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APPLICATION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMICUS BRIEF

TO THE HONORABLE TANI CANTIL-SAKAUYE, CHIEF
JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA, AND TO THE
HONORABLE ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF
CALIFORNIA, and pursuant to rule 8.520(f) of the California Rules of
Court, leave is hereby requested to file the attached brief as amicus curiae
on behalf of Erwin Chemerinsky, Dean of University of California,

Berkeley, School of Law, in support of Respondent.

INTEREST OF AMICUS CURIAE"

Amicus Erwin Chemerinsky (“Dean Chemerinsky”) seeks leave to
appear amicus curiae as a legal scholar to assist this Court in determining
whether SB 27 is, as Petitioners contend, irreconcilable with article 11,
section 5, subdivision (c) of the California Constitution. As a California-
based law professor and constitutional law scholar, Dean Chemerinsky has
developed expertise regarding constitutional and election law under both
the federal and California Constitutions. The proposed amicus brief
elaborates on three historical and interpretative points that are key to
demonstrating that the California Legislature acted within its broad
authority in enacting SB 27.

Dean Chemerinsky is well positioned to assist the Court in these
matters. He is Dean and Jesse H. Choper Distinguished Professor of Law
at University of California, Berkeley, School of Law. Before being named
Dean of Berkeley Law, he was the founding Dean and Distinguished
Professor of Law, and the Raymond Pryke Professor of First Amendment

Law, at the University of California, Irvine School of Law. Dean

* Amicus curiae affirms that no counsel for any party authored this brief in
whole or in part, and that no party, party’s counsel, or person or entity other
than amicus curie or his counsel contributed money intended to fund
preparing or submitting this brief.



Chemerinsky previously taught at Duke Law School for four years and at
the University of Southern California for 21 years. Dean Chemerinsky is a
nationally prominent expert on constitutional law and civil liberties and is
the author of eight books—including his treatise Constitutional Law:
Principles and Policies, the casebook Constitutional Law, and more than
200 articles in top law reviews. He frequently argues cases before the
nation’s highest courts and also serves as a commentator on legal issues for
national and local media. In 2016, Dean Chemerinsky was named a fellow
of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences. And in 2017, National
Jurist magazine again named Dean Chemerinsky as the most influential
person in legal education in the United States.
CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Dean Chemerinsky respectfully asks that
the Court grant his application for leave to appear as amicus curiae and
allow the attached brief to be filed.
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l. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

The Secretary of State’s Preliminary Opposition and Response to the
Order to Show Cause comprehensively identify relevant legislative history,
historical practice, and constitutional principles that make clear the
constitutionality of SB 27 under the California Constitution.

This brief elaborates on three points supporting that conclusion.
First, the text of California Constitution article 11, section 5, subdivision (c)
(“section 5(c)”) does not limit, and in fact supports, the Legislature’s ability
to enact SB 27. Petitioners fail to show there is even a conflict to be
resolved between the terms of the two provisions. Moreover, SB 27 is
consistent with the Legislature’s plenary authority to enact legislation,
including regarding elections, in the absence of specific constitutional
limitations. All powers not limited by the California Constitution are
permitted to the Legislature—a structure that differs from the federal
separation of powers arrangement—and this Court provides significant
deference to the Legislature’s enactments implementing the California
Constitution. The Legislature was empowered to enact SB 27 whether
through its plenary powers over elections generally or implementation of
the term “recognized” in section 5(c) specifically. Second, a comparison of
article 1, section 5(c) to similar provisions in other states reinforces that
California has made a considered choice not to endow the Secretary of
State with sole authority to place candidates on the primary ballot as
Petitioners contend. Third, SB 27 is consistent with and indeed promotes
the same goals of openness in presidential primaries as Proposition 4
(which enacted the constitutional language at issue), particularly when
viewed in the context of the wave of reforms contemporaneous to
Proposition 4, including the Federal Election Campaign Act and the

California Political Reform Act.



II. BACKGROUND

A. 1970s Election Reforms

California’s election reforms in the 1970s must be viewed in the
context of the nationwide focus on election reform at the time, intended to
promote fairer elections through informed voter choice and control. In
1972, Congress passed the Federal Election Campaign Act (“FECA”),
enacting provisions for disclosure of contributions directed at the issue of
hidden money in politics. (Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, Pub.L.
No. 92-225 (Feb. 7, 1972) 86 Stat. 3.) After the Watergate scandal,
Congress in 1974 amended FECA to place limits on campaign
contributions and expenditures. (Federal Election Campaign Act
Amendments of 1974, Pub.L. No. 93-443 (Oct. 15, 1974) 88 Stat. 1263; see
also 2 U.S.C. 88 431-455.) The 1974 amendment also established funding
for presidential elections, presidential primaries, and national party
nominating conventions. (26 U.S.C. 8§ 9001-9042.)

Likewise, California undertook significant election reform in the
1970s. The Legislature placed on the ballot, and the voters approved, the
Political Reform Act of 1974, “the cornerstone of campaign finance and
reporting laws in California.” (Ford, Chapter 16: Combating Dark Money
in California Politics (2014) 46 McGeorge L.Rev. 335, 337; see Diamond
et al., California’s Political Reform Act: Greater Access to the Initiative
Process (1975) 7 Sw.U. L.Rev. 453 (hereafter California’s Political
Reform Act).) The Political Reform Act was the “most comprehensive
political reform package since the adoption of the initiative, referendum and
recall into the California constitution in 1911.” (Id. at p. 454.) “The
drafters of [the Political Reform Act] designed a schematic series of laws to
provide California residents and voters a greater degree of governmental
supervision over the political process. These laws were deemed necessary

because the legislative and executive departments had been generally
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unresponsive to political reform.” (1d. at pp. 463-464.) One of the
“fundamental tenets of the act,” (Ford, supra, 46 McGeorge L.Rev. at

p. 337) was that “[p]ublic officials, whether elected or appointed, should
perform their duties in an impartial manner, free from bias caused by their
own financial interests or the financial interests of persons who have
supported them.” (Gov. Code, § 81001, subd. (b).)

Also in this period, political parties’ control over presidential
primaries was increasingly viewed as hampering voter choice in California
elections. Of particular concern was that political parties were limiting the
candidates who appeared in presidential primaries to so-called “favorite
sons.” (See Editorial, Open Primary Wins Strong Voter Favor, Redlands
Daily Facts (June 8, 1972) p. 18, attached as Exhibit A [“That Proposition 4
was strongly favored by the voters is no occasion for surprise. The public
has long been fed up with the artificial primaries in which a Governor has
kept the main candidates from other states off the ballot by declaring
himself a Favorite Son. The Legislature, supported by the voters, has
clipped the wings of our Governors.”]; Kossen, The Last Winner Take All?,
San Francisco Examiner (May 28, 1972) p. 8, attached as Exhibit B [“Four
years ago [Reagan] was not the first Governor to limit the voters’ choice in
the primary by running as a “favorite son.” Yet Reagan will be the last for
the foreseeable future, if Proposition 4 is adopted in next week’s election.
This would provide for an open primary, similar to Oregon’s where the
ballot contains names of all recognized candidates.”]; Editorial, Taking
Primaries Out of Smoke-Filled Room, Pomona Progress Bulletin (May 21,
1972) p. B-2, attached as Exhibit C [“An open primary will take the
selection of a candidate out of the smoke-filled rooms and into the voters’
hands where it belongs.”].) In addition to the “favorite son” problem,
candidates seeking to prevail at brokered nominating conventions would

sometimes not put themselves on the ballot in California—a then-late
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primary state—if they believed they would lose the California primary and
appear weak going into the party nominating convention. (Editorial, Cast a
‘No’ Vote on Proposition 4, San Mateo Times and Daily News Leader
(June 2, 1972) p. 28, attached as Exhibit D [“The California primary is a
late one, coming just a few weeks before national party conventions. If a
candidate finds himself forced to run here he risks a defeat that would
damage his chances at the convention even if he had the support of his
party in other states.”].)

Against this backdrop and context, the Legislature placed SCA 3
(later designated Proposition 4) on the ballot, and it was approved by
California voters in June 1972. As relevant here, Proposition 4 stated that
the “Legislature shall provide for an open presidential primary whereby the
candidates on the ballot are those found by the Secretary of State to be

recognized candidates throughout the nation or throughout California . ...”

(Sen. Const. Amend. 3 (Reg. Ses. 1971), OSC Response EX. K.)1 The
Legislature did not at the time define the term *“recognized” or otherwise
explain how the Secretary of State should implement this provision; nor did
the legislative analysis or ballot materials do so.

B. Passage And Purposes Of SB 27

On July 30, 2019, the Legislature passed and the Governor signed
into law SB 27, recognizing an interest in California voters making
“informed, educated choices in the voting booth.” (Elec. Code, § 6881.)
SB 27 requires presidential and gubernatorial candidates to disclose five
years of redacted tax returns to appear on a primary ballot. (Elec. Code,
88 6883, 8902.) The Legislature found that “a Presidential [and

* Previous similar proposed legislation containing provisions vesting “sole
discretion” in the Secretary of State did not pass the Legislature or were
vetoed by the Governor. (See Response to OSC at pp. 14-15 & Exs. A-C.)
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gubernatorial] candidate’s income tax returns provide voters with essential
information regarding the candidate’s potential conflicts of interest,
business dealings, financial status, and charitable donations. The
information in tax returns therefore helps voters to make a more informed
decision.” (Elec. Code, § 6881; see Elec. Code, § 8900.) The Legislature
explained that voters “can better estimate the risks of any given Presidential
[or gubernatorial] candidate engaging in corruption or the appearance of
corruption if they have access to candidates’ tax returns.” (Elec. Code,

8 6881, see Elec. Code, § 8900.)

Il. ARGUMENT

A. SB 27 Does Not Conflict With Section 5(c) And Is
Consistent With The Legislature’s Plenary Control Over
Elections, Absent Specific Limitations.

1. The Plain Text of Article 11, Section 5(c) Is
Consistent With The Legislature’s Authority To
Enact SB 27.

Despite three rounds of briefing, Petitioners still have not identified
any inconsistency between the requirements of SB 27 and the text of
California Constitution article 11, section 5(c). Article I, section 5(c) is
directed at “The Legislature” and provides:

The Legislature shall provide for partisan elections for
presidential candidates, and political party and party central
committees, including an open presidential primary whereby
the candidates on the ballot are those found by the Secretary of
State to be recognized candidates throughout the nation or
throughout California for the office of President of the United
States, and those whose names are placed on the ballot by
petition, but excluding any candidate who has withdrawn by
filing an affidavit of noncandidacy.

This provision affirms the Legislature’s authority over presidential primary
elections and refers to the Secretary’s recognition authority in the context of
what “[t]he Legislature shall provide.” It does not define what it means to
be a “recognized” candidate.

13



To prevail, Petitioners need section 5(c) to include additional content
that it simply does not contain. Petitioners repeatedly assert that the
constitutional provision is not susceptible to legislative interpretation
because the Secretary of State has sole or nondelegable authority to
“recognize” candidates. (See OSC Reply at pp. 16 [“exclusively
delegated™], 17 [“exclusive delegation™]; Pet’n Reply at pp. 6 [“exclusively
delegated authority”], 6 [“sole authority”], 10 [“sole and exclusive

constitutional duty”], 11 [“constitutional delegation of authority and duty in

the Secretary of State”].) But section 5(c) contains no such term.” Nor do
almost all of the legislative history and ballot materials that even Petitioners
identify. (See OSC Reply at pp. 17-18 [all except a comment in the ballot
argument against Proposition 4].) Moreover, Petitioners provide no
explanation of what the “recognition” power must entail as a substantive
matter, other than simply asserting that section 5(c) imposes a mandatory
duty.

2. The Legislature Has All Powers Not Prohibited To
It By The California Constitution, Including
Plenary Authority Over Elections.

The Legislature’s plenary authority, including over elections,
reinforces the conclusion that SB 27 is compatible with article 11, section
5(c). “Article Il of the California Constitution vests the Legislature with
plenary power over the conduct of elections in this state.” (Libertarian
Party v. Eu (1980) 28 Cal.3d 535, 540 [reversing a writ of mandate granted
by the trial court to force the Secretary of State to list candidates’ party
affiliation as Libertarian even though the Libertarian Party had not qualified

as a party for that election].) Petitioners do not dispute this plenary

? Perhaps most confusing is Petitioners’ imagined block quote provision in
their Petition Reply Brief (at p. 8), which is a complete rewrite of section
5(c) rather than a “[c]lear directive” as Petitioners claim.
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authority. Indeed, they appear to agree that, if there is a limitation on the
Legislature’s power to enact SB 27 with respect to the presidential primary
election in the California Constitution, it must be found within section 5(c).
(OSC Reply at p. 16, footnote omitted [“In fact, the only limitation on
legislative power with respect to the open Presidential Primary election
under the California Constitution is that the power to identify the
candidates running for President and to place their names on the ballot is
exclusively delegated to the Secretary of State.”].)

SB 27’s requirements are not meaningfully different than other
exercises of the Legislature’s authority that Petitioners admit are consistent
with section 5(c). For instance, Petitioners recognize that the Legislature
has permissibly “provided the ‘manner’ in which” petitions to appear on
presidential primary ballots “may be circulated.” (OSC Reply at p. 16,
citing Elec. Code, 88 6061, 6343, 6523, 6723, 6853.5.) Yet Petitioners do
not explain how their cited statutes regarding the number of signatures
required for petitions (Elec. Code, 88 6061, 6343, 6523, 6853.5) or
regarding the requirement for Peace and Freedom Party candidates to form
a committee, certify delegates, and file a petition to appear on the ballot
(Elec. Code, § 6723) differ in kind from the requirements of SB 27. All of
these requirements represent the Legislature “provid[ing] for partisan
elections for presidential candidates . . . including an open presidential
primary” under section 5(c).

“In deciding whether the Legislature has exceeded its power, [this
Court is] guided ‘by well settled rules of constitutional construction.””
(County of Riverside v. Superior Court (2003) 30 Cal.4th 278, 284, quoting
Methodist Hosp. of Sacramento v. Saylor (1971) 5 Cal.3d 685, 691.)
“[P]erhaps most significantly, unlike the United States Congress, which
possesses only those specific powers delegated to it by the federal

Constitution, it is well established that the California Legislature possesses

15



plenary legislative authority except as specifically limited by the California
Constitution.” (Marine Forests Soc’y v. California Coastal Com. (2005) 36
Cal.4th 1, 31; see also Fitts v. Superior Court (1936) 6 Cal.2d 230, 234
[holding that California courts “do not look to the [California] Constitution
to determine whether the legislature is authorized to do an act, but only to
see if it is prohibited. In other words, unless restrained by constitutional
provision, the legislature is vested with the whole of the legislative power
of the state”]; California Housing Finance Agency v. Patitucci (1978) 22
Cal.3d 171, 175 [same]; People v. Tilton (1869) 37 Cal. 614, 626 [“State
Constitutions are not grants of power to the Legislature. Full power exists
when there is no limitation.”].)

In light of this plenary authority, the “Legislature’s interpretation of
uncertain constitutional terms, as reflected in subsequently enacted
legislation, is entitled to great deference by the courts.” (Davis v. City of
Berkeley (1990) 51 Cal.3d 227, 242; see People v. Birkett (1999) 21 Cal.4th
226, 244 [same].) The Legislature does not need to show that its

interpretation of a constitutional provision is “‘more probably than not’ the
meaning intended by those who framed or adopted the proposal.”
(Methodist Hosp. of Sacramento v. Saylor, supra, 5 Cal.3d at p. 693.)
“When the Legislature has ‘adopted a plausible interpretation of the

constitutional provision,’” California courts “defer to its determination.”
People v. Giordano (2007) 42 Cal.4th 644, 656, quoting Birkett, supra, 21
Cal.4th at p. 244.) The courts will not invalidate a legislative act under the
California Constitution “unless there is a plain and unmistakable conflict
between the statute and the Constitution.” (Methodist Hosp. of Sacramento

v. Saylor, supra, 5 Cal.3d at p. 693.)
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3. The Legislature Has Authority Over Elections And
Over The Secretary Of State.

The Legislature holds—and has held, since long before Proposition
4—broad powers to control the duties and activities of constitutional
officers, including the Secretary of State. (See Love v. Baehr (1874) 47
Cal. 364, 368 [“In the performance of this duty, the Legislature may
rightfully exercise a wide discretion. It may assign to each of these officers
any duties, which, by the most liberal interpretation, can be held to come
within the general scope of that class of duties which have usually
appertained to such offices, as they were understood by the framers of the
Constitution.”].) “And while the California Constitution vests the ‘supreme
executive power’ of the state in the Governor (Cal. Const., art. V, § 1), it
‘follows a minimalist approach’ with respect to the Controller and the other
officers, ‘that is, it provides for the office but primarily leaves it to the
Legislature to define the duties and functions’ of the office.” (Brown v.
Chiang (2011) 198 Cal.App.4th 1203, 1230, quoting Tirapelle v. Davis
(1993) 20 Cal.App.4th 1317, 1327.)

As the Secretary of State’s Response to the Order to Show Cause
explains, SCA 3 (later Proposition 4) recognized that this plenary
legislative authority would mean the Legislature would implement and
interpret the measure, without any stated limitation on its interpretation of
the relevant terms. (Response to OSC at pp. 25-26; Assem. Comm. On
Const. Amends. Staff Analysis: SCA 3 (Alquist), Pet’n Ex. C, emphasis
added [“requires Legislature to provide for an open presidential primary”].)

This is fully consistent with the text of section 5(c), the “shall” language of

which is directed at the Legislature.3

® Petitioners notably do not rule out that the Legislature had the authority to
interpret section 5(c)’s “recognized” language, as it did in enacting
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4. The Legislature Has Authority To And Has
Properly Legislated Concerning The Secretary of
State’s Exercise Of Discretion.

The Legislature, exercising the powers described above, has
provided considerable authority and discretion to the Secretary of State
(Cty. of San Diego v. Bowen (2008) 166 Cal.App.4th 501, 509 [“Our
analysis begins with the sweeping grant of authority provided by the
Legislature to the Secretary with respect to the conduct of elections
generally.”].) “The Secretary of State is the constitutional officer charged
with administering California’s election laws [citations], and his
interpretations of those laws are entitled to substantial judicial deference.”
(Burton v. Shelley (Cal., Aug. 7, 2003) 03 Cal. Daily Op. Serv. 7066, at *1.)
Even though many of the Secretary of State’s responsibilities are
ministerial, it is indisputable (and Petitioners appear to concede (see Pet’n
Reply at p. 5 [describing section 5(c) as “the crown jewel” of the Secretary

of State’s “constitutional authority under the California Constitution™]))

that the Secretary of State also has discretionary duties.”

Elections Code section 6000.1 in 2019, stating that this provision “is not at
issue in this case” and “is better left for another day.” (OSC Reply at p. 6
fn. 1.)

“To argue for their entitlement to a writ of mandate, Petitioners in places
appear to argue that the Secretary of State’s responsibilities under section
5(c) lack discretion, but even those references reveal that the Secretary of
State must first make findings regarding whether a candidate is sufficiently
recognized. (Pet’n at pp. 26 [“Secretary of State’s ministerial duty is to
place the candidate on the ballot” if he or she is “recognized” under article
I1, section 5(c)], 32 [Secretary of State is “charged with a clear, present
ministerial duty to ensure that the constitutional provision at issue is
enforced”]; Pet’n Reply at p. 19 [“perform his constitutional duty to place
candidates ‘recognized’ throughout the State, and Nation, on the March
2020 Presidential primary ballot™].)
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A writ of mandate “will not issue to control the manner in which a
public official, particularly a constitutional officer like the Secretary of
State, exercises discretion.” (Burton v. Shelley, supra, 2003 WL 21962000,
at *3 (conc. opn. of Kennard, J.), citing Anderson v. Phillips (1975) 13
Cal.3d 733, 737; Lindell Co. v. Board of Permit Appeals (1943) 23 Cal.2d
303, 315; see also Common Cause v. Board of Supervisors (1989) 49
Cal.3d 432, 442.) Thus, this Court has applied a “clear error” standard to
the Secretary of State’s exercise of discretion. Burton v. Shelley, supra,
2003 WL 21962000, at *2.

Here, the Legislature—through SB 27— has permissibly used its

plenary authority to guide actions within the Secretary of State’s sphere of

discretion.’ (See id. at *3 [*“The current recall provisions contain
ambiguities which require the Secretary of State to exercise his discretion.
If the Legislature disagrees with the manner in which the Secretary of State
has exercised his discretion, it is within the Legislature's province to specify
other procedures.”].) Notably, the Legislature had this authority even
before SCA 3 amended the California Constitution, which was not
“necessary—either as a grant or limitation of legislative power” because the
California Constitution “already expressly provide[d] for legislative power
over primaries.” (Assem. Comm. on Elec. And Const. Amends. Analysis
of SCA 3 (Alquist), OSC Response Ex. I.)

* It is not, as Petitioners assert, the Secretary of State’s “burden” to prove
that the Legislature could enact SB 27. (OSC Reply at p. 20.) “A party
challenging the constitutionality of a statute carries a heavy burden. The
courts will presume a statute is valid unless its unconstitutionality ‘“clearly,
positively and unmistakably appears™’; mere doubt is not sufficient reason
for a judicial declaration of invalidity.” (Mathews v. Harris (2017) 7
Cal.App.5th 334, 349, quoting In re Ricky H. (1970) 2 Cal.3d 513, 519,
emphasis added.)
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Petitioners seek to paint SB 27 as a novel deviation, but that the
1970s initiatives, legislation, and public discourse did not include a
discussion of a requirement for candidates to release their tax returns is
likely best explained by the fact that candidates have consistently released
their tax returns since then. Bach, Will We Ever See Trump’s Tax
Returns—And Does It Matter?, Fortune (Apr. 10, 2019),
<https://fortune.com/2019/04/10/trump-tax-returns/> [as of Sept. 12, 2019];
NPR, A History of Presidential Tax Returns (Feb. 15, 2019)
<https://www.npr.org/2019/02/15/695054845/a-history-of-presidential-tax-
returns> [as of Sept. 12, 2019].) Indeed, the consistency with which
Republican and Democratic presidential candidates have released their
taxes over decades indicates that “recognized” presidential candidates
nationally and in California do so. But regardless of any claimed novelty,
the Legislature permissibly enacted SB 27 based on its plenary authority
over elections.

B. A Comparison of Section 5(c) to Similar Provisions in
Other States Highlights the Appropriateness of Legislative
Implementation in California.

The authority of the Legislature to enact SB 27, consistent with
article 1, section 5(c), is further supported by comparison to similar statutes
in other states. Other state statutes expressly delegate relevant duties solely
to the secretary of state or an administrative body and provide greater
specificity regarding the “recognition” authority. California’s
constitutional provision, by contrast, leaves room for the Legislature to
implement additional requirements regarding presidential primary elections
and to guide the discretion vested in the Secretary of State by section 5(c).

As the Secretary of State highlights, the Legislature did not pass or
the Governor vetoed several proposed enactments that would have given

the Secretary of State “sole discretion” over the “recognition” of
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candidates, with the final version approved by the voters (Proposition 4) not
reflecting sole delegation or exclusive authority. (See OSC Response at
pp. 15-16.) “As a general principle, the Legislature’s rejection of specific

language constitutes persuasive evidence a statute should not be interpreted

to include the omitted Ianguage.”6 (Doe v. Saenz (2006) 140 Cal.App.4th
960, 985; see California Mfrs. Assn. v. Public Utilities Com. (1979) 24
Cal.3d 836, 845-846.) In contrast, Oregon enacted the type of “sole
discretion” language that California rejected. (See OSC Response at p. 14
n.1.) Other states have as well, further demonstrating that the California
Legislature’s rejection of a “sole discretion” model was likely intentional
and meaningful. (Compare, e.g., Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-5-205(a)(1) [“The
names of candidates for president of the United States shall be printed on
the ballot for the presidential preference primary only if they are: (1) The
names of persons whom the secretary of state, in the secretary of state’s
sole discretion, has determined are generally advocated or recognized as

candidates in national news media throughout the United States.”]; Wis.

Stat. Ann. § 8.12(b)7 [giving “sole discretion” to a committee “to determine
that a candidacy is generally advocated or recognized in the national news
media throughout the United States”].)

Some states, including some of the same states that vest sole
discretion in the secretary of state or a candidate selection committee to
make the required determination, also provide that the secretary of state or

other candidate selection committee should be guided specifically by

° Petitioners elevate legislative digest language over the statutory and
constitutional text in arguing that this change of wording is without
meaning. (OSC Reply at pp. 9-10.)

" This provision was enacted in 1967. (See Labor and Farm Party v.
Elections Bd. (1984) 117 Wis.2d 351, 356 [344 N.w.2d 177, 179].)
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candidates’ recognition in the news media in determining whether to

include a candidate on the presidential primary ballot.” (See, e.g., Conn.
Gen. Stat. Ann. § 9-465 [enacted 1977]; Mich. Comp. Laws Ann.

8 168.614a; Md. Code Ann., Elec. Law 8 8-502(c)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. Ann.
§ 32-614; Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-5-205(a)(1); Wis. Stat. Ann. § 8.12(1)(b).)
Courts have recognized that even more specific provisions like these
continue to allow discretion. (See Kay v. Austin (6th Cir. 1980) 621 F.2d
809, 812 [upholding Michigan’s provision because its terms were “capable
of narrow and reasonable applications, which the Secretary of State appears
to have given them”]; Belluso v. Poythress (N.D. Ga. 1980) 485 F.Supp.
904, 908 [describing Georgia’s standard as “admittedly broad”]; Quinn v.
Stone (Fla. 1972) 259 So.2d 492, 494 [recognizing the discretion implicit in
Florida’s provisions and upholding exclusion of a candidate]; Labor &
Farm Party v. Elections Bd., State of Wis., supra, 344 N.W.2d at p. 178
[describing Wisconsin’s provision as “ambiguous”]; McCarthy v. Elections
Bd. (1992) 166 Wis.2d 481, 244 [identifying limited circumstances in
which the selection committee abused its discretion by not considering at
all the recognition standard as to some candidates]; see also Gillooly,
Larouche v. Kezer: A Cursory Look at Connecticut’s Hopelessly Vague
Media Recognition Statute (1995) 15 QLR 269, 271.) Because even more
specific provisions than article 11, section 5(c) still allow for discretion, it

follows that the section 5(c) allows for further Legislature interpretation.

® A 1970 Analysis of SCA 3 for the Assembly Committee of Elections and
Constitutional Amendments stated that candidates would be selected “based
on national or statewide recognition in the news media.” (OSC Response
Ex. I.) But those terms were not included in Proposition 4 and have been
only one component of the Secretary of State’s findings on recognition in
the past. (OSC Response at pp. 19-23.)
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C. SB 27 Promotes the Same Objectives of Openness and
Transparency That Motivated Proposition 4 and Other
1970s Election Reforms.

Proposition 4, enacted in 1972, came in the midst of a wave of
nationwide election reform intended to promote openness and transparency.
It must be understood in that broader context.

Contemporaneous with approving Proposition 4, California voters
were also instituting a series of elections disclosure laws to make the choice
of political candidates informed and meaningful.® (See supra, pp. 10-11.)
Consistent with those broader policy aims, Proposition 4 sought to
empower voters and prevent top-down political anointments in presidential
primaries. (Voter Information Guide, Pet’n Ex. D.) Specifically,
Proposition 4 meant to address the issue that California had “usually
nominated supported favorite sons, or incumbent presidents [who had] run
unopposed in the primary.” (Staff Analysis, OSC Response Ex. M.) As its
proponents put it, Proposition 4 promised to “give voters a meaningful
voice in choosing their party’s presidential nominee.” (Voter Information
Guide, Pet’n Ex. D.)

SB 27 advances the same objectives of transparency and openness

that motivated Proposition 4. (See California Cannabis Coalition v. City of

® California was not alone in those goals. For example, the Florida
Supreme Court explained in applying an analogous provision that a “matter
of such magnitude as the selection of the best possible candidate for the
highest position in this nation should be controlled by the public’s right to a
complete expression of their views and not by the individual’s personal and
tactical choices which he exercises as he pursues this goal. (Yorty v. Stone
(Fla. 1972) 259 So.2d 146, 149.) Denying a request from the Los Angeles
mayor to be kept off of the Florida presidential primary ballot, the court
explained that the “people of Florida should not be denied the right to
express themselves in such a choice on any announced candidate, while
other states are granted that right of choice, as such candidate chooses.”

(1d.)
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Upland (2017) 3 Cal.5th 924, 933 [When “construing constitutional

provisions and statutes,” courts’ “primary concern is giving effect to the
intended purpose of the provisions at issue.”].) Indeed, the tradition of
presidential candidates releasing their taxes dates back to tax evasion by
President Richard Nixon relating to the backdated donation of presidential
papers in 1969 that was uncovered in 1973—the same time period in which
Proposition 4 was passed. (Zuckoff, Why We Ask to See Candidates’ Tax
Returns, New York Times (Aug. 5, 2016) <https://www.nytimes.com/2016/
08/06/opinion/why-we-ask-to-see-candidates-tax-returns.html> [as of Sept.
12, 2019].) “Presidential tax transparency bolsters the confidence of
individual income taxpayers that their elected leader also pays part of the
price “for civilized society.” Disclosure dispels the pernicious notion that
‘only the little people pay taxes,” a notion that undermines tax morale and
tax compliance where it takes root.” (Hemel, Can New York Publish
President Trump’s State Tax Returns? (2017) 127 Yale L.J. F. 62
<http://www.yalelawjournal.org/forum/can-new-york-publish-president-
trumps-state-tax-returns> [as of Sept. 12, 2019], footnotes omitted.) Tax
returns provide essential information regarding conflicts of interest, foreign
investments, business success or failures, and compliance with tax laws.
(See Rosenthal, Congress Should Request the President’s Tax Returns, Tax
Policy Center (Feb. 8, 2019) <https://www.taxpolicycenter.org/taxvox/
congress-should-request-presidents-tax-returns> [as of Sept. 12, 2019]
[“disclosing tax returns of presidents, vice presidents, and candidates for
these offices is important because it increases public confidence in the
government and support for our voluntary tax system” and “enhances the
ability of Congress to oversee the executive branch, which is critical to our
checks and balances”]; Wonderlich, Congress Should Mandate Tax Return
Disclosure for Presidential Candidates, Sunlight Foundation (May 12,
2016) <https://sunlightfoundation.com/2016/05/12/congress-should-
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mandate-tax-return-disclosure-for-presidential-candidates/> [as of Sept. 12,
2019].)

In passing SB 27, the Legislature made specific findings regarding
the importance of disclosure of recent income tax returns to voters making
“informed, educated choices in the voting booth.”1° (Elec. Code, § 6881.)
It explained that “income tax returns provide voters with essential
information regarding the candidate’s potential conflicts of interest,
business dealings, financial status, and charitable donations.” (Elec. Code,
8 6881, see Elec. Code, § 8900.) The disclosure requirements in SB 27,
like those in the Political Reform Act of 1974, enable California voters to
make an informed decision on who to support for president or governor.
By giving voters the opportunity to make a meaningful choice when
choosing between candidates, SB 27 promotes the precise objectives that
motivated Proposition 4.

Notably, Petitioners have not fully explained how SB 27 hinders
Proposition 4’s objectives. Nor could they. For one, there appears to be

little risk of the “favorite son” device making a reappearance thanks to SB

' Research on disclosure suggests the Legislature correctly determined that
voters care about information regarding the source of campaign message
and can use that information effectively to inform their decisionmaking.
(See Eagly & Chaiken, The Psychology of Attitudes (1993); Haas, Effects
of Source Characteristics on Cognitive Responses and Persuasion, in
Cognitive Responses in Persuasion (Petty, Ostrom & Brock, eds., 1981), at
p. 32.) Disclosures are only effective, however, if the voter receives the
disclosure before or at the same time as receiving the campaign message.
(See Greenberg & Tannenbaum, The Effects of Bylines on Attitude Change
(1961) 38 Journalism & Mass Comm. Q. 535.) SB 27’s requirement that
disclosures be made several months before the primary is essential to its
efficacy.
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27.11 Indeed, a Californian last won a major party’s California presidential
primary nearly four decades ago when Ronald Reagan won the Republican
presidential primary in California. In the current Democratic race for
president, a candidate from Delaware leads the polls in the California
primary.*? In any event, the decision to release one’s taxes is within the
sole control of the candidate, not of the state political party or current
officeholders—who were the target of Proposition 4’s concerns.
Petitioner’s theory that SB 27 would mark the return of candidate
gamesmanship is also purely speculative. (See OSC Reply at p. 5 [SB 27
allows a candidate to “refuse to release 5 years of personal tax returns to
Respondent and he or she will not be on the ballot, even though that person

is in fact a ‘recognized candidate.””’].) It appears to depend both on a
history of brokered political party conventions that no longer exists, and on
the historically late timing of the California presidential primary that is no
longer the case. (See Pet’n Reply at 11 [noting current date and shift in
timing]; Cast a “‘No’ Vote on Proposition 4, supra [“The California primary

is a late one, coming just a few weeks before national party conventions.”].)

" As two scholars explained, “we don’t tend to worry about the ‘favorite
son’ phenomenon posing an obstacle to decisive electoral choice in the
same way that the Framers did two centuries ago.” (Levinson & Young,
Who’s Afraid of the Twelfth Amendment? (2001) 29 Fla. St.U. L.Rev. 925,
952 [discussing the decline of the importance of a “favorite son” principle
in the related context of the Electoral College].)

 The leading Californian in the race is currently third or fourth ranked in
polling. (See SurveyUSA Election Poll #24948, SurveyUSA (Aug. 6, 2019)
<http://www.surveyusa.com/client/PolIReport.aspx?g=949b0f46-a4a4-
4480-b675-711e9d6fd657> [as of Sept. 12, 2019].) In 1992, former
Governor Jerry Brown lost to President Bill Clinton in California.

(Roberts, Clinton Clinches Demo Nomination, S.F. Chronicle (June 3,
1992) Al, attached as Exhibit E.)
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Petitioners identify no reason to believe that will occur during the 2020
presidential election or in any future election.*3
IV. CONCLUSION

Because SB 27 is consistent with the text, history, and purpose of
article 1, section 5(c), and in light of the Legislature’s plenary authority,

amicus respectfully urges the Court to deny the writ of mandate.
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" President Trump—the first major party candidate not to release his taxes
or at least a summary of his taxes (as with Gerald Ford)—is evidently not
interested in strategically withholding his tax returns to avoid appearing on
the California presidential primary ballot given that he is separately suing
in federal court to have SB 27 invalidated on federal law grounds.
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EXHIBIT A



Dai

FRelands, Cakil. Thursday, Jume 8. 1572- 18

Open Primary wins
strong voter favor

Going directly to (he peaple, the Legislature managed
to override Gov. Reagan's two wetoes of bills (o establish
in California the Oregon-style Presidential Primary.

That Proposition 4 was strengly favered by the voters
i no oceasion for surprise. The public has long been fed
up with the artificial primaries in which a Governor has
keepl the main candidates from other states off the ballot
by declaring himself a Favorite Son. The Legislature,
supported by the voters, has clipped the wings of our
Governors,

The obvious appeal of the Open Primary i that peaple
want to vote for the man they prefer. They want him to be
on the California ballot, whether he choses to be dr not,
This was reflected Tuesday in telephone calls to the
Registrar of Volers from citizens who were angry
because the name of Gov. George Wallace was not on the
ballot.

While that every ia Presidential
Primary will be 'the super bowl,"” the system will cer-
tainly have faults which we will all have to grin and bear.

The Open Primary will make every Tom, Dick and
Harry who ever dreamed of sitting at that desk in the
Oval Office an official candidate in California. Now what
harm is there in that?

Well, do you remember what happened Sunday
evening? That was going to be the climactic debate
between Senatars McGovern and Humphrey. Instead, a
Nduebe&ddﬂl umkrmeequnlﬂmeruh these two

polize the tube. He wrecked it

Shirley Chishalm got into the act. And, of course,
Mayor Sam Yorty hornedin, (He won only one per cent of
the vote Twesday), This is a preview of things to come
under the Open Primary. ~

Then we come to the acute case of double talk which
now afflicts American politics.

On Memhand m&p\lrhl.nimsl Il|ll an: should be
astrict ceiling . tainted
money will influence politics, they say. Laws hivu been
passed and candidates make pious pledges to hld down
their spending.

But when the heal is on, candidates and their sup-
porters become frenzied to win, They simply cannat
reconcile themselves to a fastidiows view of finance while
they imagine there are opponents who have a private tap

With a Grain
Of Salt

Ity FRANK MOORE
If you are plannieg & com-
pany picnic and it like:

rain. | have o suggestion.
Telephane seme of your
Conwhuullnm and tell

hem you would like them fo
pray for clearing skies.

T know that they have special
influznce  with the Man
Irpu irs because Tuesday

ng the rain was irying
Mrd Ia fall all over Redlands.
Al the same time, Plymesth
Village was irying to hold its
annual Strawberry Festival on
a lawn,

When | arrived abowl 7
o'elock, there was o big patch
ﬂrbl-utyom'!ndl allthe

k Toathaker, a
Mcodist =~ but 1 4l ive
credit 1o the main team.

.\ Strawberry Festival is a
picric where you eat a

ﬂih of nniu: ice cream with
crushed sirawberries poured

over It ..
This is a real. nice com-
fortable, old-fashioned euli

where enjoy
afound and talking and being
part of the erowd

Paul Allen, the historian, told
me that I was en the right lrack
when 1sabd hat Harry Truman
was pmen: for the dedication
ol the Mothers statue
an Fbouull besilevard al Euclid
avenue in Upland. How did he

Well, sitting right there at a
picnic table was his mether,
Mrs. Frank L. Allen, a resident
of Plymouth Village, At the
time of the dedication she was
the Hegent of the San Antonia
chapter {Ontario-Upland) of
the DAR. and participaled in
the formalities.
Faul says that the staior b
eoe of 12 which were located
-\kmg the Nathonal 03d Trails
route. Al that time — he
Mms n e in February
— Truman _was
}'\msdnﬂl n! 1M Natloral Old
Trails

The Last Mile

Redlands
Yesterdays

FIVE YEARS AGO
‘I‘tmprﬂlurn Highest 67,

Mllmﬁ and San Ber-
narding city efficials express
rodically oppesite views on how
much of the Marigold Farms
acreage should be medlu
pmpﬂ!ﬂl San

has matle up his mind — in the
cvent of his nomination— {o

N ediseds Buidi ng depart
ment records its first mallin
dallar monlli in 12 vears

during May

ulued at Slm! #5 authorseed.
Special  legislation 1o

cstablish a F-foot sethack oa
Brookside and West Olive

avenue slated for o public

hearing June 3.

TEX YEARS AGO

“Whal was remarkable for

— Hig LN
lowest 52, i

on Fort Knox. Millions will be spent, as the
and Humphrey campaigns vividly shaw.

The Open Primary does not give a Presidential can-
didate the option of staying cut of California. He is
compelled to get info this costly race. Onee in, he must
take big gobs of money wherever he can find it, or perish
politically.

Let's have gone of this “holier than thou™ talk about
campaign money from an clectorate that gives a can-
didate no eseape from the trap that has been set for him.

Will the public be satisfied with the Primary that
Proposition 4 will give California beginning in 19767 We
predict that this ballot measare will urm out to be Step
Ont in a two-step change. The second reform will abolish
the winner-take-all rule, and will divide the delegates
according 1o the ballot strength of the contenders.

QOust the cheaters

“Term paper mills” are a disgrace to the college
“;::m these aperators who advertise their services, a
student can buy a term paper on nearly any standard
subject, suumitting it as his own, or using it as the basis
for a rewrite.

Any student whn I.nv:lis vulh a larm p::f mill is a

Al loag last, ene major college has identified a pair of
culprits and dismissed them.

The schoal is UCLA. The bogus term papers, submitted
Ty students, were supposedly unique in Los Angeles but
identical copies were found in the files of a vendor by a
professor and his assistant.

Let this precedent be followed by every schoal where
counterfeit student work is discovered,

The Newsreel

A good measure that you are oul of touch with the
times is when you get the iaeung that all your favorite

1929 was th
Missouri by air,” Paul ays.
m i Inul
[
and the Natioal Old mih
did not have a :peclll
“in™ wilh the Man
The ceremony was rained qn
and moved to the Chalfey Migh
Schoal itam.

the

Paul Alben's neighbor. D. J.
gtuurl = & singing

of Fedlands
Trustees disclose plans 1o

construct cight pew buildings
totalisg more thas $2-million

by 1963,
Hev. Harry G. Swltner of

Saginaw, Mich., accepls call o
tu:lhrlnedludaw .Flr;[l

snn'r! tional church. ef-
fective g‘:@&m 1

Mn Denald I:rl.aqg I;':c
mm:mmum cmy of
Hape.

FIFTEEN YEARS AGD

Temperatures — Highest 71,
owest 54

Milton Hunnex receives the

alfer the vi
nomination fo Sen, Edward M.
Kennedy of Massachusells.
Whal has nol been reporied in
this space or clsewhere i that
the semslor’s younger stalf
members are givieg him a
vigorees argumenl against the
deisi

ion
'I‘Pmr argument runs as

hm ihe mom |||u|l§'
Kennedy woul 1er
McGovern image of the man
who did il oa his own. The
road from January of
1971 to the present — from 3 per
wenl in the pofls o big primary
wirs — might yield to that of
Ibe man who is rusning for
President as a background
figure, first place an the lickel,
second pl:ne in the public eye.
Second, the younger ;ulrm
are telling McGovern,
pedy, through no fault of H!
own wesld upstage MeGovern,
draw bigger crowds. more
W space and more
television lime, injecting a note
nl the celebrity and the
lignal into a campaign
uhlen calls for a quiet,
reasoned appeal for change.

was Lhere
and the Lalk turned to his name.

As it also haj the “J" in

it also happens, the "J"

DJ " stands for “Judson " Is
any connection between

there
Ma; Jldsnn af yulcrynr
:u-d’a Stewart?
1

0 iy
v:ullmd “|-asumuilvan
uncle — po kin of E. G

Aw shocks. That spolls a
Rood story.

Deejay is a good guy bist he's
nugnpenhrsmwnm tale
Washington

an the cherry tree.

| recommaend to kim snother
Pr!sldml — Lyndom Balnes

. When Ole LBJ was
whnl.ll: stopping through the
South in 64, be managed tn
turn up a1 least one kinfolk at
every tank bown aleng the
campaign roule.

I LBJ was living in that
house at Iilnﬁmd and Cenler
I Redlands, he'd danged well
be at least & mm E. G.
Juisnn Just ask him ard he'd
el

As | was leaving the
P'rmwlh Village slwnds. a
Fwas

have pr into
unreadability.

really isn't so
lnaws e:u:ﬂ;.' why it works, but the same lhmi :I true ol

1f the basketball and hockey seasons can linally come
o an end, it is probably safe to say of the presidential
primaries that this too shall pass.

I's easier to give Dad a treat on Father's Day than it
used to be. All you have to do is glve him a Sunday off by
announcing that the family is going to eat indoors,

Eph Pottle says he assumes it’s possible, but he has
never known a husband and wile both of whom liked
buttermilk.

It's fascinating l.o read the home decoration
all the i that

couldn't passibly work In your own house.

‘There are 50 many astronauts that some of them may
have to be laid off, Either that or add another moon.

n&m‘ past the oid J. 5.
_ A young man

stuck his .»M out and asked
me if ii was really going to be
m away. | told him 1 un-
dersiood that Don Wilcott in-
fends i move it down to his
rge Tree devel nt in

the slmlun School meigh-

Hesighed He bad wanted the
real bad.

house
'1!‘:mul1yllalmullml " he
-tluwld live in
|t lnd_ [ winl nge @

.Mnmdnllrlsmlunthr
oving  husiness,

house i

said, !n'ldhlm that the house is.
0 tall and so big it would kave
1 be cul down the middle into

away from the lower slories.
mentioned some  coal
calimate — ps it was
$17.000 — to haul © to Loma
Linda. Whatever the actual
price, il was mece than his
pocketbook would afford,

the University of Rediands as
highlight of Commencement
ceremanies for 260,
Redlands Red Cross chapler
:vls 350 gift when pamelists fail
lo goess Miss Fraoces \\‘th
ion on TV amd she
dmunerwmmnplnuomh

T\m hmn Jr. sets pew
record in the Jaycee Road-E-O
and will go on 1o State finals.

Minute Pulpit
Again  Jesus  spoke 1o
them, “I am the light of the
world; e who follows me
will wot walk i dorke
bt will kape the light of
Hfe."=dulin §:12

You mever got o (e end
of Chaists werds. There is
something i them olwoys
behind They pass into prov-
erbs. they pass inlo lows,
they  pass into  docirines,
they pass into consolations;
but they never pass away,
and after all the use that ks
made of them, they are st}
not exhausted — Arthur P
Stanley. former Dean of
Westminster,

forward to McGovern by his
younger stafl members.
Perkaps this reparter will be

excused for surmising that
Aere i5.2 third reason not be be
mentioned by the younger
staffers. [L is that the Kennedy
stall is a suporior staff. Envy is
mot unknown, even ameng the
wirtuous and able,

To all of these arguments,
Sen, McGovern has given ear
ard laken comnsel of his own

thought, which may be
deseribed  somewhal a5
Follows:

First, Edward Kenpedy

wosld be a net plus on any
ticket, chamwddlck mot-
withstandi McGovern ad-
mires Kenmedy's intelligence.
his knowledge of his country
and his achieversents i the
Siate, where he has lakem
pisitions not unlike those of
Mefiovern and argued them s
capably that the arguments
Tieg.
Second, Kennedy might give
McGovern 2 boost where
McGovern  needs a boast.
Rank-andfile  labor, for
example. has been tem

Berry's World

o 1T by M, o

"Leok, lody—this pipeline wosn't MY idea. I'm just doin’
my bt

McGovern chooses
Ted Kennedy

By TOM BRAD

ro-MecGovern. Laber

eadership has pot, Black
leadership has bees pro-
MeGovern. Black rask-arf file

1, doubls
vl anﬂ the black vote should
disappear.

. Mﬁ’: i s possile tha
ennedy might even on
MeGavern in fhr South where
the semator from
Massachusells has recently
arduously
MeGovern is unknown.
Wallace and Edward Ken
are not alike in background bal
are much alike in political
pull: Both speak out for
change: both address the
constiluency of the poor and the
fon

rgotlen.
1t may be unreasonable — in

|ln-hrl|h|)a¢nmuylnf_
In the same sense

unreaseeable lo say thal a
palitician 5 a “good™ man. But
apeaking of George McGavern,
{his, oo, i5 2 fact. He would like

which Chappaguiddick

nod be the central issue of the
campaign. Win or lese,
argues, Chappaguiddick could
never be the cenlral isue
again

Whether MeGavera's

anl: will appeal 1o
nedy is 3 wﬂlmu
o which
. perha
. He must

Edw:

consider thai if he rans en &
fosing tickel, people may
blame hiem for the buss, He must
consider that if the ticket wins,
be will have to serve al least
four years in 8 post where he
can fo longer speak oul as he
pleases. On the other hand, his
ties to McGovern are chose. His
party will urge him to the
course of duly, Whal publie
reason could he give for urning
the offer down?

The Almanac

By l..nii!d Press lllhnnllhnl

ml nwn

ihe imﬁ:’eﬂmwmmlo
Tollow,

The moon Is between its last
quarler and new

The marning stars are
Venus, Mercary and Mars,

These barn oa this day are

On this day in

In 1868 Ives lerlH
Ehﬂ'ammdaﬂhnlmu
he first

ustronauts

Ed p‘l"ﬂl:alm Jim MeDivitt
com| Space journey,
fraveling 1,609,680 miles in 62
orbits of the earth.

In 1988 President Nixon
announced that 25,000 service-
men would be withdrawn fram
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Bandwagon rolls
for McGovern

By BRUCE BIOSSAT

Sen, George McGovern's iriple sweep over Sen. Huberl
Humphrey in me{:a]lfwn]- h;w Jersey and New Mexico
aries gives him tial nomination

stremyth that it now se!m mllhry anyone can stap him.
His rlelrﬁlnbuiu‘he day could run as hi

lm:lndllw, I7 he won as an e cante

th Dakota. He gets 271 ea a \\'Inm-ulu-

n'll ha:u in Ca‘ldamla probably upwards of 70 cut of 109

in New Jersey, aine or 10 in New Mexico

himself.
Cali-

' ies, not least
are quick Lo note that the South Dal:el.)u winpi
fornia percentage may prove to be Jess than half that
which was suggested for him in o recent state poll. But
presidentinl nominations are gaimed by amassing dele-
gates, net by tolaling up percenlages.

Humphrey's fairly close showing in California may en-
«courage him and his {ollowers. plus others In the Demo-
cralic party who appear lo have strong doubls asbeaut
N(rav!n!.\ electabildy in the fall against President

Yet the hard reality n[ lhc delegate cwnl is working for
NEA's eci.: be enlire coun H

MeGavern.
have shown the senal

:mes needed for nomi

tor ID be
These latest results only arch Il mng toward I
iration at Miami Beach in

|I|:uP|r Fising curve.

mele-

that, NEA's newest survey provides welum
idespread, th

nary n’:‘glcallm ol wi

hough little noliced, dele-

gate gains for M:Gw!ln that may bring him unsbnppahl:

momentum.

More decisive still, the evidence suggests lhal u..m
rmq i losing some of the aehpll potential ind|

him easlier and may this 1
gnm in pr
some (hree weeks am

ime end up with n\ur ﬁe]r

than when the last check was made
ained nothing in California. He

H
mm o New Mexico because the disabled Gov,
Gmrﬁgaum ran second and thus shared the delegates
overn,

These evenls sin
mm Humphrey is

ly underscore survey findings that
sing ?:ll‘lll prospects in groups

of ene to five In state alter state.

To be sure, he i

the Democratic governors who gathel

h and resilient. He knows many of

red at the National

Governor's Conference at Houslon nne misgivings about

wern, As an earlier

calumn lai

id out, Humphrey's

%:‘us offer & script that Hmdw his eventual iri-
urmiph in the convention on a late ballot.
Bul MeGavern's uncmhe; ﬂn heighten his Mmiwagnn

smentum,

pim_\fs tl.(d;;hw :ns

us questions about Fum.

threaten the latter's chances of

gelting encugh money to fight on at full pace.

Uncommitted delegates may begin to topple
i l’l‘) S(E Edmusnd M
Iy break and move to the still

way, Some tied ealy |
the &2 in Illincis, mnyq
mlng front-runne;

McGovern's
askie, like

ical ad\'lnta does go with winning, espe-
ge B ng.

SyC
clally when the victories come in unpr

of four as has just hay
condition and strat
gﬂmwﬂ y damaged

nied clusters
The flaw in the Humphrey
been

ppened.
is thal they have indeed
he Jume 6 culcome, even thmlm

e valiant Minnesota semator plainly wants to fight an

Ah, so. .. I'm wrong!

By NORTON MOCKRIDGE:

Business executive Dean R
Gidney, of Mashattan and

Tirned oot his name was
Mn’mpmnlun was solved

Thew
recently rmm Hew Vi

. via

e B
s the plane was

proaching IL alrpﬂ-l I&
siewardess oa the PA system
announced thal the plane was
about to land, said mest of the
wsual things, and then

““We shall disembark through
E front exit, and remember,
ﬂmn‘aam and then

adned -
wrong! 1 [orgol.

This lrmu Men first!”
Twe of my favorile people
Lola and Vi:hu Davidson. 1
lige them for a number of
reasons, bul mestly, perhaps,

because they have a special
lamguage all their own.

a greal job for @ cerlain

campany.
I!! IIu'IniInLnll and said:
, what was the name of
I!ul fwm thal Jemny worked

“Gee," said Lota, “1 can'l
remesmber.”

“Ne." said Victor,
the one before that

Before  dashing
Australia, Carol Chlnnlng

visited Hong Hong ord there,
she tells me, she was
areund by a gentleman named

Shaw, mavie

magrate of the Orient

him to first place.
My [riend, Bl smg of

1 1'd know now what | koew

Ahen,

\\mlwnl:h!l
Illbelmong preatest
A 1 would doft my hat 1o

reoe.

For I'd have riches by the ton_

H 1'd know now what [ knew
mwﬂd t

outwil everyone,

‘or 1'd be young and wise

NNMM be beyend my

And I'd beave o greal deed
undone;

I I'd know now what | knew
then

1'd be beyend

0 1 were 12 80 21

'd beard all lons In their den,
For I'd be greal, just like my

zon
1If I'd know now what | knew
then.

A paliceman | know chased a
moberist whe was weaving all
over the road and finally halted

ot \'wblu-ilw,uud m ﬂy Il'"

And speaking of

!’ﬂlﬂli
Awhich | wasn'l Ly, there’

m-w-:(m the walls in the
men's room.

The other day, on the wall

ters: “This wall is in ils second
jprinting!”

Britain's Prime Minister
Heath can have a new career
any lime be wants it Recently
he was invited to conduct the
Vienna Philbar-

monic Orchestra. The in-
vitation was nlmdv’l by
Dr. Brmo

‘That,” said the Prime
Mnkhr mnnl.lu lo [riends,
n 0Re can say

.w Parllament.”



EXHIBIT B



Neu//-}ank,.,,

LONDON == (AF) = Tha Duke of Windior, the
mmmvumrmw-mm
Ahraoe for “The Womas [ Love, i Baria
_home early today, Backingham Pahn-

Hn was 7T
A Buckingham Pals nemlumdm “I s oase
. memnced with His Royal Highnesa,

the Duke of Windsor, nllﬂdllﬁnbnmll.ll‘n'u
- at 235 today, Sunday, May 28, 1070

This was 625 pm. PDT Saturday, .

The cawe of dedin was pol announced but
- Agence France Presie sahl he died of & theoat ag.
- ment. His secretary oaly lnst wenk denied published
nm:n«umm--um.mlmmumwmulnr
ihroat caticer dnd had great difficulty ywallowing.

sbiiuary describing fbe Duke's cobociul eareer
o Is-on Page A-12 today.

the saceifice, becams e of the great love slories

of all tma.
“Tha Duke, uncle of Gasen Elizaboth 11 had been
leormllmnnnbmlnwmlnnm-m

ar
state visit to Prante enrlier this month, the alung
mmw;unngmmmcom the doar 18
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Duke of Windsor Dies

He.dled amid a growisg feeling In Britaln the
wmmmmhﬂhﬂmhsmm1m}m
his homeland.
"Ilhwﬂﬂ'mﬂhmmm!wlﬂﬂsnu
oot an oppo-
arcus Lip-
llldllllmﬂ]nnlntkllnunnl’ﬂ:mmmm
Th-vlnlb)‘mronlnhc::ﬂn & camlious
restaration of contacts with the duke wnkh was genn
hs' mw asa ﬂul forgivoness for his abdication—an
dm:leee Britaia's prewar geseration of
Yomih mpocaehists.

Burkingham Falsce said in ha beied announce.
mant that funeral arrangements would be snousced
)

ar.
«  But it was usdersiood the duke's body will be

The duke's decision m 10% = haired duke, who woslil havee bees T 60 SRR : ¥

of 50 Britiah rulars o abdicate m&’ﬁw eul“u:‘:.exu;:u m:.d:gnlmnexmm Falige e e s i e ootE N

old Brilish msonarchy s ils {undatiens, far severnl weeks. ~Turn to Page 13, Cul. 1 DUCHESS AND DUKE OF WINDSOR

Fair

L el thwough lomorrew except
hpammmmnmm:
Highs 1n 2 ou comst, T8 Island, a'n

Westarly e T

, Inesll 5

m ly stronger in Sulsun Late Spom
' ‘Complete report on Page B4
Vol 1972 No. 22 e AT R SU 1-2424 SUNDAY 35¢

MOSCOW — (UP1) — ARef five days of

 Crowds, like this one, greeted and delighted President and Mes.

day, sl

grutliog negotiations, Presidest Kixon
ured Leingrad estecdar, wacmed to the

modsy  welcome wha putied
-wpt mm toastad hiz
“n world of pence asd frignd-

The Presidest's face broke ints brosd
wmiles a3 he waved back at cheering
crowds lining the heavily guarded rowte of
his mototcale 0 the eity for o one
wisit.

Soviet troops mnd saflors bobding back
hrol

1t was the first esipouring of scciaim for yev

the US Fresident by ihe Rumian people
alnch ha arrived in their country last Moo~

Editor’s Report

Making
History

e
deadline Is especially
::Kmm;‘y mur\ﬂlmﬁmmm:nt]ss
i mhc—';lbwnmsuﬂ
anyhow, the absnce
of firal and definitive detalls.

STt would be more than
halpful, for exam)
advancs

Ty William Randélph Hearst Jr.
RdritGaind, Tre Haarat Mewsasbens

i / YORK—Iifaving to meet a i) ro-Sun-
oty % hﬂdlun!;:g;mm!

responded ke
. cainpulgEe,

Mry. Nixoo plucked petals from (he bos-
gt of red mBﬂ!m\‘EﬁMﬂ!lllmﬂ.
walcame and handed them to Leningraders
alang the way,

White Houss aides sald the coowd,
standiall four or five deep -of sowme mls.
Eight Mavo tumbered o the husdreds of
thousagds, Gicls in miniakirts usd house-
wives wilh uhmnt haﬁ Juuml u mnd
Sown belind

| bryiag W catch a f-hn'lnh d Uui‘:nlélﬂ
v

i e rude pas
Wiresth si Monuinest
Accompanied by his wife and Soviet
President Nikolui l‘nﬁtﬂn‘.w Nixom lnid &
wreath of white carnations at the Piskar.

ing Ue $0-day German siege of Leningrad.

By Sydany Kossen
o anes

Californis's lrlhll peesl-

domtlal p week from
mmﬂmum
of an era.

PJ' ». mm-amwuku

Mixan when their matorcade drove through Leningrad yesterday
—ur P

& hancheon ln bés haner at the
paky Paioce, Nixen recalled
sentag at the cumelery memorial the -
graph and diay of 13 year old Tanya Savi-
chiva, who recorded Rer feslings af oy and

despair ap she and her family siwly
sarved 1o daath
*“1 only bepn thal the visit that we have

had st the th:\ level with the Soviet
Ioadora will have contribubed to that kind of
warkd in which (be lHile Tanyas and Ueir
brothers and thelr sisters will bo abe to
wrow up In a werld of poace and fresdalsy
amang penntu. all poople im the warkd,”

Nizon, still beoyant vver e signlng
strategic arms kmitation agreaments with
the Sevint leadership at tho Koomlin | F\'u[.l)’

might, Telaxed with a nine-hoar sk
ing visit 10 the spacioas, tdn o
the Gulf of Finlnd that Peter the Great

|
debis and sumken hopes to
his rivals pursidng the eame
party’s presidentisl nemina:
ton.

Shoald I:-ummclw\zl

the grizl
would still loom L-rwn\u- all.
v

wom targnet q.nm
of 3.1 millien eligihle voters
‘_or[.u' 10 mm:? ane man
trylng o prove his

My and mlhhgw h:nmm

The Califorsia Supreria
Court has rejacted = Tagul
teet of the all - ar - sething
primary. Tt the Lagisiative
routs {x spen,

Marla.

War Over Narcotics?

Change sewmns certain.
As Stale Demoeratie
Chuirman Charies Manott

mon, ‘eme vele, (hem you
BeaT ey helieve in winner take

You can'l have it both
o

Clll{unu Chalrman Joha.
The winser of the Juma 6

built 20 years ago Ap Husia's “windsw
looking on Eureps.”
The' Nixons made the $0-misute flight
"

doy ul ety Bhalager Hiu Pratidint’s wi-
tional security adviser, ake deco-
o e i e nors
Syeirald brandy supplied by Anatoly De-
Tiyuin, the Sovict ambassador 10 Washing-
1o

Leningrad, farmerly 2 Petertbarg and
Russia's capital until the Bslshewik Heve.
luthem of 2917, wap clouded with mist and
rain when the Nixca's plase landed at mid-
moreing at the alrport gaarded by troops

o i pustbeewn o

About 200 Lemingradess, based 1o the
sirport espoclally for the President's ar-
rival, waved small Soviel uod American

~Tura to Page 14, Cal. 1

The Last Winner Take All?

primary will take all of this
state’s 271 delegate voles to
Miaml Beach Jaly 10,
That's why lansion has es-
calated in rival camps.
Seas, Goorge McGovern and
Hubart Humpheey aze zoing
for the juguise tis weekend.
whila Ul pesimg ns eld
frjends amd ssteamed col
Lagues,
Even more delsgate voles,
—Turn ts Page £, Col 1

tie Northarn

e

ampaign'72

W. k. Hearst Jr.

Em;wmnm;rwm
a fall run-down o exact terms
the pact w

Angels Jailed in 4

nw meml

Hell's Angels motorcy-

:L. ® g wers i ymter

ina series

pry el Oafland
Leandro,

thorizad that all
five slayinge kad ta dowith
dispisten over narcetics.

The mu:dcrluvﬂ'!a s
two cthers jailed on Rarcot-
lcs‘charges, were picked up

sigmature kst Friday i bad Lt William Fugler of the Hell's Angels pads.
mwﬂﬁmﬂ past T Dakiand Folice ;mku.- d I
Tsalnly want to discuss. muu thayaimmayde 8 x“"’“‘ﬂ’::‘k'l“
g s mght be expectsd, the which T in: whk e plstols, an aboat $5000
urder of am Ill“dlﬂ“w ¥
bces, under formation for 21 a|r£scr|rm anl. b T o ‘ot s oth o na and qus-

m;nnue:wmh.mouwm
_murmn.c.!:Q

P A

found_stutfed into the trusk
of a car Friday in the Di-  Bedt known of the suspecis
mond District of Oakland. ! Ralph (Sonny) Barger, 33,

© This entire service and/or content portions thereof are copyrig hted by NewsBank and/or its content providers.

I: -] l .
fermar president of the Oak-

land chaper of the Hell's
Angeis.

rraan; Wﬂlhﬂ a MJ.-

min Pogidn, 7,
ald |W|m smm m
mur
dar in the dealh of zamr
old Severo W. Agero, whose
fully clad was found
sitting in the apstairs bathe
o n‘ 3 550,000 home on
tain Boalevard in Oak-
Inml tast Ssnday by firemen

~—Turgén Page 18, Cai. |
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Humphrey's Hope: |'||-
{irst of three TV dehates
Lween Hubert H\mlwhmr
amd Gearge MeGovern it
seheduled tonight.

Page A

McCloskey Fight: Rep,

Paul McCloskey fighta for
survival — lnd in & mawly-
concelved district.

Tage A

9: A miflion.
ollar wm af wards over
the esviremm.
Page 1A
Alsmeda Battle: A study
in conirasts batmed -
bent George Miller and chal-
lemger Fortney Stark.
#Fapn T-A

U.S. Jets Cut
Rail Line At
China Border

SAIGON — (UPD — American Phantom jets
have struck the clesest to China sinee retaliatory
bumbing hegan April & and knocked out o major
North Vietnamese railroad bridge 20 miles from the
border, cutting a key rail line betwesn Hanol and
the frotisr.

The U5, Commund reparted yesterday that the beenbers
used Insar-guides, one-ton “smurt bambs® on Frida
wreek the Lamg Gisi bridge, &) miles sortheast of the
Morth Vietnamese enpital The attack dropped six of the

11 spank of the 15004s0t bridge.
‘The Lekdge is on the rall

Smog May Ban
All Car Traffic
From Tokye

suyp
China o North Vietnam.

TORYO — (UPD) — The
Tekyo elty governmest may
ban melorists from the
woeld's most papulous city 4f

sinog persists in
ular seetinn of ise ety {or
hree eonsecutive days, it
s Jeamed yust

Gor,
cussed possibility of prohib-
itiag all b-pu of vehicles an
Tukys ma

waa caglured mHlﬂnh >

The broadeast also sald

North Vienamess “shore

batteriea in Thash aat

ire & US. warahip which
was shelling the coasl.”

In South Vietnam, North _ The Tuhn Afatropolitan

troopa Folice Foand xid an estl-

Tratad 34 milion car run 1n

acd out of the ety every

day,

Mincbe dis-

!ul Mghtands u!y of Kon-
um before duwn torsy, de-
rplb: heavy pousding by
Eing waves of Amariean 52
bambers during the night.
Acgordig to official fig-
ures. 195 North
wers killed in n attack Frl-
day 17 it xmp araa of K
and 173 Com-
Thimite. @ I an attack on
an artillery base south of the

Primary schoal stsdents
in Nerinu fn westsen Takyn

ined of hesdnebes
amt difficulty in Breathing
Tacause of tanng.

Indy Winner

eity, whieh Is 90 miles Sets Record
north of Saigan, Gav t
it s INDIANAPOLIS o
Willed snd five wounded sn Donohue' tosk aver ke Jead
he bws attacks ;vlth qul: mx:;: :ngn and
Tankded North Vietnam: s v e (LA,
st troops fought through de-  time here e

3 crewl of moce than 300,
L
and some 500 Morth

See Sports. Section C
—Tern to Page 2, Cal. 4
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‘Progress-Bulletin

Pomene Valley for 87 Year
by Mo S By 2L
ot ¥, Bvetn. Pravamet
roar T e
sovan 3 e e, dasn
L Agvatary Fatem
L e

P

e
Sireararan arater
[y e

ARSI

EomroRiaLs
Archie Bunker--
A Lovable Jerk

Ls there any social signilicance in the fact that for
the second vear in & row the comedy serbea “All In
he Family™ dominated television's Emmy Awards?

Avcomiing to some crities, the popalarity of the
show means that "bigotry has become respectable,”
We are all Archie Bimkers ot hearl but 't have
the nerve 1o be as honest and vocal as he s We
may pretend — or even believe — that we are
laughing at the always<discomfited Archie, but in
trith we are secretly almlll\inu with him.

Coaldn't It be that the show’s popilarity s noihing
more than a reflection of Its excrllence’

The show is simply fumny. The wrhin: i oof a
.vml-.lmlry high standard, treating what really are
delicate mnd serbous subjects with just the right
touch of lrony and, above all, hsmor.

Archie, surrounded by “dingbats™
heads” wnd “differcnt” people who threaten his
psyehologheal security, week after week has his
prejudives exploded in his face, and week alter
witek keeps coming buck with mare prejudices.

Maybe through him we experience a sort of cath-
arsis that enables us to Jook af, and laugh at, thos
aspects of Archie Hunker that lie deep within our
selves.

O g be e fust Jke to see the look on his (are
when, onor agaln. be's provisd wrong

and meal-

Bui whai robees the series to Its high Tevel s ihe
fact that Archie s more than & steaw man set up 1o
polnt in ench show. He
and —

I knocked down to preve
ix a Mmean belng we have grown i know
stifle the thaught — even to Jove

her than Ing bigotry vespeutuble
£ r has tought us that when we deny
manness of the bigot or the taclst we are just pe
tehng a dliferent form of bigotry

Taking Primaries Out

Of Smoke- Fllled Room -

Al presenl, pegisterad party voters from each
Iy choase from statewide slites of delegates 1o repe
resent them at thelr national comvention.

Each shate is identified by the name of the candi-
» whom It i ledged: or It may nlso desbnats
s umpledgel

r may be hended tn a le
party who bx cailed n “favorite son.”
w setious candiidate, but because of the thr

divishe primary olbiet

lenge such

expensive
lotes will not by

Thght
slate

sby hosen mw the pare
il represerited on the

abtiemy 4 wiuld respure the Liallot «

all recogniged candid

the Secretary of Suie ¢

i have
1 ¢ thes wlah lo pepr
An open primany will take the seloction of
il ruoms and it
We foel that th

Pty

Cheers for No-Sniff

the Dathon’s
u deugs. But

Thoughi for Today

with Chriat,

seek the

Atmosphere
0f Unreality

About Summit

By STEWART HENSLEY
UPI Diplamatie Reparier

WASHINGTON  (UPI) -
There is an stmosphere of Ln.
reality about the way ar
rangeraents for fhe Moscow
summit procend while Sovies
vessels are prevesied from
Ieaving mr eneerng Hnipseeg
harbar by American mines.

The Kremlin condemm the

Ametican “blockade™ a8 Wle.
gl and dangeroos wed de
mands it end. But Rossla hay
Tnde DO GTETT MWVe 10 oM
1er it nd has not w0 mach A%
hinted (hat it ever considered
callimg off the summit with
Pravident Nivon which hegins
Tuesday in Moscos'

Secret Proes

The Soviet U'mion, contrary
o e weual custem, did met
publiciss & protest B deliv.
ered st woeek over the kil
ey of & Ressien  sablor
whoard a Saviet vessel se
riouly damaged duting an
American ait raid on Mal-
phomz. The secroey of the
Russinm protest made it pos-
wible for the United States bo
apalngire withoul publiciiy or
recriminations

In the m summit confer-

bave been aborted for
Iesser peasons.

Presmier Nikita Khnshehey

cancelled a 1080 mammit -ll
President  Eluenhower
cunt & U3 wpy plase vio
inird Soviet mir space. Now
spr satellites gather tar mam
duts with impuniey

Prosidest Iohoson I Av
pet, 1888, guickly cancelled &

mmit ennference

with an leadery to begin

muclenr army Bmitation yafe

whes Soviet forees (vaded
Crechosloeakia

The odditkes of 8w rurrem

"

o™ want t0 fare
" \rw.... tu bumilbiste hln
fr some way

The visible evidence sug
jpeats thern may be & grai

L]

M Years Age

Washington Wind

“What Are You? Some Kind of a Nut?"

J. K. IDOC) PEIRSOL

Gossip for Todny

Today bet's 1aik about waem
s still OK o separate llu' men from the bove
bat. i you laow what ks good for you, just don't try
1o separate the women (rom the glrls,
age, n girl Is & giel is & girl, and don't you ever
forget it

o lwl:n[‘ Where fomales are E

fuei can't win, The Rochester Junior Chamber
Commerce did (15 best 10 keep the ladies happy,
wven admittng them to Junlor Chamber member-
siilp. For that noble gesture in behall of equality
anid antidiscrimination, the Rochester Jaycoes chap-
[t rI hns bewy suspended (rom the pational organ-
Enton.

ist where men have lailed. tecimocracy may ulsi-
ulely be the answer fo 8 beiter understanding be-
woen the seses. A new [iaeirtlon has just been an-
e shieh will undoubtedly help keep husbands
trom golng stark raviog mad and perhaps even save
many o marriage, 108 an sdding and subtracting
nichilne thit cun be Gtted into & wife's checkbook.

BRUCE BIOSSAT

Humphrey All-Out
To Bag California

Sen.  Hubert Fumphrey's
strangely limited, high-rick
presidensial campaign serate.
Ky | pazding somne veteran,
demoeratic paliticlans  here
in the West and e the
marion

Though aides o Sen

aill fear

My Il 12

My 70,

JACK ANDERSON

Secret Service Computer Didn't
Have Bremer's Name on File

wd ta b top campaign
wides that McGovern might
b his' choice. for vies presi-

Humpheey win
e presdential

Georgs Wallnoe
e 81 8 weburhan

shopping center, The Secrer
ervice whirred through ils

Tocate the
AT

i des
At st 8 rw-rlur [
wawin cam by fed min ihe

i
Semntor 10 Jm 3 I'l'r\lrl.l

wisn maraser

LETTERS FROM P-B READERS

As Others See II s Leﬂers

Lcng ve Pmll'wn 2
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sme kind of last-minuee
Humphrey effort in the May
n 0!!&- primary, the Min-
Tet0ts wmaior's achedle in-
dicates heavy concentratios
o Califernia from bers on
Ignaring Oregon
The ratonale for ignoring
Gregon wnd handing it 1o
s, of courve, wim-
p1, that the vote prim Sor

chaoced can be adveTtied I
the medin, and McGovern
wiil be doing junt that with
the wlates b by flled in 37 ef
the wtaie's B congressional
darricts

The quoted .
mamkger Obierves ibai n
New York me delegate
prospects have filed who are
either uncommitied or favor
able (o other candidsies
Thunkie. Chiholm, Jackson).
Some of (hess Are  rated
friendly o Humphrey, and if
victerious wa Jene W, are
connidered powiible  Mumph
Y wates whould be nepantine
wia California, But n some
ditricts MeGovern people are
whopposed.

etional convention debegales. Baffling
Whils some party hum ™

sccept that Fationale, Y5 have 10 et the New York

are awsuidbed 81 Namphrey's  decisin I o

seeming sbandonment of &
[ sod ¢

¥ vigtros organtaationsl pre.
sence in the mountals states.

meatake v
baavily
ket BoEHmaTY stte
Hamphtey desen tay &
bt e really b8 counting em
the politics of mags — o
néng Calitornia and & few

Ny places wid hoping

by wilh esriier
rensiming, Thers w
when he talked of wa!
1he early teats

nin the “late o

BARBS

#i Califormin’s
fat etherwien he o
™

D untn aibers, and they'l
de yrui Fght Mack

Al arsses g ahout fhe
only kind you find el
studinn

vng Py advce 18
are wy b Ioee 8 friend.

Fuding i plan 1 8
plan for falling

An artit b n Mellow whe
haw amdy @ brisbing acquae-
ance with werk, says the
o

a0 debegate €

ate fheit

s daniial reaces i o4 weragle is &

arem

1 e h

Side Glances
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3. FBARY GLINTON
Ve Meat Steal
Gestfrey A Corrall e . Rowual by some homedront wars—
News Edwor Cary Editor such uU'
smtant U5,
To giee ity raders ihe widest pinia tie o
BT S i
eceazarily those. Crowd of i e
20 wmits) suceeeded In gais
28500 Maree Eriday, June 2, 1972 - :ﬁf: &““f.;‘i“ui'm“-fmmn
'g :tw‘ o
£ hs 4t
sl ing o
Cast a ‘No” Vote on Sl s
Espeeial
s . FNI; ;’m one of Al
aides,

Proposition 4

Legishutive Constitutional Amend-
iment Proposition 4, to be decided by
California electors next Tuesday, under
the label of “Open Presidential Prima-
ry" s mischievous and unneeded. It
would require the Legislature to provide
for an open presidetial primary elec-

. tion In which the presidential candi-
dates on the California primary ballos
would include the names of all such cane
didates who are found by the Secretary
of State to be recognized candidates in
California or cisewhere in the naltien.
Any capdidate wishing o withdraw
fram the baliot wegid have 1o file an
affidavit that be is nod a candidale

The -result could be a lengthy Hst of
names in a sart of “free-tor-all” race as
opposed to the present lan which re-
quires qualification by petilicn. Such a
tist could also overload voting machines
atready crowded to capacity.

Effect of the proposal gives the Sec-
retary of State, himsell a partisan-
elected office holder, the declsion as to
which names of candidates would be
placed on the ballot antomatically. Otb-

er candidates not “recognized” by the
Secrotary of State would be reqiired to
circulate petitions, as now, 10 get on the
ballet.

The “open primary” label is mis-
leading since the balll iz not pow
elosed ta candidates who qualify.

In use this amendrrent wonld Literal-
Iy force all serious candidales 1o enler
the Califorma primary even if this were
not thesr preserred campaign plan, The
aljernative is to declare themieives a5
non-candidates in Califorma with' possi
ble destruction of lheir campalgns i
other staies. )

The California primary is a lite one,
coming just a few weeks before national
party cosventions. If a candidate finds
Limself forced 10 run here he risks a
defeat tnat would damage his chances
at the convention even I he had he sup-
port of his party in other states.

The net result of this proposal is the
g O e Ty
national scale w

3al benedlt to California vo::g llﬁ

3 bad measure and shoukd be defeated.

\ole “No™ an Proposition 4

Beware of Proposition 7

There are two major faults in State
Ballot Proposition 7 that should warn
the wary taxpayer to vote “Ne'* on next

Tutsday.

I s a Legislative Constitutional
mr,enumm which would Dﬂhﬁa that

he Legislature ma; rmiu
lim: Mﬁglﬂam’r el

grly 1ax purposes al any valie greater
that which would Teflect the use of the
skagle-family d

'DOSBS.
Toe first maor fault is that it would
weaken the pmsem Californi» ~ractice
for its best and
use. It & a departun

progerty site fo

of assess]
most vl mﬁ!l

b..'tg in the

from the Congitntional standsrd that
all properiy be assessed uniformily ac-
cording 1o the value which it would

open market.

e, Tt would serve

edent for other schemes o ob-

!'or pm]ﬁ

the
welling

‘i‘:wﬂ spocial class
I.upl o5,
The & :

that faver a
econd major fault is that what-

gvm -AI: deducdonsthugmsu.'e ws%

ring to approximately five per cenl
jefamily dyellings affocted [N 17pucenty,

would have to be made by an mereased

dax Joad on the remaining 95 per cent of

the laxpayers.

Washington Merr}-Gu-Rowtd

Congressman Celler
Helps a Conglomerate

By JACK ANDERSON
WASHINGTON — The vemer-
n]e. Eyearold dean ¢! the
House, Rep. Eruacwel Cellar,
D-K.Y.. has become & bit eare-
st aboal promoting his pocks
ethack inferests i Congress.
For 30 nin.he Ea shatled
Rapers 2nd gwitched name-
plates to upame hkh'pr.l:v

Iansh;m thi 't \Hl
1 at this hasn't provested |
Irom.

Du!dl.n

Capieol HIIL
The

tinkering

Tis
_w:m"hn nqmle tax structure. Voie

The Public Voice

Edior. Tee Times:

We have several Democrais

wying for delegaiion voted 153
nnmnyed candidate bor the of-
Hice of President ol the USA
As'z registered Democrat asd
axpayer. lanr fusing 1o v
for anv o, unkil ooe
voices lh:: apposition wud aad
elear, ngainst viglenee in all
forms, perpetrazed wpai ot
and sociaty, by 2o
tain ejement o this counlry.
il asv o! ibe candidaies have
to resort 9. or depecd ca the
votes of the vialent eement,
then gar councry Is doamed

Tre Erst order of 1be day
wilh top privcily. is to gel this
equniry lwrnéd arcosd on @
sane and seand bushs, without
the copcit m‘u: of the Viel:

pam War. then the rest of the
prebbems MM be sowd
easly.

Qo of fhe candidates taks a

no one 3 MES,

mlng :he u-:pau-s ‘mallions
af mﬂan. waether it ks resl-
or Elimia thesg

y.'opm are big cols in the
delense buigel, and elinin-
while

larg
shmed furces, celense corps.

there sre depariments liked
with them, such B3 civil serv.
lee, atroszace eleciconic
I'-nm. indastries, 228 to forget
fiems that rely on the pur-
cbn—.:: power of these people.

8 id ke

come. Walked oves o the com-

mittee  hearing and watched

Mr. MeCloskey and the rest of

the committes on waterways.
He seemed

wabched
h‘nn and my wad carrec!
that he socn leave. Al

Telt and caught him as the ele-
vators and infroduced mysll.
— immediately talked abott
the noise problem same peapla
thizk we have in Faster City —
they keew the plames flew
above when they purchased
hare he 5r-ﬂ’n§r rule
nee — and
old Mr. MeClaskey my views,
He walked faster apd faster

wy b Aﬂepcuma aod it way
m"i‘ oid cw
1o fuel i

L1
the other haml if '.hu a'rh-
the

portant facis that
taken st cossideration when
preple vote. Jumping oo the

:hn:!.nm!lhe-gladwue

A:ly man er woman coald
waglly take his place — he
wasn't even in the Hease for
:‘:syw:’thd vyotes! What & be
w an #50 trip?
IEL‘E.
Feater Clty.

Editor, The Times:
As a voier in the 10ty Con
gressinal Distriet, 1wl na

he Jonger be able o vote for Pete

In the )'u:she
represesed me [n Congress [

2 be husve besn Fl-renl fair deal.

T bave always Tound MeChes-
ke 10 be liard wocking. (ones:

winnes's gandwagon, 'l M- and cours)

ways Lhe wisen.
NAME WITHHELD,
Bel

Editer, Tee Times:
Yoar editorial “The Incredi.

His carly and cersislent
#anc agaiest that hocrible war
in Vietnam it honest ard ha

discuss
stituents at designated places
|supermarkets, ete.) |5 some-

se\ml mmm:a done..

miake 2= azpolziment with
as my plans were W0 mh!ee
oy Sensters
ot even his olfice force wu
irieeedly. where e
was J'.cy resaciantly wld me in
3 cemmiltee meeting
asking if it was privaie o pud-
Vi, was Jeld that it was pablic
Agam had fo ask wheee it was!
Thiz was to leil of things s

thing that no olher comgress-
man me  had
riined bis po-

hape pof. We need men Il
Mcckuk:r ia government. 1
hope the people in the 17th dis-
trict will keep hur in m%

Ikrr:gm

Fischbach
and Mowre, doed de:'nml
work for power plants, in-
duserial facilitics, office build-
Ings and other installations. K
has received goverament con-
tracts for a variesy of projecis,
rasging from the FBI's vast
new budqlu.rm fn Wa!thg—

anti-ballistic missdl

ton
sites ln 1uh|

projects,
mentioned that bhe has a finan-
cial sake in the company. He
bat served, ol and o0, a5 a4
director, and his iaw firm does - would
legal work for the company.
There was a big brousaha in
the 968, foc e . over

Cocsolidstad Edizan s o ed e

struction of 8 nuclear gemerat-
ing plant st Buchanam, N.Y.,
and & a,vdmhcme plant az

s Cormmall, NY. Celler vose i

the defense of Con B4,
Sacred Cow

o kvasion of the sceic beat-

Dick West

WASHNGTON (LPl) —~2'm
atending ey daughter's oo
lege praduation this week, in
comection with which there's &
hard fack steey T'd ke s hand

oo

Back In her ehildhisod days, 1
wsed ‘o faney ABal by the time
my duughter fmi coibege |

inly
elbadb:ﬂki\'mmm‘:b!-
fisve all the rotlen luck I've
had, but these two recest ex-
amples will give you an idea:

1. Earlier this yesr, a certala
party calied bo offer me & copy
of seeres White House mﬂ' 7]
o the Indiac-Pakistan 1
was ew: baving a shorl beer, 5o
the ;lpers were glm 1w Jazk

izsbead, He wom 2
Hnlr.uqﬁmnum|

3 Hewsrd Hughes was oo
the verge of signing 4 ontract
dfor me to write anma
2y Then Clifford krving came

ty af the Hudsen . . . 1 have
grave doubts as to whether or
Dol there wiil be any invasion

Celler has vouee bor milliary
constraction that inciuded
elecirical m:ﬁcufmz

of the beauty of the Hadson. Flsch

Mor is scenic Biawty a sacred
oW la o mnhr.uped o all
and any coat™

A far Ihose wha opposed the

m In the filleeath cestary,
warned Colombs not to 84t
oub on hls voyage to India
wiich finally led him to Ameri-

ca, These are the same skep
tiex whe, i 1882 =i e
Broaklyn  Bridge would fall
dowa.  These

are the same
skeptics that mlwald Kluy
Hawk and fying machi

aod these are the nmnlv}
tics who sceff at our ellonslo
rexch the moon,”™

Celler omitted the fact L.a:
Coa Ed had coatrarted with

i

erical work
In 1564, Celler helped rally a
chose Houss vote i favor of the
anti-ballistic missle system,

Pasa: Bﬂt" 1[:‘!015& vsiern is oot

mrumd. he told the Hoase

8"!’

)uu ll\ol’l ® congiomerate
belp with ke construe:

" Celier and Lockbeed.
mmunm Chller support-
the coniroversial S29 mil
:Ilnr lu'\ 1o Lockbeed Corp. T
k Lotkbeed 5 worts sav-
ng’" e cried. e peiated ool
thist “in my ewn state, there
are suppliers en subconitacis

imvolving over §67,5 million.”
He discrestly didn'i mention
Fischbach &nd Moore was
one of the subcontracors.

along and made him & belter

#
s meglected 1o mention that

oveEr FBI rﬂ!,gcna‘_-ﬂ
ceincidensally, awarded Fisch-

od:  bach and Moore the clecirc:

contract for the mewJ. Bégar
Hoarver ing.

All the while, Celler has put
on & great show of abstaining,
In the name of ethics, frem
handling peivate Luw cases be-

Bowever, i required by
huppm o be l[edeﬂ] vigla-
rmmea [
bus .a
The door o Celes's v Toy-
out diglays twe signs. Ome
identifies the of Wek

An Uﬁde]ivere& Address

higher humuﬁoll‘.tklopu-
pare us lor this Emportist

offer. A
Well, i Somebody Up There function.

doese’t (e you, Illﬂte talent
D the word wee'l
where. Just g0 the
e tolally wasted, -ma m
Fridged wersion ol lhe com-

nezcement address 1 would
heve made bad no. my sty
Bbecome crogsed:

“Members of ibe Class of

-»\ grest pllosogher coce
'Yu.r: only ymung once.

Bring e you ‘ndlram eross
the thresheid assume the
mastle of maturily.

“For when mbl,vwd
hese ivied 15:
beavar no laager willbe ab-
solved by copping the plea
‘just & k64" From this omest

o, you will have to comeun b

Immodw_mlqpaum governmeat does
1 bonthesded mistaies that e pg: o be willng by end

“A)l o0 aften, we are struck
dam by the magnilode of e
owa stapidily, Realizing we
chave ‘pulled a rock! S0
speak, we are wnzbie to extem-
porize an improbable cover
elory. Or cven 8 plasible coc

m«dm; to the authoritles.
And these same law and order

men cow esimate tha: lie
combinatin of this Jocal, 167,
biggesz In ike naticeal union.
and the underworl raismd Lae
eost of mest to the p.oplu;
almoet 5208 milfion a yeas in
one section of the n-:nnur
ATl fhis 5 In sworn test
and decoments leth.wdsn[
cusading local and Federal in-
vestgatars, Mind you. ihe rel-
st

Al the same time theve seent
reports that ooe of fils natioe-
al ankon’s vice peesidests,
Beston-based
[

as and seared”
President Xiwa's mine-
the-kacbors speech.

Now 115 Daldui's privilege

But it Is sracge that Cald.
well 50t shocked and scared

Erwin D. Canham

Tha Cartan icimue Marnr

The key is lS_\-{,SSR
relafions these days. |t seems
o me. ks equality.

The Seviets have achieved It
They hd\tbmieahn;hfon
Tong In:;’ And now &t :"rrg
pecemined and u:phwee
Presydent Nixon's visi
cow and everythimg that b
beex zaid and agreed upom
taere.

rul

The ||:1|ly o eourde.
mot abso eq

SFSLeS.
ferences in values. nol all.of

A whict: are faverabie 1 the Iree
secieles.

But In teoms of place b the
word, membershlp In i rec-
ognized famiiiy of natigns, i=

psyehologicsl end morale
supparting berms. the Soviets
liave achieved equality. They
know i They like it And lhe
chigs en their shoulder dimin-
L=

“A1 yoo march down from (%,

this platerm, steesils in
hand, :I nhmlal all of yeu m
thizk akead. Bocome mén and

ahead and have some outlan-
dish excuse prepared in ad-

vance,
“as you travel along life's b

‘highway, taking rhum:u
Iway the im-

with ezene sort of Feeble axpla- i

naiten Jor ali the romdoal thisge
Mlil:hr-ll rhaps

- izing is perhags the
hardest part of sdulthood. Yed,
carlowsly, our lostieices of

exp
v~:wb¢W!ﬂthnn
the forch that we. Hie older
Kenesation, hand over to you™

3 rouble.
and the wﬂdinw it. l'htsav
viel

: guolutionary impact than ever

bd Tntersal ¥, the So-
viet. Unies hau 518 Chlna prob-
Here, too, e Uzited
States doen nut appear willing
1a be keiplal. Quite the contra-
.
The equal y\-hx:h underliss
the Moscow summil s emerg:

ﬂw. Ibﬂl‘lukfl
& rnb:r .wm!lus complacency

'. which i ;ma'cdd-rusuw 4

ritary, as inside the looting

guinieg  power celallate

agairst the -nus:u 1was 50
concerned that I felz
it my duty to call in officials of -+

the imsermaticns] unken and 1

= al:nrlud teemm of his informa-

tion and T am glad to say they
gave me every assurance that
the eellectsve bargsining

m.-nu hat s o
o col had been Spenizated by un-
& m«lc #lements 23 far back

lﬂd therm

i
[ car remember 30d 1 ber-

- Nei hem for mot having done

i and 1 told
ied taeir

n ik they dare not

groands ]
i m:?e-t Ie the alfaks of the

“1 said i s sbeal time we
bmmmﬂlsx:ndd!dm .

shing abewt it.

“They did give me some en-
couragement, Toey would do
some]
kinds

it These
injals have en-

abal
of labor ol

b spied the ardecmertd o exend
its influence in hb«' I busl-

s and in indus!

Ii Caldwell .lnd ike other na-
tignal leaders were shocked by
this shact spaech, 1 lind ro evi-
terce. Nor does there seem to
have beon any actice. Yeu
there are sume 30 mear
wholesalers izvolved in jist
one sectios.

Ing in varioos ways. T takes
the form of & erk:;

conlact eoopel
[elly. the two nations ill Jeim
beter how to work logether,
what  seesilivities lo
woal siengths 5o usilize, what
Mg yocatularies to use.
Thers can be many rﬂ'»:ul—
tles ahead as this
ry mrucwre of agreement .5
mlef_ out The most vital of
he agreemen:s to limit de-
.msm nnd omen;m Duclear
misgiles, would not bave been
passibie 2 J'er vears ago. Then,
the sdamant Soviet refusal o
sarmiit amy fore el interal
“mspection made such agree
meals impesshle of esforce-

ow, the reconpalsssnce sab

ellites hlw achieved ﬂu
tes pelicy mhul

Aent Eiseabower sought and

rTman
od, j the 1950's. The sples i
the sky, limoL‘.er
:LW. have 1:\ discorery
treaty violation possible.
the kaho-

meetings have prodoeed many
examples of the (we um:

" Gyig 1 coperate with and
rsised one another. The

patibdlities ind B conmasls
can all come to light. On 4 ba-
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Feinstein and Boxer Win

Easy Victory for Seymour on GOP Side
— Clinton Clinches Demo Nomination

Herschensohn
holds lead

over Campbell

By Susan Yoackum
Chrsmists Palitteal Weltes

Barbars Bover and Dianne
Feinstein made history last
night, eapluring the sttention of
the nation by becoming the first
twa women nominated simualta.
ncously for the LS. Senate in
Callfornia.

While tho tio Bay Ates Demi-
erals casily wom thels races, Re-
publican Bruse Hessehensshn be-
£an pulling away from Tom Camp-
bell |n a saspenselu] race where as
many as 10 percent of the ballote
remained  uncounted.  However,
exrly this marning the Associated
Press declared that Herschensohn
had won the right to faee Boxer
far the six-year sl being vacated

Cransion.

In the fourth contest, appalat.
ed Fepublican Senator John Soy-
mour won handily over conserva-
tive Represeatative BHIL Danoe
meyer.

Whereas Frinstein's big win
for the towo-year seal had been ex-
pected, Boxer's thomping of Lieu.
temant Gowernor Leo McCarthy
and Representative Ml Levine
was net. The (we women candi-
dates' smashing victorles all bat
overshadowed the tenie conlest
between Campbell and Herschen-
sohn for the Wng Senate sl and
Seymour's easy victory far the
short seat.

“The tide bas boen enleashed.”
said polltical amalyst Mervin Ficld.
“For thoce who expeet Caliarnia
women 10 go to the Senste, the
frst Burdle has heen cheared
‘Women are sweeping — bt nat in
he traditbanal sénse

In the past year, sexual harass
mesl. pareatal Jeave and aborticn
became dominant lssues that de
fined not only the women's agenda
but the agenda for the country.

The difference was perhaps
best {Husirated i the Campbell-
Herschensohn race. in which the
Penintuls confréssman was pro-
chobee and the Los Angeles televi
sion commentator was snliabor
thop. Proelection polls showed
that abortien played a key role in
defining each candidate's support.

Kam Kuwata, Felnsteln's cam-
palpn manager, id, “The mistage
of today’s election is that Califor
nians are calling for change. Vat.
ers want people who aren't part of
thi ald bey metwark.”

The remarkable viclaries by

Bush wins in California —
many say they favor Perot

By derry Koberis
Cheualile Folliicad Kditor
Seiting wp & wild, three
presidantinl fampalge, BH Cine
ton clinched the Democratic
momination and Fresident Bush
eompleled an unbroken string of
Republican primary victorles
yesterday widespread
sgns of bparihsan suppori for

Ross Persl.

Arkansas Governor Clinton de-
feated party rival Jerry Brown in
the Californis primary, kours after
cresilng the thresheold of Z145

Natienal

CALIFORNIA PRIMARY
RESULTS

+* PRESIDENT o

delegates needed for his nomina-

e with solid ietories in five oth-

er states that voted yesterday.
With sale turnoul a very low

4 percent, yeste balloting
ﬂPPI:ﬂ o turbalent and unpredict
shile primary season shaped by a

+ mational recession, urban riots and
coasttoeast anger at ibe stalus
quo ~ and the rhetoric of the can-
didates matched the potitical cli-
mate.

As the nation watched, the
Democrat used a populist, cuesider
tone in a viclory speech deliversd

to 2,000 cheering supperters al the
Bitmore Hotel In Los Angeles.

“1 am tired of seeing the people
wha work hard and play by the
rubis get the shaft™ Clinton said,
moments after California's polls
cloed, “We want 1o put the forees.
af the status quo and short-term
preed on notice: The parly B over,
n:nlnj'nrl:h.lmlaﬂ we want
our eouniry bacl

Bush, up hi

Zenale condidete Barbora Boxer (left) cclobrated with her husband, Stewort, and her dulrni\hr. Iicole

San Jose Voters Reject
Plan to Build Ballpark

By Davld A. Syivester and Carl Nolte

hramicie Siaft Writers
The ballat proposithon o ed yesterday, by about 10 percents

bulld & pew ballpark for the G- age poinis.

anis in San Jose wes defented Last might, In 1 eoncession

yesterday, mw bdtr: volunteers whf.::

campaign, 3

1t was the fourlh stralght elec-

tion boss foe Giants owner Bob Lo m‘:’;m:f?’;‘g oo

ele, who has bees trylog for years  youcer he said, “it dide't work,”

o move the leam wl of San Fran-

claco’s Candlestick Park, There bas been wides

His latesi iry, Measure G on San

spoculation, some of it mwug::\i
by the Glants, that the team will

Feirsteln and Boxer ensure two  Josc's ballot, would have financed  BOW R0ve out of Northern Califor
& new gtadism médtly through «  Bla Butl Lurde offersd no indies.
Pape Al Col. § utiliny naa 10wk decisivoly defeat- Page A1} Cel 1
THE TOP STORIES INSIDE

AWARNINGTO LS,

Juan o{l'(nlytﬂtdqlmmdhlh‘hd&nln
that by nat igning o 'blodivenity” trealy, I could deny ity

warld's rich gesstic revsurcer.

Fﬁﬁfﬂ

HELP FOR AILING HEARTS

'cuwd"kuntr!d :l'\wnuiw(\vuolnloﬁr
phungrer o revive bis unceencious Toser, b
promite o1.on improved CFR echnique,

PAGEALY

ABLOW TO EUI!OFEAH UN.I‘I'\"

Donish

hﬂdwmam

o crete @ United States of Cu
tha eostisant.

v th

molnulnwllmim
rape, The vole snt seck

PAGEAIT

1

A plungsetike deviee may r-unl!ulmmum
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State Had Perot
On lts Mind

If Not on Ballots

50% would have voted
for Texan, survey shows

His name was not on the pri-
mary ballot, and write-ins would
mot he eounted, bat that did sot
step Ross 1*s most enthusias.
te backers yesterday from ex-
pressing thelr support for him —
in & varlety of ways.

"We've been replacing pages
Gl volng Illmw.l.ﬁal. whitlagout
problems and covering up nimes
with masking | =id Marin
County Tegistrar of Voters How-
ard Hanson, who said Perol’s pame
had bean wrilten in variows plises
in virtually all 158 Marin County

precineis.
Alaiwl station in San Fran-
foﬂr Terraces, aboit
half of 0 volers who had
ehecked In by mid had Foss
Pered on thelr mind. Dozens men-
tioned thelr support for bim while
chatting with poll workess, al
though only a few sxid rhay mlﬂ
wrile his name on the ball
peoll warker John lﬂ:lﬂln.ln mld
theam that the wrlteln was a throw-
away vote.

Kot everyope was convineed,

Pgpe Al1CoL &

ination weeks ago, lmn six more
lakea vicléries ever commentator
Pat Huchansn yesterday, giving
him 38 wins out of 2 primary con.
Rests in 1952

In a statement bsued ok the
White House, the president prom-
ised 10 "break the Washington law-
making gridiock and set a new
eourse for the pext Amer)

* SANTACLARA %
COUNTY BALLPARK

AT% of procanchs repariag

O Ye: 25% [3 Mo 55%

L

“With an unbeaten siring of
primary victories behind us, 1 will
coniinue to preseat my credentials
and ides to he American people,”
he sald, “This November, wa can
bresk the

& DIVIDE CALIFORNIA
1M TWO MEASURE
Requines pamréfiirg wote]
DOYe: 5% [ No 4mm

Eridlock and set a new course for
ihe next American cenury.”

Even in colebration, however,
Climton and Bush werd haunted by
the specter of Texss billlonaire
Perot, whose undeclared Indepar-
dent candidacy hes captured the
imagination of angry and disily-

shoned voters acToms tha natkn and
sent him soaring ahead of the Re-
publicam and Democrat in pre-
election polls.

Interviews conducted by the

Back Page Cel.

INSIDE

CITYLINE: 26 Haor nformotion | 415) $12.5600

SPORTS
Portland sl ruefully recalls oot

A lmt of Californis bawmakers
thnl: llﬂlnucm b5 good esaugh

[ — P —
[ T— )

Page C1 ":-'_“_"“ a
PEQFLE L E—]
Bulld or d youx o il S
vato city with ane of the hottest
computer games. PageD3 ki
Paail Sirnon was secretly married <
dwlna theo mhnd. colaminist
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WORLD NATION BAY AREA um CRISIS; The asea’s sobe employment

SPACE DISCOVERY: Astronomers detected gl
gantic star-forming clusters ereated lrom

“viodiversity” pact

Page A2

EARTH SUMMIT: A U.N, official warned the
US. that it may Joseout If it does not sign a
Page A2

quented a hard-core

COMPROMISE ;UWIU: President Bush sig-

THOMAS AND PORM: Clarence Thomas fre-

CALIFORNI
mmmumummm:

GAANTS STADIIM: The proposition 1 bulld a
new ballpark for the Glants in San Jose
A was defeated by vorers.
CASE: The dramatie story of & computer ax-
ecuuu's harrowlng kidnap wes disciosed

Page AIKIDHAP

‘whileat Yale, a book saye.

FageA?

wdwpymhrmml.

'ﬂga M

Page ALS

BITIER PR A tallet plunger lnspired @

l'ar lack of flllldi

serving dissbled youth may clese
PageD3

BUSINESS

SPORTS
A'S WIK: Tha Glants |ost to

FUROPEAN UNION: Dusish voters rejocted SPECIAL PROSECUTOR: A federal judge joined  STATE SINATE: Barbara Baxer, Dianne Fein-
the treaty that was to ereate o United  tho call for @ special probe inlo President  stein and John Seymocr easily won noml- ﬁ:,','“ lhl'lr:m‘ revive heart ll;:::m mmwwmfu kW Tha | ot
States of Europe. PageAl? Bush'slnq poliche. Page Al  natioms for the U.S Senste, Page Al more effectively. wle the A's beat umrmsi

WARNED: Husslan President
ecessor 1o quit
Page Al7

MAITI LEADER: The military-backed govern.
politician

GORBACHEY
Yebtsin warned his pred
eritieizieg the government.

ment kis picked a conservalive

PLEA BY JORDAK: 5F. Mayor Jordan weal
before s U5, Senate paned 1o stek more

Page Al

CHIMA TRADE: President Bush decided to
rengw favorable trade statps for China,

PEROT BACKIRS: Ross Peret was on the
minds of many state voters, alihoagh not

UC REGENTS: Demands far Increased diver-
sity on the UC board ﬂfﬂlmﬂhﬂ recent-

FageAl

GUNMAN SLUN: Two Gilrey polica officers
‘were wounded by 3 guaman who was then
shot o death by police.

CHINESE GANG: U5 and local police search.
ed 23 Bay Arca bomes and businesses In a

Page AlS

TOP SEEDS ADVANCE: Thae top four women's
seeds gof to the semifinals of the French
‘Open tennls tournament.

PageBi
WEATHER

BAY AREA: Morning low clonds, otherwise

tobe prime ministerof Haitl,  Page AZ0  despit FageAn Iy FageAlS  proboof the Wo Hop To. Page Al  supny, Highs, 6005 Lows 5082 PageCl4
CLINTON CLINCHES NOMINATION — BUSH SWEEPS YESTERDAY'S OTHER PRIMARY RESULTS

elevision netwerks with voters as

they ledt polling places confirmed

Pacots geaning 'l.dm. 'l.a.u.

i3 and other sates won by : u"'I*‘

Dush and Clinton. Caion_ 4% Cinon | &%

In Califorrds, for example, Per- Uneommined 11 30 Uscommined ) 24
n; Tinishad ﬁg in 3 proj e frovm [] 7 Boem F] i%
thresway match-zp hased on o ——— - -
polls. Ameng Democratie volers, Hw mdm?“ Mw;u “mdmm
35 percent said they would vote for 35
Parat | 2 threeway race, while 48 Bachonon 1] 7 Buchonos N iz
pereent favored Clintoo. On the Uneommted 3 18 Uncommised MNA i)
Repablican side, 41 percent said o
they weald back Perct and 47 per-
cent 1ty would ik withthe e tsico ||
president.

"0 Wil Mot Sink fo Thet Level’ Damacraty mﬁ::nm Dumecrats ma-_a;‘ﬂ

Perot, who is expected 10 an- Delagaret ol Dlagotes i
nounce his candidscy hiter this Clnion_ ) % Clhuon w m

manth, made himsell available for Unconmited [ 7 Uncommned ) [0
mn;mlnnhuulrvllwl in the state, B 23 20 Bewem 3 7
o sakd his slbent support
because “the American Mman B0 of precinet P__M
concerned  about 18 44
Amverican dream alive for Lbenm _ ¥ ¥
nnm!mx rrerer—— 7
g ot g2gge In MUCKIIEk:  pvkansas Gevernar Bl Clinton addressad supperters in Los Angsles o his wife, Hilary, wetched
people deserve better than that
This whole presess ithal) two Jecry Brown, who for 3 time sue-  mous B0 mumber. “No matter &1 and antbincumbent fervar. It Jo rpenlaale
ties have established where cessfulty cartied the oulsiders’ what hp?!m. we're eot going wemedmw_fu\ummmrm e YR 2,045
throw rocks tagether all day has  banner now held by Perot, wasde-  away, Wa'll fight inside the con- major parties’ nominations were 2

thingto udrhselmm.wlurmd flant in a speech to about 300 sup-  vertlon, s captured by eareer TSRS o 517
president for the people. 1 wili not  porters, refusing to endorse Clin-  and even after the election. bad spent years honing insider prersy
sink 1o that Jevel, | will keep my ton despite hisrival's triumphand  The voting in Californda, Okla, {ﬂ of caleulution and campre-
:‘lgﬂ on b rebulld sweep of yesterday's primarfes. wﬁmbmmt N”Mw:

8 “We're still here.” said Brown, ontana ended 2 O Survivel Instead of Triumph

Former Callfornia Governer . as his supporters chanted his fa. mmmwwumm Po:lnlh - = i (a5

primarfes wm more 2 matter of Bachonon 3
STRONG SUPPORT FOR PEROT IN CALIFORNIA ™meeedentar :
T president appeared all bt | M Coming Up
unbeatable fust a year ago, after i 9, Narth Cakoto lect dolegy
From Fagel Belps run the leea] hesdquarters.  you'd have been impresssd,” he  the US. victory in the war against coveuied
one man granvea a Supporters were telling catlers R o ot Juml Tacsenios, || 4 1316, Dumocrac Woino! Conmalion, e Yok Gy

el from McAlickin' y Rt to bother writlng in - | Augir 17-20, Repeblican Hational Comvention, Houiton
mu:mmm 2 m; m =i Ress Perot an the primary ballow Viaw in Costro Arag panied bis breaking of his 1563

Blsoubare it Bay Ar adZaarta o v Birkel e, do o sl o N “Ive gt et oppenent who

Iy different view of Perot
. supposters of the Tesas billon. , fiechele Losderiack whovel - Ly Sway, -1 domt vate for big.  Hampshire, Bush fadled for ames. | CALIFORNIA VOTE says he'll do whatever it takes 1o
:Lﬁﬂ.},‘mwmﬂ presidential edections, was siatieg. O i ome gay voler, who was  =ge, ﬁlﬂg‘c;:lllmmﬁlbemmm: FOR PRESIDENT ﬂ : :‘:.Ihrmwmui*n
L Perot's stalement In - omy was “in freefall,” then e
ers for television notworks, who  §3313 phone baek amswertngealls TVHEL S U BV L ot “hessage: | e oo the i there's anothior persan g
;omut;‘m that showed mmﬂ’;m“&”m?f‘ Would b0t "knowingly- name i bo.  NIght of the primary, Bush Hﬁsfmnp::'\byu ;:n ?:‘ Bell ;I;)uw:‘:nliw:hﬂ
bt vewoaalhreway " can use compuiers to track MOS0l 10 2 highdevel cabinet  Stunned by Buchanan, who uvm— oy oo i i i, &

;fem;:‘ml.n‘andm 'am gh,'.ﬁ deadbeat fathers across the cous- od ﬂmlr-lﬂ percent of the vate. -y Toousu 4 ﬁ"i“n::;”l::l lmngm ’;:s:\nm!m
i o, T oking . m""‘:.fi:i?m"l',.""‘{d& SE Dub Deesiaty S | i B9440 40 | pyagce iy what Iy 2k stake here.

In & bypothetical threewsy o b T Skrons tha ewiry T ety v | e b i Before Bush and Clistoa ulti-

Toco huaaon (e petorks. i, el ST Phone bank volun e The palting station was hous s A hiedah. | Tty T B | mmﬂﬁ- l;;:ﬂ of ":sl-
"ﬁﬂ ed the hear the Ing. cowl with Buchasan’s ex- Agren I st
2:53'3?’3.,“"""“'“’“"“'* she lsarned mm:ﬁrﬁ T.?‘..: Mames Mhﬂw the nonprofit  treme right-wing peositions, stead- mu.lm JEC TR 1ak tarns riding the wave of pub.
ton with 30 percent, I!ﬂ had voked for 5;: group that created the i his resomination bd and he REFUI lie umhappiness that broke over
o |;m e 3 0B puet stomach the Republicans ring the tems of dispatched the conservative com- | GeorgaBuh® 184460 T4 the nation in 1992
e zeuinim s POV Dt adeires Perot For Bis oppest who hae did o he dssse, Vot meaator vy v e B Buchana,
L ext to rica
nl3 Pol director MervinField, wha 0% 10 the Pursiin Gulf war. ™ 28 JEE Ses BEE, 8 seming wmw" e e oy | s sass 5y | o protecato trace and foreign
ke projection. "Jl'll.l.bell'm Angry Over Poy Ralses of the dead into the panels of the  Bush as medicine nesded 10 Roo Gordely i 3 pnucy and mull.nll.n' cridclsm af
lutlon In American palities. “What really did it for me was cure bis wlllhl. ills. lhe presk | RA Srtomssy 3014 17 | U incumbest pasty.
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