. Asaph Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dear Ms. McSorlev:

letter is to acknowledge receipt of your com-

piaint or February 22, 1980, against Telegraph Publishing
Company, Inc. which alleges violations of the Federal
Election Campaign laws. A staff member has bkeen assigned
to analyze your allegations. The respondent will be
notifiad of this complaint within 5 days and a recommen-
dation to the Federal Election Commission as to how this

tter should be initially handled will be made 15 days
after the respondent's notification. ¥Yocu will be notified
as soon as the Commission takes final action on your
complain . Should you have or receive any additional
1nformatlon in this matter, please forward it to this
office. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 25, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Reagan for President Committee
9841 Airport Blvd., Suite 1430
Los Angeles, California 90045

Re: MUR 1178

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on February 22,
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a complaint

o~ which alleges that your committee may have violated certain

~ sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act") or Chapters 95 and 26 of Title 26,

NeJ U.S5. Code. A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have

-~ numbered this matter MUR 1178. Please refer to this number

e in all future correspondence.

o]

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
- in writing, that no action be taken against your committee

in connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
L within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response 1is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further
action hased on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

= believe are relevant to the Commission'’s analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
cath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 11.8.C. § 427g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g{a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter ¢f represen-
tation stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authcrizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 25, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George Bush for President
732 North Washington Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Re: MUR 1178

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on February 22,
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that your committee may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act") or Chapters 25 and 2€ cf Title 26, U.S.
Code. A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 1178. Please refer to this number in all
future correspondence.

e Act, you have the oppotunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that nc action be taken against your committee
in connection with this matter. Your rasponse must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If nc
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may

take further action based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be gsubmitted
under oath.

This matter will remain donfidential in accordance with
2 U.5.C. § 437g{aj{4){B) aud § 437g{aj (12) (A} unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of represen-
tation stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the

f“nmm'\ (‘:‘;1 on




1f you have any questions, please contact Anne Weissen-
born, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4035.
For your 1nformat10n, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

cc: Robert P. Visser

George Bush for President
710 North Post Oak Road
Suite 208

Houston, Texas 77024
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 25, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Telegraph Publishing Company, Inc.
60 Main Street
Nashua, New Hampshire 03060

MUR 1178

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on February 22, 1980,
o) the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
~N Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act™)
cr Chapters 95 and S6 of Title 26, U.S5. Code. A copy of the
o complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
- 1178. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.
o)

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against you
- in connection with this matter. Your response must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no

; response 1s received within 15 days, the Commission may take
e further action based on the availabléd information.
c Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
- matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under onath,

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
.5.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you

fyv the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of
representation stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Anne Weissen-
born, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4035.
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I ® February 22, 1980

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Members of the Cemmission:

inis ietter constitutes a complaint, filed with you by Dole for President
Committee, Inc., the principal campaign committee of Senator Robert J. Dole,
a candidate for the Republican nomination for election to the office of
President, in accordance with Section 309 of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as last amended, P.L. 96-187, Act of January 8, 1980, effective
an January 8, 1980 (hereinafter “the Act"). A1l citations and references herein
‘ are to the Act as amended.

Upon informaticn and belief, Telegrapn Pubiishing Company, Inc.. is a corporation
having its offices in Nashua, New Hampshire (hereinafter "the Corporation"), which
- among other things, owns and publishes a newspaper of general circulation in
New Hampshire known as Nashua Telegraph. Notwithstanding the order of the
~ Federal Election Commission of February 21, 1980, the Corporation is still
proposing to sponsor, conduct, control, direct and stage a debate on February 23
by and between two candidates for the Republican nomination for election to
the office of President, George Bush and Ronald Reagan. The Corporation still
insists on limiting participation in the debate to those two candidates, to the
exclusion of ail other candidates tor the Republiican nomination for election
to the office of President.

lipon information and beiief, the Corporation shall be required to expend its
m. "in kind resources" in order to sponsor, conduct, direct and stage the subject

debate, including advertising the event in ils newspaper. Such expenditure

of "in kind rescurces" would appear to be made for the prupose of influencing

an election under Sections 301(8) and 301(9} of the Act; and as being made in

connection with a Federal election under Section 316(a) of the Act.

Secondly, on issuance of the order by the Federal Election Commission on
February 21. 1980, the Reagan for President Committee agreed to pay the costs
cf such debate -- believed to be $3,500. Such expenditure, if allocated on

an equal basis, would appear to viclate 2 U.5.C. 441{a), because the Reagan
for President Committee cannot make a contribution fto candidate George Bush in
excess of the Timits contained therein.

Thirdly, by sponsoring, conducting, directing and staging the subject

debate, the Corporation is excluding five Republican candidates for nomination for
President, ana they are acting in concert with the Reagan for President Committee
and ihie Bush for President Committee to accomplish this purpose. Such action

104 N. St. Asaph St., Alexandria, Va. 22314 703/836-8681
7700 LEESBURG PIKE FALLS CHURCH, VIRGINIA 22043  703/734-1270

Paid for by the Dole Committee. Ann Ml aughlin Treasurer Corporals contnbulions prohibited by law A cogry of our repart s filed with and s avalable tor purchase Irom the Federal Elacton Commission, Washington [ 1




appears to violate the regulations the Federal Election Commission trans-
mitted to Congress to govern the funding and sponsorship of nonpartisan
Federal candidate debates, Reference toc such regulations in the Dole for
President Committee complaint filed February 18 are incorporated herein by
reference. The result of such action by the Corporation and the Reagan

for President Committee and the Bush for President Committee do promote twe
candidates over the others, to the detriment of the excluded candidates.

By reason of the fact that subject debate is scheduled to be held on February 23,
1980, the attention of the Commission is called to the fact that irreparable
harm will occur if this complaint is processed in accordance with the procedures
set forth in Section 309(a)(4) of the Act. Therefore, it is respectfully
reguestaed that thie Commission consider this compiaint immediately in emergency
session, and if it determines that there is a probable cause to believe that

the Corporation, the Reagan for President Committee or the Bush for President
Committee are about to commit a violation of the Act, authorize its General
Counsel to immediately institute a civil action for relief, including a

temporary injunction, under Section 307(a)(6) of the Act.

Sincerely,
DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE, INC.

~ . A
By: /'}J o /N )t ﬂ-/ﬁ";w“:ﬁ

/Rssistant Treasurer .

District of Columbia.
Subscrjpgd and sworn to before me
this As “Y day of February, 1980.

A :
! | = - .
Aoy /?f“GfC?l//;

NOTARY PUBIIC

== )
o

C . . ’ A
My Commission expires £, (7C " o
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