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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 24, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETUPN 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 your 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 information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
please contact Ms. Lyn Oliphant, the attorney assigned to
this matter at 523-4175.

General Counsel



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 :178 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 your 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 information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
please contact Ms. Lvn Oliphant, the attorney assigned to
this matter at 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
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
0' you of two complaints alleging that the Telegraph Pub-

lishing Co. violated 2 U.S.C. § 441h 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

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

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 Cormimission, on , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of tiie 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 Inatter. This matter will become a part of
the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Coinsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONIWASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

April 24, 1980

CERTIFIED NJAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert P. Visser
Peabody, Rivlin, Lambert

& Myers
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 allegf -,- that the George Bush for
P-esldcnt Committee vtiaatx . ir tin *4 F 4- ho

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.
Accordinglv, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Charles N.usel
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert P. Visser
Peabody, Rivlin,

& Meyers
1150 Connecticut
Washington, D.C.

Lambert

Ave., N.W.
20036

Re: MURs .178 and 1.179

Dear Mr. Visser:

On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the George Bush for
President Commit-tee violated certain sections of the
Fcdcral ElecLiun Campaign 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 complaintp,
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
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

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

CEPTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Loren A. Smith
General Counsel
Reagan for President

Committee
9841 Airport Boulevard
Suite 1430
Los Angeles, California 90045

Re: MURs 1173 and 1179

0 Dear Mr. Smith:

On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Ccmnmission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the Reagan for
President Comnrittee 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 , 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 any statute within its
jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the
Coinmission has closed its file in this matter. This
matter wiil become a part of the public record withiin
30 days.

Sincerely,

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

April 24, 1980

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:

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
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amernded,in
connection with the February 23 debate in Nashu-.i, New
Hampshire.

The Comrtrission, 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 any statute within its
jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the
Commission has closed its file in this matter. This
matter,. will become C4 part of the public record within
4O days.

Sinc S , -- J7

Charles N. Steele
General. Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MURs 1178 and 1179

Telegraph Publishing Co. )
Ronald Reagan )
George Bush )

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

following actions regarding MURs 1178 and 1179:

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.
f 441a,(a) (1) () by, respectively,
giving and accepting an excessive
contribution.

3. Send the letters as attached to
the First General Counsel's Report
dated Anri! 18, 1980.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners

Aiken;; Priedersdrorf. Harris, and Reiche.

Attest:

'ate _-- '"aror *. ",l .ons
Secretary to the Cornomission

Rece: 1ived in Off ice of the Comission Secretary: 4-18-80, 4:01
Circulatft on 48 hour vote basis: 4-21-80, 11:00
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FEDEitkl, ELCdTiON COMMiSS IONO 1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 2046

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL
BY QGC TO THE COMMISSION- )

MUR # 1178 and 1179
DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC 2/22/8C; 2/24/80

STAFF MEMBER Oliphant

COMPLAINANT'S NAME:

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

RELEVANT STATUTE:

Joann M. McSorley on be
Committee

Telegraph Publishing Co.
Ronald Reagan
George Bush
2 U.S.C. § 441b
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A)

Lalf of Dole for President

0

.-

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

These two complaints were filed by the Dole for President Cc-r 2'
after the Commission's action in MURs 1167, 1168 and 1170. The
allege that, since the debate moderated by the Nashua Telegrap'
on February 23, 1.980, with only two candidates, Reagan Bu,- not therefore nonpartisan, violations of FECA occurred even

_ Reagan campaign advanced the Telegraph the total cost of stag
Two allegations are made:

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

2 t-, It Reagan s pay'ent of the costs of staging the debate resulted
in an excessive in-kind contribution from Reagan to Bush under
2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

.L. 2U.S.C._§ 441b. The Commission's action in DURs 1167, 1.168 and11.70 was based upon the anticipaled expenditure of corporate funds by theNashua Telegraph in stacinq a nonpartisan ,.ebate. Such expenditure would

'C.
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have violated 2 U.S.C. S 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 TelegErap complied with th-e 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 indirect.y by the Telegra4h in connection
with the debate. it was on the basis of those repreentations 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 wel. as time expended by employees of the
Company directly on the debate." Letter from Nashua Telegraph, 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 becn incurred, e.a., 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 debat.e
as it had been orioinaily planned, would not brin, the debate in violation
of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b where no expenditure of corporate funds is involved.

C Section 441b is not violated by a candidate's selection of a journalist
moderator for a debate, nor by a candidate's aqreement 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 roderators and questioners from the television networks and
written press.

Because there was in fact no expenditure of corporate funds, and becausethe Telegraph made every effort to avoid such expenditures immediately upon
MoIticatiby the Commission prior to the debatei -4mmednate h  -

the Commission fird no reason to believe that.- the Nashua Telegraph violato-_
2 U.S.C. § 441b.

2 U. S. C 441.a (a) (i) (A) The theory underlyin ,  second alleua-
tion is tha 1,/12 of the $'3.500 cost ,f staqinq, the debale .,,a ,; a t ... ut..
by... Ren... for purpose of inf.uencing the election of Bush, and was,

therefore, $750 in excess of the contribution limit of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (i)
(A).

rhis allegatinn should be dismissed for the following reasons:

1) where a candiJate asks an oppos:ing candidate to make an appearance
to exchange views, the costs cf such an appearance need not be
evenly allocated between those candidates, or be deemed a contribu-
tion by one for the purpose of influencina 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 find no reason to
believe that Reagan made an excessive contribution to Bush in violation of
2 US.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A).

Recommendation

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

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

3. Send attached letters.

Attachments:
Complaints (2)
Nesponses trom Respondents (4)
Notification Letters (4)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D,C. 20463

,4rtS Q

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT PQUESTED

Loren A. Smith
Qeneral Counsel
Reagan for President
Committee

9841 Airport Boulevard
Suite 1430
Los Angeles, California 90045

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Mr. Smith:

On February 25 and 27, 1980, the Commission notified
you of two complaints alleging that the Re~qan 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 , 1980, determined
that., on the basis of the information in the complaints
(1nd Lnforiiiation provided by you, there is no reason to
beiiv0 that niolationi of any statute within its

ur d.ctinn ha~ heen commit ted. Accordingly, the
Coimission has closed its file in this atter. This
mkatter wiLi become a part of the public record within
A0 Ja y,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert P. Visser
Peabody, Riviin, Lambert

& Meyers
1150 Connecticut Ave,, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MURs 1178 and 1179

Dear Mr. Visser:

N" 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

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

C Hampshire.

The Commission, on , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of the information in the complaint ,
there is no reason to believe that a violation of any

C s;tatute within1 its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter. rhi.) matter will become a part of the public
r(c )rd within 30 days-

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

lTi Or

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 rn connection with
the February 23 debate between Ronald Reagan and George
Bush.

The Commission, on , 1980, determined
that, on the basis of the information in the complaints
and information prnvid ed by you, thcrc is no reason Lo
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.

Sincerely,

Charles N. teeie
GenealU Counsel



14 WI FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I Y 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
allegations of your complaints dated February 22 and 24,
1980, and determined that, on the basis of the informa-
tion provided in your 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!) hasbeen committed.

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

SIhould additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes .v ,)ation of the Act,
pLease contact Ms. Lyn Oliphant, the attorney assigned to
this matter at 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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February 22, 1980

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 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
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
CN 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

aby 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 all other candidates for the Republican nomination for election
to the office of President.

Upon information and belief, the Corporation shall be required co expend its
"1in kind resources" in order to sponsor, conduct, direct. and stage the subject
debate, incIludi nq advertising the event in its newspaper. Such expendi ture

(7of in kind resources w'uld ippear to be ;nade -or the prupose of influencing

an election Under' Sections 301(8) and 301(9) of the Act; and as beinq made in
connection with ,i Federal election under Section 316(a) of the Act.

.S2condly, on issuance of the order by the Federal Election Commission on
February 21 , 1980. the Reagan for President Committee aqreed to pay the costs
Wef such debat-e -- a)elieved to be $3,500. Such expenditure, if oAlocated on
an equal basis;, vo;uld appear tn vi.late ? U.S.C. 'ill (a) , b-c-,-c the PCO(J, l

for President CiemnitLee cannot make a contribution to candidi-te George G)usn -in
e-xcess of the iiti F:cntoared therein.

Thirdly, by sponsoring, conductinq, di rectinq and st-qinq, the subject
e , the C.o rvr ti n I I c ur 2 C4 fi P e e i c .r candidates tor nomination for

'ts iderit, and they are acting in concert with the Reaqan for President Committee
-i:nd the -u- 11 for Pre ' ident Commi ttee to accomplish this purpose. Such action

104 H: St. Asaph St., Alexandria, Va. 22314 703/836-8681
7700 LEESBU13G PIKE FALLS CHURCH, VIRGINIA 22043 703734-1270

P a l In ( . .. .. Oi' ' . .. . .. . . . ... . ., n t ,: L t,;h:: W , • ... .. . .',:! ...... l m l t.. . i' A": ; 'T : 
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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 respectfuily
requested that the Commission consider this complaint 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,

F))ll F FOR P PEqS rN T C NA ITTr r I.

Assistant Treasurer

District of Columbia.
Sub,scribed ,nd sworn to before me
th is j '_ day of February, 1980.

Iy 1 o T sY U B L IC

My C61ornfT1"ssIon expireO5"-~- ~ ~ __



Bob Dole.
Presideot. February 24., 1986'

Federal Election Col-amission
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 January 8, 1980 (hereinafter "the Act").

N All citations and references herein are to the Act as amended.

N As stated in the two preceding complaints, Telegraph Publishing Company, Inc.,

PIN 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 Telegrap.

Notwithstanding the order of the Federal Election Commission of February 21,

1980, the Corporation appears to have sponsored, controlled, conducted,
directed and stayed 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 Corporationi did in fact limit participation in the

debate to those two candidates, to the exclu-sion of all other candidates for

the Republican noui ination for election to the office of President.

On is-nuance ol the order by the Federal Election Commission on February 21,

19( )0, the eagan for Prosidnt Committee aqreed to pay the costs of such debate.

Having agreed to [)ay those costs, the Reagan for President Committee apparently

believed it was acting as sponsor of the event, and accordingly, invited the

other Republicain candidates to participate in the debate. However, it is on

public record (i.e., radio, television and newspaper accounts) that the

Corporation never relinquished control of the debate and continued to direct,

control and stage the event, specifically refusinq to allow the other candidates

(John Anderson, Ho, ard Baker, Philip Crane and , .b'ert DoIe) to participaLe --

in spite of the Fact the four candidates were physically present at the debate

si se, havinq accepted the invitation of the Reagjan for President Committee.

(See enclosed cow)les of articles frow, The WLishingtonl Post and Washinqton Star

of February 24, 19820.)

By retainine sole control of the staging of the debate, the corporation was

apparently incurring expenses which would be considered "in kind" contributions

made for the purpo)se of influencing an election and made in connection with a

Federal election (Sections 301 (8), 301 (9) and 316(a) of the Act).

1(14 Nl. St. Asaph St., Alexaindri a, Va. 22314 703/836-8681

>7&VLlet( Stl14K s K A itih V NA~c >M3. X4\.M1_

PV~ "'ir oy 't" 
Trl 01ir 1' 

i
t
u 

t 
tihwd!;d t"ft



S -2-

A'.~.

7
/

By.
/ Assist

/'L /(6(
Treasurer /

City of Alexandria, Virginia.
Subscribed and sworn hn before me
this J day of February, 1980.

N ' L C
NomARY PUBLIC

My Com mission expires- / ... 4j -7 _ ;

Furthermore, the proposed regulations as submitted to the Congress by the.
Federal Election Commission governing the funding and sponsorship of non--,i -

partisan Federal candidate debates provide that such debates may not promote
one candidate over another. It is clear from the Corporation's actions
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 Election 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,

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE, INC.

//

WAN - -1



THE WASI$GTON STAR -- Sunday, February 0 1980
GOP Rivals Gang Up

ifln~~ R.a-2cfchnfP-"

Turns Into
By Jack W. Germond
and Jules Witcover

Washin ,ton Star Poittcal Editors

NASIIUA, N.I. - The Republican
presidential campaign erupted into
an angry brawl here last night.

.Four candidates walked off a de-
bate stage and castigated George
Bush in hat"ti teris after he refused
to allow them to join a debate sched-
tiled between Ronald Reagan and
himself-'and after ie refused even
to meet with them to discuss the
issue.

Rep. John B, Anderson accused
Bush of "a travesty on the whole
democratic process" and of showing
political "arrogarbo" b,,o, of h~is
appare"'t StatUs as the leader of the
field of Republican presidential
candidates.

And Sen. Howard 11. Baker Jr.,
refer'ril ig to Bn 'u s p osition as the
Iron runner declared: "lie wears
that crownl mtiIhty Ilnbeconingiy."

Thc ,'holk! C()iiroveti y evolved
atltr Rc~lkgall, who had agreed to pay
the S,5) c("t of a two-Joan debate
:)0 1' Crd by 'll t' Nie i lid 'lel ,,raph
Aiildy'nlV dtiilOliliC'llc (2d th l six
li, tr! befait. the tcctc that he had
d1cided to itivite all the other
Reto, b i(ii .il 111g or president

io i,) ]'l i11. Tli(c wspvzijwl~ r ball,,co butl

Rel,!hl{lll lll:,l: l it W8l:, 11:. picroga l-

live I t'8all'(' lt' had ,Ir lli the di
It'l) ,pl)l ;ri" Ill the 10'Ill.

'l1' llvt;itItlnIl brougWlit qluick :-
ceplat-; trimlIl 13akc, Ande.rso,
Sen. Bob Dol- 111d C p. oi n Crane
-- the .lII1't' I itlld "'XCCl)t for J()ll B.

Colll y, wlit wa.' olit of the state
and could I)t I"etllitIF ill tilc. .. ,

. t WhIll - i-,I .'cliddi lL': 'httowfd

upi ;11 , 11t h Ill, 18tI l SCe11)1 a ut . 7:.3'?0,
they knuind a has-;le in proogress be-

twt'l ti VS wIXper a d Reagan's
rcpre;otattvu:; al o it t!he attenipt to
c ia, u te '(} rilat..
.Whl the cIdidatic-; waited in

varioU.s holding rooms aides ran
h),ack td forli through tile school
cItridors IlliIg report ters their ver-
>;on of the Pl.'g,:in l(),. Then,
shortly betfo re S p miii.., tlth other

Iflnhidaid', d'h 't . ' 'd that 13u>h had
i elu.sed to atl ,et' 11o th cliain e in fO -

11dT, ti, itti5Ll iiC it ri8l told the press
h e ',t i 8' I d I', t ( 1 , ."). A rriv im ,g, -it

the 'chol0, i' '':"r I aMT. WV
v, , i: , ", o . ' " a dl(:'tC. We2

ilBrawl
turned up for P debate and Reagan
backed out. I don't know why'."

As it developed, it was Bush who
proved to be the sticking point. And
when Reagan and the four other
candidates sought a face-to-face.,
meeting with him, Bush would not
agree. He also turned down a request

See DEBATE, A-S
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for such a meeting brought to -him
on behalf of the othe candidates by
New Hampshire's senior Republican,
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
'the paper, then began the formal-
ities. Reagan asked for time.to speak.

As he started, Breen said, "Will
the sound man please turn Mr. Rea-
gan's microli)hone off."

Reagan, glaring at him, shot back,
"I an paying for this microphone
Mr. lreen." The Lio'"d chcrieed

c wild and long.
Reagan then said he had decided

to broaden the debate to include all
candidates after there was wide-
spre d criticism her,_ ofthe two-mii'
S olma:1t. '' am the slonsor and i sup-
1o'], I s oulJ have some right."

Ruagari said the liew.spaper had re-
fused to zjirc to tile chanige or even
lo tl ' ,,11 It. I{)' th(ughtt ot waing
out, lit' ,sidn . hilt hlad been told thait
would he' "'unioL "' to Iht' ie ore ih''']
2,00) c'lti2Cfl.S who i~id pacled thle
hi t t "i ii I wanit ''0loi to

+,I-flo w tile. ' IC I I t II '' " ! + ' I

i% 1tW loments laiter the other
1I(M I tt I tC1 th e I C staeI ) hue hesied h fly
repo{rl,-'. ,'lldclr: on d( :' c lheu( what

hail liappeiled all(J CoieC~llded:
"Cleariv the r-sIpoll'ibdlitv tour thiis
iu.lv -;t',- ol t '.'vlol.' dcllocrarti

p roe' : ta ori NI . B isI."
Bi]kr thell chiiC~d in: "I've beun

litI polltics 15 v z':irs and this is the
lu,)SI lag ai- t :i1(':uipt to 'etiUli-f to

th{, •• { I }t; $1. kl''l i I 1 t+V 2 uF ,,I .'i

('rone cald tb' controversy "di';-
:op) iiT:0Tl I'"' d :on! lid BulSh was
;in, his po' ,)Fit:o a lever againlst

i ht '. ad. 'cut t his
micrcp..... ,shades 1)f the beer- I

D~ole "ltd, "I lh{}m,,}I l IfWj , some !e
where else . .. I can.'t believe Bush
will ever explaini Ihi.'. to rark o :ld-
lile' Jit';i lbh-ai,. the alight explaurl it

to people who go to Yale. You don't
ster on your colleagues. I think
C-Gorge has a little explaining to 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
his position to stifle debate and
Baker suggested it coula lead to
what he called "divisiveness" in the
Republican Party.

What was apparent was that this
already had happened, Although
Baker said he would support Bush if
he were nominated, he added: "He's
not wearing that crown'very well."
When the four were asked if this was
a stop-Bush cabal, Dole replied, "No,
this is just a little chance meeting."

Then he added: "They stiffed us -
that's what they did." Several of the
candidates then argued that the con,
troversy would mean even greater
determination on their own parts,
and Dole broke tip the press confer-
ence when he said, "I think I'll an-
notince again." The brouhaha ove-
shadowed the debate itself in Wh i-h
Bush and Reagan finally spent 90
minutes taking questions Irom a
panel of reporters and the audience.

In The gym, the scene was more
;IpIIpr p lit to a cliamtttpion :,hip ha;s-
kethLll ;'iie tl'E i to a presidentiln
d.he!te. ('h(eI', W('1 0 ip I rOln 13lush
5 pp1)rter ' wht'ri heii' went up tn the
plattorm amlid took his seat. More
'CliO$'i T; IC "ae ',' ti ReCgl did the

i; ;[ 1( I ri]d bedlaln i ltoid whell h('-
ii 11 1 ,u aldke" i lie other touir CoIn-

t l d ( ,

I he touir disin vited g uests stood
bel-lid ie debmict tabl- aInd waved

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

"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
candidates who have. not'.., been
invited by The Nashua .Telegraph."
That remark evoked loud boos.

"Get them chairs!" a woman high
in the stands called out, and the
crowd cheered once again. .u-i . :',,

The Reagan scheme to change the'
format was hatched by campaign
manager John Sears after polling
data showed that Bush had gained
ground after the debate last Wednes-
day in which all the candidates ap-
peared.

What he devised was a situation in
which Reagan might profit if all the
candidates appeared and interest in
the debate was defused or, alterna-
tively, a situation in which flush
would be the villain in preventing
the others from being heard.

Whether the controversy will af.
fect tile resllt in the primary 18
houirs aWay IS an lpen qtiiestion.

Dote, ior o110, II)eS to Ca itllize
Oi th situatio)n, lie said LIC WOuld

invite the other candidates to a
aleetlll set tor this afternooil.

Acceptlimlt thanks from the
51011 0ned cilldidatles after they
walked out Sears ;miled and said,
'We'rejust panorts unifiers."
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4 Polite Republican Race-
T6kes Turn for the Bitteril} !

By David S. Broder and Bob Dole and Reps. John '.B'and Lou Cannon Anderson and Philip M. Crane,WAshington Post Staff Writers had to content themselves with .
NASHUA, N.I, Feb. 23-The being introduced at the beginning

polite Republican presidentin! rav- And a! oPo r to make brief statw-exploded in anger tonight against ments at the end. , -,, -, I... .,,,
presumed front-runner George Off stage, the four Jilted con-Bush about the issue of who had tenders denounced Bush even,the right to debate him three days more than they did the newspaperbefore tho New Hampshire pri. that conceived the one,on-one en-mary. counter. "Clearly the responsibil.

Four other GOP contenders of ity for this travesty is on Bush,"various ldologicai stripes joined Anderson said. He charged that
Ronald Rea n condemning any man seeking the highest of-
Bush and the Nashua Telegraph fice in the land.. would show 7fr nds th Reaan Tleo that kind of irro,,ace before thfor1 

8n10[in0 th tteIno )no e first primary , in 'e at o e ti l e

allowed to debnt(t Bush before an fie nation is al-,
excited adienita o 2.0(}( in t0,ie moM onzthika bi'.-
Nashuad 1igh School gymnazsium.. .Bakcr. angrier than many re-oporters, had ever seen hin, called

Bn~ c iupig maaeIt 'the most fl~ateffort" to,anes A. ,dakn r I, sa, the sLifle debate. "it is an effort to
extraordinary prlte., was "a iet-s.'UP'' and showedi that "it's stohO Bkrad h tes hre
G eorg~e f~tusl tim e i l th ( jOP , ak r anod the o iers charged i

con test. Pu-h" .i.. n th ,, that .Bush had refused to meetReeaiw:in scorved repeated debar-'with Ragn a nd the rest of them
Con test. o B in h 0dhr

to discuss 

ae a n's 
efforts 

to open

-P Points Off Bos in the !90 rujin - th ebt. ' j'ol t, the opn t
r ote onfrontation, while the other .ti
four, Sens. Howard If. Baker ,r. See DE BATE, A, Col.I ' .

f I "
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SA Well-Mannered
DEBATE, From Al (him), but I will rythng I a

runner," Baker said. "he wears that to see that does not happen."

crown most unbecomingly." The Bush campaign was taken

Dole said, "George Bush torpedoed aback by the stormy reaction. Bush

us tonight . . . He had better find told the audience in the gymnasium

himself another party." Dole said that that he had been challenged to the de-
he told Bush as he was leaving the bate by Reagan and accepted the invi.
stae t "TBhe:cll be anoth er day, tatlon of the local newspaper, the Tel-

1toge, egraph. "I've been invited here as the

Crane said, "I wouldn't lend one guest by the Nashua newspaper," he

Iota of legitimacy to this fraud." said, "and I will play by their rules."

The four said they would work to His campaign manager, James A.

deprive Bush of the GOP nomination, Baker III, said he had told the others

but they stopped short of saying they that "It wasn't our call-it was the

wouid back any other candidate or or- Telegraph's call."

ganize a stop-Bush effort. Baker sum- Asked why Bush had refused to
marized the views of his colleague meet the other candidates, James
competitors, wvhen he said, "If George Baker said, "That would have. been
Bush is the nominee, I will support somewhat unwise. 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 waited for the de-
bate to begin for 40 minutes past the
scheduled time, with many members
of the audience obviously not aware
of the negotiations delaying the proc
e S3.

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

\When Breen announced it would re-
rriamn a two-man debate, Reagan at-

RePubllcan
tempted to explain how -he had wanted;'
to include the other candidates.

"Will you please turn off Gov.
Reagan's microphone?" Breen said.

"I'm paying for this microphone,"
Reagan responded, and went on to J
make an empassioned speech about why)
he had invited the other candidates to
join him and Bush.

-Reagan's comment was a referencei
to the fact that his campaign organi-
zation agreed to pay the $3,500 cost
of renting the high school, after the -

Federal Election Commission ruled
that it would be an illegal corporate
contribution for The Nashua Tele-

.graph to finance a debate from which
;most of the Republican contenders
were excluded.------.... '

When Reagan finished his talk, even
some Bush partisans were applaudng
him and the four shunned candidiates
were waving to the crowd. As they left
the stage. Reagan shook the hands of
each of them, while Bush remained
seated, waiting for the formal pro-
ccedings to begin.. .

Reagan was like a man aroused.
Somewhat passive in his first debate
Wednesday night, he completely domi-
nriated tonight's debate, punc-tuaiting

his comments with one-liners and fre-
quently putting Bush on the defen-
Sive.

When the 69-year.old Reagaii was
asked whether he believed in manda-
tory retirement at 70, he replied, to
laiuhter. "Don't you think there's a
conflict of interest here?" Then he
said .2overninent should not he dictat-
in.'' anyone's retirement a-e.

Wh,,n Hush was asked whether he
thoul2ut ienavan was too old to be pres-
ident, and replied in the negative. Rea-
gan responded, "I agree with George
Bush.'

Ilea1...a. said that Bush's proposal for
a $20 billion federal tax cut would
leave a S21 billion tax increase, he-
cause inflation would move many tax-
payers into higher brackets.

Bush was peppered with questions
about nis 1966 vote restricting mail-
order, gun sales and about allegations
tha t 'ie faided to report contributions

iven him in 1970 from a secret fund
or':anied at President Nixon's direc-
tion.. .....

The "slush Fund" question provoked
Bu.sh's no.;t eioquent moment of the
von\rl.He saie d. wth sorie heat, that

he had reported everything as far as
he was aware and would have bemn
:-mid io claim a contributior from
-A ixou. at toiat an. , .e

",I. v-... r in ,ublic life ha -,s been,



one of total integrity 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

-debate-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

, ....Agent Orange."

"We owe them an apology for [Me
CV .way they have been treated . . and

we must give them a promise never
to let them fight and die for a war

C" their government will never let them
win," Reagan said.

Bush said the government should in-
,,vc stigate and "make the proper settle.

C mont."
Although the substance of the de-

bate was overshadowed by the off-
stage and preliminary fireworks, Bush
and Reagan broke new ground in some
areas and defined their differences
more clearl1v than they had before.

Heacan, for the irst time, said that

-"the time has lon since past." when a

deadline .houid be set for release o

American hostage- in 'ran. While ack.
,-no'.ledgin, that he was not, erntair

%'.hat form retaliation should take, ir,

sa, l the U.S. government should tel

lianmaii authoritics. "Turn them ovet
to uw as of this date, or something

gootto happen."
V,mle Bush confessed to a "moun'

itn" trustration," over the delay in :th

hoLa-,es' release, he reaffirmned hi

support of' President Carter's policie

savisiQ. "There is no simple answpr" I
gainingY their Ireedom and, meanwlhil'

S

there 'is the advantage of preser ,'il., questions about their pre.delbate
thi lvduct..

their lives . . . . , .
Bush was pressed to explain a re-

cent newspaper interview some had

interpreted as saying that he believed

-the United States could base its policy

on surviving a nuclear war. He said
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-

Ing on the premise that a nuclear war

is winnable, but said the danger of
such a war is not imminent because
the Soviets are moving toward stra-
tegic superiority but have not yet
achieved it.

Both men ruled out the use of tac-
tical nuclear weapons in the Persian
Gulf. Bush said the security of the
region depends on "reversing the de-
cline" in U.S. conventional forces,
and Reagan said the United State.;

- could make the Soviet Union "retreat
a little, by putting a blockade around
Cuba until they remove their troop.

S- oin ,\t hanistan." • . . .. .

I -Iloth candidates were heavily ap
plauvi'(l for their enmotioiual CIa .u '

* statements, which were e,:xerptec
I rom thteir basic stump speeches, 1u

aftel-Aard, at post-dehate news coll

fere!''-, they wvere peppered witi

S

- ~-*

con-

Reagan and his press secretary, Jimn
Lake. said they had called the paper
during the c ay becrise they did not
want the onus of . ponsoring a debate
which the Federal Election Commis-

.-,,.sion had found unfair. Reagan paid

le became concerned because he was,
in effect, sponsoring the debate by
paying its cost.

W'hen Lake called a Bush 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 general feeling

among camp followers on both sides
that Reagan had- profited from be-
coming angry.

"It really got the adrenalin flowing
.. . which was justwhat we niceded,"
said Reagan's New England coordina-

t tor, Gerald Carmen.
Rea aauu was asked what. 'effet lhe

thoniLat tihe dehate would have, and

" replied, "The only thing I call thilnk
of is thiat I prol)aly wonl get a hell-

uva lot Of attention frotin the Na:diua I

t
.Stalff ,wr,,cr A.rt Harris contribc tcd

to trh artil e.

, c.... Ildn.. to ngerRace Explod es- A
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Federal Election Commission,

1325 K Street,

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

ATTENTION: Robert 0. 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

Telegraph maintains that no violation of the Federal Election Campaign

Act (FECA) has occurred and that the files on the above matters should

be c l osed [or the foLlowing reasons:

) As; staed in the reply of Ftbrury 71 [980 by the Telegraph

to the Commiss[on Ln respect to MURS 1167, 1168 and 1170, "the Telegraph

Publishing Comoany and/or the Nashua Telegraph has not expended, nor

duu, it pLan ito expend, any of its funds in sponsoring and conducting

tke debatc for wIich it will not be fully reimbursed. Representatives

t U,.(\'V,,W '... oaL ....,, have agreed to advance to the Telegraph

L'bLishiug Company the sum of $3,500.00 to be used toward such expenses

0' :2 1~ 1 1 I

n'



Federal Election Commission,
March 12, 1980,
Page Two.

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 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

share." The expenses incurred by the Telegraph including "in kind re-

sources" in order to sponsor, coutIU't, direct and stage the subject

debatei iv: Ldin adverti sing in the Naslui 'e egraph. did not ex,,.eCed

the $3,500.00 advanced to it as aforesaid to (cover such expi-.nses.

2) The Telegraph was not expending any of £Ls own funds either

directly or indirectly in payment o[C the cost of such debate, Ur on

receipt oF said $3,500.00, the Telegraph opened a special account in

its name to which it deposited sa-d $3,500.00 and out of which all.

expe~ses incurred in such debate were paid incLuding reimbursement to

il 'tl c:f..r ph for "'iii kJind rasonrr2 :; p rovi.ded )y it.

3) The Te.leg.raph, by its sid letter o() Feb mr'utc 21, L980, advised

the Couiission that it intended to LimLt 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

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 to invite the other Republican candidates to participate in

the debate. As stated in the above letter from the Reagan for President

Coimmittee to the Telegraph under date of February 21, 1980: "This

LeLLer wi.L] serve to conf irm our a;greement that the Nashua Telegraph

Pubi ish i, Company will. sponsor the above-referenced debate and that

th procedures previotislv agreed to by the participants and thP Naohli:l

_0", raph wiL app ly. (Copy enclosed.) Suc-h procedure ,.as otlxited

in letters under date of February I11, 1980, both to the Geor"e bush

for President Committee and to the Reagan for President Committee.

As stated above, such procedures w(-r reaffirmed by such Letter

o: 1) ebria ry 21, L 1980 from the Roae,aIn for Pres ident Comm ittee. Further,

sucli [)rocedures were reaiffirmed also orally betwtIeen counsel for the

Tel -Iraph and coInsel for the Reagan for President Committee as well
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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 hy the Reagan '.or 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 Conuission did close its files on the same.

5) The Telegraph did not violate 2 U.S.C. 441(a) since all expenses

oL the debate, inc I uding "in kind ce.osurcc;" were comp L ey covered by

the $3, 5()0.00 advanced by the Reagan Fe r l)e sident Cmwittoe.

6) Th(e Telegraph was not in fact promoting t he c<indidacy of George

Bush over the_- other canci dltes, but ratther carryinz out -i debate between

Governor Reagan and Anmbassador Bush as had been agreed to between the

two cadidates, the expenses of such debate beI Lul Ly covered by the

$3, 500. 00 ;i dn n (ed : Ind t h wprocrarcs bU' L, c.a r L.Iy adtie red LL by Lhu

maderater, all. as having been previously ipp roved by the Commission by

Lts actiol in ilos ing its lies on the prioc (mpaints. Accordingly,
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DCH/rdb

Enclosure.
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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,

9 I.c:W/A(

President
Telegraph Publishing Company



9 :"REAGAbfor PRESIDENT
51 High Street

Former Gov. Lane Dwinell Mandhester, New Hampshire 03104
Ciane (603) 668-0182

New Hampshirv Reagan for Pronident Committe . 1-800-562-3816

February 21, 1980

Attorney David C. Hamblett
%NASHUA TELEGRAPH
60 Main Street
Nashua, New Hampshire 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
procedures previously agreed to by the participants
and the Nashua Telegraph will apply.

In view of the FEC ruling that the Nashua Telegraph
Company cannot expend funds for 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 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 expeided by them
should the Bush Campaign refuse to contribute their
share.

Verv truly yours,

W. Stephen Thayer, Esq.
Deputy Legal Counsel
Reagan for President Committee

WS T ces

Enclosure

cc: Fi le

l1cei<,irn for 'resic]-ent U SCtlil t(itJf I)iul i , C Ian; i y tuchunan, Treasurcr.
/\ ,(O )Y of ir tCfi(,re i' filed v it d J v il )l f rvo mii i t t:c 1!,-drl l cCti,),l C imriini i rio], \\/ )L.(_. 2040 3



REAGAN for PRESIDENT
.4

9841 Airport BoUle\ard
Suite 143,0
Los Angles. California 90045 r r,
(213) 670-9161

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 both of the above 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 Telegraph
with making an illegal corporate contribution to George Bush's

Ocampaign. Our committee has no knowledge of whether or not
the Bush Committee was the recipient of such a corporate con--
tribution.

MUR 1178 seems to charge REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT with mak-
.nq an excessive contribution to the George Bush campaign.
hLK; is based upon our payment of the $3500 in out-of-pocket

costs or the Nashua Telearaph debate. T will not co---nt In

_LU SA i Arnrs Anrmp.nt problems such an interpretation of
the law would raise. Suffice it to say the theory of the com-
p}laint: torders on the frivolous. However, the very facts reci-
ted I MEI', 1179 make it clear that the REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT
CulmiLttA2c should be dismissed as a party in MUR 1178. Govc r 1r0L
Kueauan 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
Ln connection with the matters discussed in MUR 1178 & 1179.

Yours truly,

Loren A. Smith
Leneral Counsel

.\ ~ ~ ~ o l , I l ( tl ,ItIl l j ' l ' I[ I , f l l ;lh i l ' ! i l l l h ' ( If'l ! ,' d t ' 1, l , 111 +' I , w 1( t " : .l , I n"''.'< ; l l '' ' 1%11 _ml;



GEORGE BUSH FOR /,=..- ,,

732 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 1 Not ahigo71,,t ~'30MR~ , M~ 0 North Post Oak Road7,32 North Washington r2.t - Suite 208
Alc7a)ri, Virginia 22314 Houston, Texas 77024

(703) 83)0-5705 (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

Dear Mr. Steele:

C 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 Presidential campaign committee. Senator Dole's
conlplaInt, dated Fehruary 22, 1980 was just received in our office
this date_. I assume therefore that we may submit our response

vrthin '5 (lays of the receipt of such complaint.

This i 1 t o- o o n ;.firm that- we will be ,ep;resented by oUr Cene ral
Tounsel, Voberl.A P. Vi ' . i. tIhI m ter rid t "t he 1. u.h rized o
rQ(P1 i ve any noti fica/tioiS and other communications from the Commission

1tb rogard to thi matter. All sirh rnmm.s,7icatis 1e,!d bc forwar,,i m t uuu r AV I r ii , L , It & ....
( ectict~t Ave., N .W. Washington. D.C. III, 2I/) 0 0

D i S 14C ~ y--1 O
S-- i n) c Fe r e 1 y,

-' ,Jflt; A. Baknr, Il
Cha i ri an

.\nrt A. *~!' e~mhorn , tsc1



GEORGE BUSH FOR PRESDN

732 North Washington Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

(703) 836-5705

9Q6995
710 North Post Oak Road

,lvSuite 208
Houston, Texas 77024

(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

Dear Mr. Steele:

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

This is to confirm that we will be represented by
our General Counsel, Robert P. Visser, in this matterand that 1e is authori.ed to receive any notification
and other communications from the Commission with regard
r .a Lh~: matr, All such conrniunications should be for-
warded to him at his law firm: c/o Peabody, Rivlin,
LarnbeLrL & Mevers, 1150 Connecticut Ave. , N.W. , Washington,
D.C 2036 209/457-1000.

Sincerely,

A

6/mes A. Baker, III
Chairman

JAB: 2
c "Anne A. Weissenborn, Esquire

U.,

,, ,o[ r) C~l [ [, ) n :11i ur i t th t he H[ et zd I Iect Tou (*jm m isswon an,!

I,1 a J 6i'. €,m ,e lp , ' L jL%e t j or) Ihc it (,hvra | Ic it. ii (,',i!U T!l.. , .I V I rhai :: ._ .y ..

... '.1
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GEORGE BUSH FOR PRESIDENT

732 North Washington Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

(703) 836-5705

906995
710 North Post Oak Road

Suite 208
Houston, Texas 77024

(713) 467-1980

March 12, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
fenerpfl Counsel.
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1179

Dear Mr. Steele:

Reference is made to your letter dated February 27,
1980 with regrd to th above ref erenced matter.

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
to thig matter. All s % v- co nications shoul be for-
warded to him at his law firm: c/o Peabody, Rivlin,
Lambert & Meyers, 1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20036. 202/457-1000.

Sincerely,

6 'ames A. Baker, III
Chairman

-JAB : j c
CC: Anne A.

9 C : jd

Weissenborn, Esquire

A copy of our rcport is on fit with the Federal Flecwn Commission and
ol~l~i c Irtlm the' i-edcrai F'lction onrnmissirn. Washington,. 1) C. 20463



tEORGE BUSH FOR PRESIDENT

732 North Washington Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

(703) 836-5705

710 North Post Oak Road
Suite 208

Houston. Texas 77024
(713) 467-1980

March 12, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1179

Dear Mr. Steele:

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

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
to this matter. All such communications should be for-
warded to him at his law firm: c/o Peabody, Rivlin,
Lambert & Meyers, 1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20036, 202/457-1000.

Sincerely,

James A. Baker, III
Chairman

JAB: jc
cc: Anne A. Weissenborn, Esquire

A -, 'A "1- r ms t fr on ic [i'l tn i n mr ii iiv (.o m vi don
A.Ahiyhlc 1'' purchase from the FedraI't wnn (Commion, Washington. 1) C. 20463



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D,C. 20463

February 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

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

Re: MUR 1179

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on February 25,
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a com-
plaint 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 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the
complaint is e-c-!no . W- have nu e .. thils UcL.....

MUR 11.79. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demon-
strate, in writing, that no action be taken against
your committee in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt
of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on
the available information.

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

This matter will remain confidential in ae'ordancewith 2 U S.C. § 437gfa) (4) (B) and S 437g( ) (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 representation stating the name, address and tele-
phone number of such counsel, and a statement authorizing



0

such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.

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

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



GEORGE BUSH FOR PRESIDENT ,':f
IV .rthWv-,hinigton Strect

exandria. Virginia 22314

Charles .J. Stepl", 'squire
Genera' Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, ?]0W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

0



TE10RAPH PUBLISHIN COMPY 4 MA
*@ MAIN STREKET MMS.
NASNUA. N. M. Art" AUDIT BUREAU O1

0o1 D0a CIRCULATION* AND

TEL. 2.274tIAT 
PE

UNITED PRE1S INTERNATIONAL
ESTASLISNED ISM

March 12, 1980.

'i'

Federal Election Commission,

1325 K Street,

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

ATTENTION: Robert 0. Tiernan, Chairman.

Re: HUR 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

Telegraph maintains that no violation of the Federal Election Campaign

ct%. (CA) has occurred and that the files on the above matters should

be closed for the following reasons:

1) As stated in the reply of February 21, 1930 by the Telegraph

to the Commission in respect to MURS 1167, 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. Representatives

of Governor Ronald Reagan have agreed to advance to the Telegraph

Publishing Company the sum of $3,500.00 to be used toward such expenses
P h o *' Id 1 o'

PO "Old.



Federal Election Commission,
March 12, 19809
Page Two.

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 ch('ck in the amount of $3,500.00 from the 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

share." The expenses incurred by the Telegraph including "in kind re-

sources" in order to sponsor, conduct, direct and stage the subject

debate, in.cluding advertising in the Nashua Telegraph, did not 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

directly or indirectly in payment of the cost of such debate. 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 letter of February 21, 1980, advised

the Commissi[on that it intended to limit the debate to the participation

9



Federal Election Commission,
March 12, 1980,
Page Three.

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. Al. of the foregoing in fazt 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 to invite the other Republican candidates to participate in

the debate. As stated ir the above letter from the Reagan for President

Committee to the Telegraph under date of February 21, 1980: "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." (Copy enclosed.) Such procedure was outlined

in letters under date of Fphbriry !, 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 President Committee. Further,

such procedures were reaffirmed also orally between counsel for the

Telegraph and counsel for the Reagan for President Committee as well
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Federal Election Commission,
March 12, 1980,

Page Four.

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.

5) The Telegraph did not violate 2 U.S.C. 441(a) since all expenses

of the debate, including "in kind resources" were completely covered by

the $3,500.00 advanced by the Reagan fojr President Committee.

6) The Telegraph was not in fact promoting the candidacy of George

Bush over the other candidates, but rather carrying out a debate between

Governor Reagan and Ambassador Bush as had been agreed to bptwppn the

two candidates, the expenses of such debate being fully covered by the

$3),500^.00 advanced and the procedures being carefully adhered to by the

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

its action in closing its files on the prior complaints. Accordingly,

1' -7 7
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Federal Election Comission,
March 12, 1980,
Page Five.

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

Enclosure.



0 REAGAN PRESIDENT
51 High Street

Former Gov. Lane Dwinell Manchester, New Hampshire 03104

NChirtm e 
(603) 668-0182

N.. H.rpihir Rg for .i.t Cmit 1-800-562-3816

February 21, 1980

Attorney David C. Hamblett
%NASHUA TELEGRAPH
60 Main Street
Nashua, New Hampshire 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
procedures previously agreed to by the participants
and the Nashua Telegraph will apply.

In view of the FEC ruling that the Nashua Telegraph
Company cannot expend funds for 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 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 NaLu -P Telerph
and may be used for the total amount expended by them
should the Bush Campaign refuse to contribute their
share.

Very truly yours,

W. Stephen Thayer, E.sq.
Deputy Leqal Counsel
Reagan for President Committee

WST:ces

Enclosure

cc: File

cagan for Fresident -United Statcs Senator Paul Laxalt Chairman; Bay Buchanan, Treasurer.

A ipy off ur report is i iedwith and availahle tronm the Federal Liection Commision, Washington, D.C. 20463



REAGAN for PRESIDENT

9841 .\irport BoulevardSSuit('1430

Los ,\nge ks, California 90045 V r
_____________________I(21,3) 6i70-9161%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 should be taken as our committee's formal

response to both of the above 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 Telegraph

with making an illegal corporate contribution to George Bush's

campaign. Our committee has no knowledge of whether or not

the Bush Committee was the recipient of such a corporate con-
tLibution.

MUR 1178 seems to charge REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT with mak-

ing an excessive contribution to the George Bush campaign.

This is based upon our payment of the $3500 in out-of-pocket

costs for the Nashua Telegraph debate. I will not comment on

the serious First Amendment problems such an interpretation of

the law would raisC. Suffice it to say the theory of tho com-

plaint borders on the frivolous. However, the very facts reci-

ted in MUJR 1179 make it clear that the REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT

Commaiittee 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 tie 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/ym

\ (iI~,\ ()r~t I (m ixi \\'fl l~t-- 'i\'JII .l I. .r pur r - li H L hit, I, r( ri M ( %, u Mth 
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20463

February 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joann M. McSorley
Assistant Treasurer
Dole for President Committee, Inc.
104 North St. Asaph Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dear Ms. McSorley:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your com-
plaint of February 24, 1980, against Telegraph
Publishing Company, Inc. which alleges violations of the
Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has been
assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondent
will be notified of this complaint within 5 days and a
recommendation to the Federal Election Commission as to
how this matter should be initially handled will be made
15 days after the respondent's notification. You will
be notified as soon as the Commis in t.aks final action
on your complaint. Should you have or receive any
additional information in this matter, please forward it
to this officeC. For your information, we have attached
a brief description of the Commission's procedures for
handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

February 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

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

Re: MUR 1179

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on February 25,
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a com-
plaint which alleges that you may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We
have numbered this matter MUR 1179. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demon-
strate, 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 is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

Please s.ubmit ay factua or legal materials which

you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of
this matter. Mhere apprupriate, statements should be
submitted under oath.

T his matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(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
of representation stating the name, address and telephone
number of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such
counsel to receive any notifications and other communi-
cations from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Anne
Weissenborn, the attorney assigned to this matter at
(202) 523-4035. For your information, we have attached
a brief description of the Commission's procedures for
handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
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such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure

Complaint
Procedures

cc: Robert P. Visser

George Bush for President
710 North Post Oak Road
Suite 208
Houston, Texas 77024

I
/
A ~

/ INN\ I.



II"

I I I I d *i

I'i ,lii( I i ~ l I I { k 'i

, I! ] [ L € ' I , " 1 t!, I , ,

' iPi O1N

L H III I, I
* 1
'~1

. .. .. ..... .....

''I , " ; I~ i l'Ix

I IM I I I I)I I IVI K'i

A CI A()RF4;S.( TO

t (

IU4M ! 1,.00, w"

~-;7~

,1

,~./N.
(Th

A' 1

AN

(I

<t~

A.~ ~.

U- 'Pf I, NO

S I .f I A LS

• £

I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 27, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

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

Re: MUR 1179

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on February 25,
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a com-
plaint 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
96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1179. Please
refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance
with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) 1,nless
you notify the Commission in writinq 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 communi-

-11- 1- 11 .......... ...
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cations from the Commission.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

Loren Smithcc:
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BPV~j jiig: 05
February 24, 1980

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 January 8, 1980 (hereinafter "the Act").

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

o 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 circulation in New Hampshire known as Nashua Telegraph.

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
kepublican nomination for election to the office of President, George Bush
and Ronald Reagan. The Corporation did in fact limit participation in the
debate to those two candidates, to the exclusion of all other candidates for
the Republican nomination for election to the office of President.

On issuance of the order by the Federal Election Commission on February 21,
1980, the Reagan for President Committee agreed to pay the costs of such debate.
Hdviny dgreed to pay those costs, the Reagan for President Committee apparently
believed it was acting as sponsor of the event., and accordingly, invited the
other Republican candidates to participate in the debate. However, it is on
public record (i.e., radio, television and newspaper accounts) that the
Corporation never relinquished control of the debate and continued to direct,
control and stage the event, specifically refusing 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 Washington-Star
of February 24, 1980.)

By retaining sole control of the staging of the debate, the corporation was
apparently incurring expenses which would be considered "in kind" contributions
made for the purpose of influencing an election and made in connection with a
Federal election (Sections 301(8), 301(9) and 316(a) of the Act).

104 N. St. Asaph St., Alexandria, Va. 22314 703/836-8681

Paid for by the Dole Committee An McLaughlin, Treasurr Corporate contributions prohibited by law A copy of our reporl S filed with and is available for pijrchase irori the Federal Election Commission, Washinglto. D C
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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. It s clear from the Corporation'ms actions
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 Election 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.

Si ncerely,

DOLE FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE, INC.

By:' i'
Assistant Treasurer

:1' _

City of Alexandria,
Subscri bed and sworr
this <J -day

NTARY PULICI

Vi rg in ia.
1 to before mie
)f February, 1980.

My Comimission expires- '



THE WASHI#,ON STAR -- Sunday, February 244,980

GOP Rivals Gang Up
On Bush as Debate
Turns Into a Brawl

By Jack W. Germond
and .iules Wilcover

\t;rl, ll!* ,)11i 1 h~ l ll ;l V' d 'ihh)I

N\SIIA, N. II - The Republican
p)r'c.si(Ic'tinial ('7017 l) i p tlj)ed into
ali ngy' blwl h 'Ict, last flight.

l')ur ' adidalc walked offT a de-
bate tag' a ad castigated George
uh in htrsl terms after lie refused

to ill!I)w theiii to join a debate sched-
ited ht W(,cai Ronald Reagan and

himl. -.a.. aIat tr he refused even
to l11cel wlill thilml to discuss the

lt']p. ,]()lll H7 Anderson accused
1l'757 1)1 ''a llitveSty Oil the whole
d e l' l l t !(' V ' )(,'( t,.; " a lit o f slo w in g
10 11 i l ''a 07; a~b a't I l7IisC of his
"p1i:i'rii lat1 ., ,ra tiLe Icader of the
litid ()t RPimbhicin presidential

\lili - i', ll ' i Id If. l;ikcr Jr,
-, 7t7tlll 1 () It m,l '. )) Iti i I a.s 1li

17t li7 77)777') ( 'Cll l l"lic "'(ar1's
71 1\Y 7l1ivl 17 i i 77i )'.'177t)tiLgltly"
'' i i1 llil(l' ,I 7ll7t'iy ''Ol\'('d

tI'l" 7 >ll 7 ii ) tl rf ')) 1,)7 (t't l 7tL

,l11)il.((l d 17 by'lit' 17)r-hu 'l'el'.gi'taph,
<,ItI '!7 V 7i77177, 77( t.7.1 1''5 ton sax

Ii h7 7)1 ' i 1 ' 1wi' (I lbi t _ hat o' had

1,7i1,7fl ll , f illll7 ); tl ) r )1'resideit
1<7 ) 7,I; 1 1 7T71 7.t ' ]7], 1)t kilktl hill

1{ 777','i 77 7 ''71,.7.] 7 \ i'a il i 1 ljl i' i , O-

1" c i 777'i ''7' 1 i 71 ) i(' zi7 )l'ld h 'ty ll' t i '

(d1 H1i71) I foi7'tir1iil

'T1i'l i h 
m  

iltilck ac-'

7. 1777 . ', 1'tl liti( 'I-, A\lld rsoll,
,%{'I i/(> l! l lldi "( 1)tl. ,J()Illl (C rillt

71i' e7i77k', lici 'd ' 'xcfpt for ,ol1hl 13
('7i7i] ' in,'i wa>'ui5 o f t) ile. sltate

w I17 11 17 11"1 (ll t 71)77'.
17777 'A ( i 'l l 71 I I7 I Ililite" silowed.

171 ' 1 177N I I11 1 i 1777 ' "' ' , 17 I I .'.S it'-

I I I I ' 7 c s 1t (2-

ItA ii ) I',7) 7' 11 1 I''5 V

I T\ lI t It c ii J l-' i 
' 

y TLI . I I

,.11 717'i t li<llJli1. 71171771t 7ide:s 1(717

11it It 7177'1 11)77'7h l1i7'1)I77i7 till'
> 

51'il)))

II 1 c77t 17 r7 J7t,7 'I. l 177'u)h h

' '17771 '11 7 1d il I l t I] 1h1)
7.1' ll 7 h717177 t7 III 171 711i 1 lilt' '77.'t''

S I ! I,; ! 77 . . , l~ li 1
!)l , ~ l,.l !i, .. !,i li~ 1 ' ! ! "i

"

turned 111) tfr a lebate and Reagan
0acreuoi I .i ktiow wh9."

As it developed, it was Bush who
proved to he the sticking point. And
when Reagan and tlhe tour other
candidates sought a face-to-face
meeting with hi, Bush would not
agree. He also tirnetd down a request

See I)EBATE, A-5
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THE WASHINGTON STAR -- Sunday, February 24, 1980

Debate of GOP Rivals Turns Into Brawl
Continued From Al1
lttr sucih at Ieeting brought to lillil
(ii hctalf ot lite othe candidatles by
New I lampshl Ire's senior Reltiblican,
S it (;nrdon liii llii hry.

It was hal, as lrlich as anyti ri.'.
lli:0 inhii'iat ed his rival;, 'TIcy filed
m t Ilic tiall as tile debate bagoll set

Ii1 ,, ill- i ob llt , I lliilltes late.
'l'llei I. fluririan Pouliot, tlii'lcii pu -

i~s,' i 'lo The Telegraph, inltrod incd
Reaga, arid Blsh and said tile font'
to llit'r canit it l,'es would h)e allv t d
ti Irake{ statemielts at the end ( tlhi('
(Icllilt, ttween Reagan and ush

,on hll recii, i1 representatl\t' (it
lie palter, ile began the fon'oia l-
ito's Reaigani asked for timie to speak

__A" lit startcd, Breen said, ''Will
Ihe' ,toir nman please turn Mr Rea -

anl 'S Ii l(' tltiitie oil."
Raenll, ta"Iirig atl hi in, shotl bok,

''I a u Xll , for this I i r(til llti
%I[' re.'cU. T e e Cr'owd C hCUt ced

vcoeagall lh(Ill s lie had iceidelo
T(o hIo:o]'ui lit' (Il hat e to iiel ride all
('8nl/hi(httt'', it hr rho-re' tv~t.s wldteC ~ ~ ~ ~~ c ,,ric 1(I.llll'c l' \""d-;
l(T I'C;1d . l ( Ill lls( )ll re ltlc ( [ 1w lt
ltiil 1 111 lit, I poi srllso andI I pl

p('o' I slhould hiailt' crh
R( -agani sjiit t11c riCwstialicr had I'

fli !, ti, It) ;! 'C I() ti he change IU' 0 'ii

t hst1'i : '. 1 fir l It th)llgtll i \valkiri
Oll) 11 I ll wll h ell p lk d Tlii

w mil pvuo "i8 lill " 11 ' Ill w ll t , t ill
2,00 (}( t zr: ii , \whi} hlzd jw c~ked Ilic(

,i xx I. o i'llll. "il I wt ll t ( a to )

A'InoWlcl

f tll IH OW lilape Iti bt.' esieged tiV
Vt'lttir'cis. ,'ider'soii dt's',Crlibt'd whal
htd Ialttaplltoiit.d a lid cilrictded
''('Ieail' I t' r.slipolsibilit't f(r t ii
tIrat'.. "," ()I/ itI. whole d ()eiicr 'lll('
It V it''5;s I t ll Mr Bush "

Iktaher Owtnii ,'Iinned il l 'Iv In
ill pohitic,' 15 vc' Irs anld l hls Is Ihe
lliii t 1 r:int"
thlh t is e5(tt ditt(il' I've( C('i"T se(Ol

('ra~t' t'aut!d tile ctillr)virt' v ti
Wtn'r ll "Aind h said ' tith t li

iii I' i :li' Sli

W"Hil, htis owh; 11m I{l(w t, a Cl kwor hi
Ililt.' () p (i t' ' , l I ] . ) i u ( -

h~~~ilo 1",i" hTrccr !l

)t(e ;aml. ''I lh11tii,1 t I tas "milt'
11it ' l c I 'illt 't Po'li.'ve tfilus

,ill t,% t Xltpa'llI 111', In raik-atI
.... ~ ~ 11 ex l i 0{, .. . .:

to people who go to Yale. You don't
.siic on your colleagues. I think
Giorgec has a little explaining to do."
I)(c added he had told Bush on tit(
.I ia ,, "I said they'll be another day,

,Li an .nd both salid re-
Ipcilcdly thal lBush was trying to use
hi, poiisitioni to slifle debate and
BaIhcr suggest('d it could lead 1o
\vlal to' called "divisiveness*' ill ite
Rlci lhlicani Party.

Wlhat was apparent was that thi,
;iIready had hatpened. Although
Baker said he would support Bush if
he weret nominated, he added: "lie's
not wearing that crown very well."
When Ilie four were asked if this was
a st-lli-Bush cabal, Dole replied, "No,
i is is lust lit lle chance meeting."
Tlen lie added: "'They stiffed us ..

hllat's what they did." Several of the
ca didal , lien argued that the con-

lV ic 'l'S VOiiId illealii (vell greater
d( te(irmiation oi thcir own paf'ts,

nd1 I)(lc hiroke up l tie press confer-
cr071 w'heii hc said, "I think I'll an-

(icil ncaai. ' ' r'olliahia ove-
atiwi'd the debale itself ill which

Blusl am1 Reagan finally spent Q0
lll i tes laki iig questions froni a
pancl )1 reporters anid the audience.

It li h m, the scene was miore
atppr)pl late to a clallpiolshipl has-

itbt(', (.'liter's wellt I rOlill Bush '
ippo1 ti( I'r ' wlil lie went il) to thu

plalor')a ;nd took his seat. More
Aeer' (8 w heri R('agal did the

:.! nn d'ia i,' l crilplt d wh cl I)(-
ild itn wzuikIcd the nther four con-
eU 11( d'r's-

'I'lie Inil' dli illviled guests sl od
hciiii ro t(, diehate !.ab!e and waved

to the lar-ge crowd, evoking even
roire cliers. In the stands, groups
sull)trting the various candidates
started chantinig for them: "We want
Reagan '""....ye want Bush!"

'"Ilaa gettr rig ,osound more like
tiox Ii , Ich''h," said Pouliot pub-

lshuer ()I The Telegraph, the original
spt stir. "It the rear are four other
caridriales who have not' been
rrivted by The Nashua Telegraph."
'That reinark evoked loud boos.

''(;(I ilicni chairs!" a woman htgh
ii the slands called out, and the
crowd cheered once again.

Tile Reagan scheme to change the
i l'nual was halcicd by campaign
nianager ,otin Scars after polling
data showed 111M Iiatsh had gained
groind after the debate last Wednes-
day in whici all the candidates ap-
pear'd.

\\'liat tie devised was a situation in
which Reagan might profit if all the
candid(ate s a11tpearcd and interest in
the debai' was defiis'd or, alterna-
tiet1', a sil ation in which Bush
wtinild he thcit villain in preventing
liuotlers lrom beiig heard.

Whelh(r lit coturoversy will af-
fit Itit' result n tihe primary 48
]ltii r'sq aW a is an ,i/ " o nqt i(i .

l)()ilc, H(r (tl t', lil)ics to capitalize
. !hte situtitt ii Ie ,'and he would

,\t't'I)iti than{ll~ks ibmOl the1ii1i C(1'1t' , candidates after they

walku'd (oti Sears smiled and said,
'.,'( ]u,;t party ui 1licrs.'L. ....I
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THE WASHINGTON POST -- Sunday, February 24, 1980

A Polite Republican Race
Takes Turn for the Bitter

By David S. Broder
and !,ou Cannon

WashIngr (M PO,.t Staff Wri rs

N\SHUA, NIL, Feb. 23-,The

and Bob Dole and Reps. John IL
Anderson and Philip M. Crane,
had to content themselves with
being introduced at the beginning

P)lite riepur)itcan presidential rave ana allowed to make brief state-
exploded in anger tonight against ments at the end.
presumed front-runner (;eor-ge Off stage, the four jilted con-
i3ush about the issue of who had tenters denounce(d Bush even
the right to debate him thre, days more than they did the newspaper
l)eftire the New flampshire pri. that conceived the one-on-one en-
roarv' (ounter., "('learl' he esponsi!)il.~o ' oth r ( -) (o r it' for this travesty is onl Bush,"Faro(I,; ieol hea riP es , joinf Anderson said. fie charged thatrionah i It'eaian in (jotdenrined " any man seeking the highest of-ush adf the Nashua Telegraph fice in the land . would showiusit a id t ba ealoeph that kind of arrogan,- before the
for insi.+tinma, thai. IReagan alone e fls I h ..to "i l
ollowed I dhato Bush before an, o first prim ar in h .tite. ,!" i. al-e.ycited audience of 2,000 In the eost unithinka thle.Nashua i Schoaker, angrer- liar iany r1lgb iho rg hap d ever seen himin, calledlhsh'S (,anlpaign manager, it "the niost flagranti effort" to

eflame A. Baker I11, said the stifle debate. "It is art effort toe Ntr " raordnarY, trot e,-d wvas "a set C iilute closed-doiri policies."
uki SH(1 Y e(i tiat it's stop Itakte- ard tie otirers chargedGeore Bushi ltire ith 1 011 that MIsh hiad r'efut sed to meetrt-est ed )i'poeted ageht %i Fian and the rest of them

ig poinls off BrIJh in the I) . i e ha t ta, r f b" i s. .e ":nh n whe ( If. h& is tr te front

( r r t, S , n l, w r r I I i k e r i S e e ) ' A T I I A' I ( " o h. I



Race Explodes Into Anger
olai'
:a il

,io total integrity and honor," lusih

I llis anl\%cr produced applause, hul
the l ilest applause of' the e'enin.. -.
a full minute, which rioderator Breen
itteiupted with a threat to close the
(IIialel .- canie when Reagan answered
a i.t e I ion aboot what he would (o to
help \ ict na will veterans who had
beeln harmed by a defoliant known as

.. ".\pent Orarige."

"\'e owe thei an apology for the

)Ayo, they have been treated . .. and
we must give treni a promise never

' to let ther fight arid die for a \Nar
tlir governnient will never ict tlhei
milr," Reagan said.

Bush said the government should ill
ve.ti.pate and "make the proper settle111lll.ll "

..\l1irugh the substance of the ie
bate N;as overshadowed by it'e ii'
stage arid preliminary fireworks, Bush
and IHeagan broke new ground in some
area, arid defined their difterences
rio''i .ltir', thati they had i)efoit-,,

ikea.a i. for tie first irti,'e said that
l it" hiai , lolli ' o sin1e past'' It u a

(headlille should be ce fo],r cl ac ',,'

\i('ric 1li .i.i.ta ne, in Iran. A hhii a 
,

l I Co l dgiI I' that lie was Trol .'crt;l

suitl tIc LS. gutover' neiit sll,)il(I t'l

Irulli ai' tllt 'it i S. 'I1cii tlicll t "I

to ci a:+ ol this dat. oir s cihet in n
}in t I to haptie ,"
\\hile Bush confessed to a "'oun'

liosta'ge.' release, lie reaffirmed Ili.>
utlport of' Pre.,ident .'ater's p icii'l':,,

sa, ig. 'There is no siimple answer'' to
; iin' their freedoin antd. meanw1'ileo.

Iher, is tie advantage of of re , ,'
their lives.

Bush was pressed to explain a re

cent newspaper interview somie had

interpreted as saying that he believed

the United States could base its policy

on surviving a nuclear war. He said

flatly, "It is not possible .... The way
to win it is to deter it, by keeping the
country stronv." Bush said.

Reagan said the Soviets are operat
iu on the premise that a nuclear \ ar
is \oinnable. but said the danger t)f
-uh a war is not imminent becauise
the Soviets are moving toward stra-
leule superiority but ha\e not :ei

achlived it,
B, olh men ruled out the use of tar

teal )ue!ear weapons in the Persian
Gull. Bush said the security of the
I eaol I depends on "revlrsing Ihe de
('il ie in U.S. con ventiornal forces.
and Heagan said the United States
could make the Soviet Union "retreat
a little, by putting a blockade around
('ilr uAti they renro'e thiri' trlo)-
fror \l Ianistan."

I't h ca rlidlates \(C hc \iiu ;u1)

laul () orh ir tii ll' ( li i ll ch ) i'.t '2
!-! I t "'!1! _,! . w h io, k IT t,'( \x: ( 'V ) 1r O(

ironi their i)a,,i(.. stulp speeceis. Bill
alter ;rd, at i)ostl-debate tie 5 cciil

l(l''lt''.. 11('' \Ncre' p)cpplel'ed \, t 1)

(11e',t ions about their pre-debate cow
t.,,an and his press secretary, Jim

Lake. said hey had called the paper
duringp the day because they did not
want the onus of sponsoring a debate
which the leederal Election Commis-
sion had found unfair, Reagan paid
lie hecame concerned because he was,
in effect, sponsoring the debate by
paying its cost.

\When lake called a Bush aide to
say he was "caving" on the issue,
Bsli ramrai'-n chairman Baker inter-
preted this as a sign that Reagan
wan ted to pull out entirely.

\part from the merits of this dis-
pule, there was, a general feeling
amon~g ca np followers on both sides
that kea'_'an had profited from be-
coming ryIl

''it reaI got tre adrlalin flowing
which w just what we needed,"

slid Rea-an's \ew Eingland coordina-
tor. (erald ('a-Iiei.

eagtn was asked what effect he
ihouLili th' dehate would have, and
r'i li(:l, '"'i hc otlY LliPlo I can think
wl i- ilm I onir al ' , \%)iI '0 ,et a hell-
ii loi ()I attei min tion the [Nashua]

.Sim'ii wr i it /orris contribiacd
11II~ /,' ii f/'/
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Well-Mannered
D)EBATE. From Al

I'tL11ilI'i" Baker said. "he wears that
I Ill\ 'I most 1.0 levoinglly.'
IIIv said. "George Bush torpedoed

1,1 ii lit .. lie had better find
llll:.,.ltI~i pkhrialty." Dole said that

I ',l lush as he 'was leaving tihe
,4 * "Ti'rt'll h' allotther day,

i'' 'ail, 'I woildt't lend o1nie
III o,1 it(iniacy to this fraud,"

1lw four said they would work to
dii, i ' ,v e Bu,-h of the t,(-)P nominatiot,
hut lir '\ stopped short of saying they

oMLild hI-k any other candidate or or-
--iiltr a stop-Bush effort. Baker sum-
11 4,triled tile views of his colleague
,' fiictitors when he said, ''If George
Iti-l i. I he notiiet'. I will support

(him), but T will do everything 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 h, the Nashua newspaper," he
said, "and I will play by their rules."

Ilis campaign manager, James A.
Baker Ill, said he had told the others
that "It wasn't our call-it was the
Telegral)h's call."

Asked why Bush had refused to
meet tie other candidates, James
Baker said, "That would have been
somewhat unwise. It was five against
one."

Within the gymnasium. the scene
\'as stormy. The crowd, alternating in
''eo's of "'We Want Reagan," and
"Bush. Bush." had waited for the de-
hale to begin for 40 minutes past the
ched uled tire, with many members

of the audience obviously not aware
( i(' I L',otiatiois delaying the pre

oluzh callie in first, smiling, lie ,.a
tollo\ 'ed I)y an obviously ang rl'1y
I-<-';,un and the four other candidates-

wli,) reniimied sianding awkwardly h)e
tiid the desk where the two invited

(lba.iii c and Nashua Telegraph exec-
uiV', edilor Jon Breen, the moderator,

(, rc s' eal oIe.

\\iil lerueen armOtLrced it woutld -e.
llidl a t\O-itll debate, Reagan at

Republi
tempted to explain how he had Wi
to include the other candidates.

"Will you please turn off GOy.
Reagan's microphone?" Breen said.

"I'm paying for this mieoplhiue,"
Reagan responded. and went on to
make an empassioned speech about wby
he had invited tl,e otJber candidats to
join him and Bush.

Reagan's comment was a reference
to the fact that his campaign organ]-
zation agreed to pay the $3,500 cost
of renting the high school, after the
Federal Election Commission ruled
that it would be an illegal corporate
contribution for The Nashua Tele-
graph to finance a debate from which
most of the Rtepublican contenders
were excluded.

When Reagan finished his tat even
some Bush partisans were applauding
him and the four shunned candldlates
were waving to the crowd. As they left
the stage. Reagan shook the hands of
each of them, while Bush remiined
seated. waiting for the formal pro-
ceedings to begin.

lReagan w s like a man aroused.
Somewhat pa ,,s'i-e in his first debate
\Ved-ml-day ni2ht, he completely domi-
nated tonights debate, punctuating
his conments with one-liners and fre-
tuently putlting Bush on the defet-

When the 69-ycarold Reaga, was
asked whether he believed in manda-
lory remirenent at 70, he replied, to
laug;hter. "Don't you think there's a
conflict of interest here'" Then he
said government should not be dictat-
in -, irnyone's retirement

When Bush -,was asked whether he
thought Reagan was too old to be pres-
idient and replied in the negative, Rea-
-an responded, "I agree with George
Bush."

Reagan said that Bush's proposal for
a $20 billion federal tax cut would
leave a $21 billion tax increase, be-
cause inflation would move many tax-
payers into higher brackets.

F3ush was peppered with questions
about his 1968 vote restricting mail-
order gun sales and about allegations
that he tailod to report contributions
piven him in 1970 trom a secret fund
or,2anized at President Nixon's direc-

iII , u, fund' que,.,tion provoked
-,ni, elouen' moment of the

, .l , lie "aid. with soine heat, that
l at i f reioi'te i ever inng as fatr as

* w' ;s awVnc( ;(md would have been
' 1-t claimn a contribution fromn

S !. it',.'h ti i li has been
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060$O i~ tww o i~ rowinners
zwj* t 0 debato was taking place?"

IdThe joint attaek go lBoo cap* at

~I~e* ~Iusing days in reo ~t BepUblicap po-

bow i n theearly

Of#zb to bt5 SO%t40brodn tbe,
44t 1to tnd$ eU nChApeA.
4 'he hd areed to pa for. the
A1 nt, it wol Itawb6 had borne
the iniat of the criticsm frt e

ltt f candidates whowe" t out
*tf erdaugin, Rusk's' Sdviien tall it, diferently-

to gett t ehpb *
r $Q ~ d Roald ~ that had o kgnafly scheduled the two-

as:, Into the dabate st nrg
the lu at Nashua Senior man 'deW bdfad' at Resagan told the

Telegraph he was going to pull out of

Aft 1,5W pailotm waited Inn thle"gym,
at d*'~*pa Of sorts was going': -n In
Ow-, 6tduvs. bs ne sAmi 0multi-

c~let4 sboe 1ocer.4s09d, the

J, Her e

candlda~es hAdmalso shown up -st -t*.e
high 60 aelmo ad- Wont* al In a
holdng room. At on* intte n
of thm 0flhtOW *lhta*' e

lioel oltie! drMmr, Chotles
Black.l ack wrc4-i ntoedto ask

Bus!. amaigmnagr.Jamea A.
Baker, If Bush would meet with
Reagan and the' tber cafidldatis.
Campaign -manager "Baker rejected

.'OW
-zary

The

It duo, th ' ba e andlWwo te

_0141d; have b~etn "nnw~sft* James
Bslensadddiig' "au, wai rive

lunt to debate but theyr gang up on

rrf the s~eo after twlm~ , -ktidW
from the deb6ate 1t tol4, Ujai; "'flt,
wll be another day Geor'o

The four men Said they Wmuld Work
to deprive Buish of the QOJ* nomi-
tUon, but they stopped short of saying

'E joly,1 Oack any~
;HbwaM' Baker sum-1

Lv wlie wf he saI4;:
"LI is the nominee, I wti

wIlldo averythin
I can 1Wdoes, ot happen."

by' the press afterl

doing * 'pig toyword." ff*
hear4 earlier that,
tqto cancel. Asked'

wh~o ho 4601.oW why. rThe
new110elhe wanted tW can-
O&,,why l don't go into

p my word."
~rIor and around the

0 111) 'th a tfdl'oomwhere the
2b wM ,ere i!rnbaoting BU&I ean-

"-* ag~aA f WllI tsdal na
slimn wbw'e Ieagawas *tIng
Basho,#, ~A oepm~pagn manager John

Sears 4a Wlngagainst the lock-
era. Ifewe smiling, Reagan aidei
Charles B1"ck. came up and shookl
Sea' ,hand. "Another day on thel
campaign trail," Sears said, smilingi
ait the end- of what be obviously ieftj
had been a day well spent.

Staff writer Art Harri8 contributed'
to tl;L reort.
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