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J)emocratiC convention 
may off er challenges 

BY BEN J. PLASTINO 
Post-Register political editor 
The 17 ,member Idaho delega­

tion to the National Democratic 
- Convention at New York City 

next week can view with interest 
the movements seeking an open 
convention but they really have 
no place to go. 
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J~ho Falls, Idaho, We~~esday, Aug. 6, 1980 · 

. The convention picked eight :_ ·;_,,e Idahu prebh.h::nt'.al primary ' 
delegates for Carter, five for · ~ results which the Democrats 
Senator Kennedy and four are - ignored ·gave Carter 31,983 
uncommitted. The Carter and _ yores, or ~2 percent; Kennedy 
Kennedy delegates appear solid ~ -0nly 11,148, or 22 percent; and 
for their respective candidates. : lmdecided 5,824, or 12 percent. 
They are not likely to switch ' - The convention selection is 
votes, at least on the first roll _ h~rdly in line with the voters' 
call. - choice. The Kennedy _ forces 

That leaves the four uncom- - , claim all four of the uncommit­
mitted delegates who are free to • ted delegates, but tbi's is debat­
vote as they choose. They proba- able. Miss Cartan, for example, 
bly will cast ballots for an ,open - _lia!d she is sincerely uncommit­
co n vent ion if this proposal ~ ted and declined to assure Ken-
should advance to the' conven- n e'd y her vote when he 
tion floor. ,, telephoned her personally. 

A story appearing elsewhere > " If-the Democrats are to follow 
on this ,page from one of them, • their party voters' wishes at 
Joan Cartan, the 19-year-old del- least three of the four uncom-
egate from Idaho Falls·, iiio.i- _mitted delegates should go to 
cates her leaning for an open - Carter. This would give Carter 
convention on grounds she is "11 delegates and Kennedy 6. This 
representing the 20 percent of would total 63 percent for Car~ 
the uncommitted Idaho dele- ter, almost identical to the 62 
gates who did not particularly percent popular vote- he 
care for either Carter or Ken- _, received in the Idaho May presi-
nedy. This appears a logical denti~l oprimary. 
conclusion. Veteran political observers 

* * * would say without much contra-
U.S. Sen. Frank Church, who _ ~iction that the liberal Kennedy 

purposely declined a seat on the --
Idaho convention delegation would run much weaker than 
because of his re-election cam- · Carter in Idaho in the genel-al 
paign, advanced the strongest election. Re~ard~es~f this, 
pofots in questioning an open 
convention. He contended such ·1-z s'E qanw s'E iq aqi"Ew 
a step would come into conflict 'al'ElS aqi UJM Al!S'Ea U!M i1a11,n 
with previous agreements that u'Ej~a'}I pf'EUO'}I U'E,:>nqnd"'H 
the convention defegates are to 
be _ picked at statewide cau-
cuses. 

The Idaho Democrats already 
have come under sharp criti-

✓ cism for picking tneir delegates 
~ through caucuses rather than 
- the presidential primary elec-
-_ tion. For them to further ignore 

~ caucus selections would add 
- more fuel to the_~ontro_\'.'ersy. 

·- Carter has well over me num-
~ ber needed for nomination of the 

~· neai·ly 2,000 delegates. A defec­
- tion of a few likely won't hurt 

, : h1m. Even in an open convention 
. • he likely could win the nomina­
- -tion , despite the frantic efforts 
: :Ot:Kennedy. 'Idaho's meager 17 
~ _ votes wouldn't appear to have 
• much of an impact. 


