Scrme highly personal, perhaps not entirely political,

observations con the campaign to this moment:

1. From Feb.l to June 26, the only times I have felt 11l at
ease were those times when RN was not before the pudblic eye.
My 1dea of RN as an existentialist is perhaps more true than
even I know; when he 1s not "existing'"i.e., when he is not
part of the daily consciousness of the average citizen as that
consclousness is formed by the media(esp. t.v.) he seems to
actually nen-exist.Even when Rocky wasn't making news he scemed to
ve there in some sense.Perhaps this is because R 's political
existence,1968, 1is a process of creation(or re-creation) which is
made up of the daily bits and pieces of political exposure. He
is a2 "new" RN; new in the sense that this RN is really rnot the same
guy who was vice=prez, etc., but a guy who began to come to
1ife on Feb.l, 1968 and who has become nothing more(or less) than
the sun of his political actions and statements.

If this all sounds too metaphysical, let me try to clarify it by

saying that Rocky has , damn it all, a2 political essence, something
hackoe which people remember even when he is not "there",. vt that

RN is only what he 1s doing before the eyes of the public.




WA,

licCarthy has had so much exposure thaet it is difficult to
a judgment, but it seems to me that he too fades eway from the
mind when he is not there, on television. HHH has the office

and the four=year public exposure, so that when he

Minnesota, he is still there, i.e., exdsting, in the

Wnet does this all mean? It means--to me at least--thatl
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we should not worry about the cuzlity of Rli'"s expcsure ch

as we should worry about the guantity. During the aftermath of

e
the K ng assassination, you mignt recall that

panicky, demanding to know just when RNl was going to nake

& statement. I lobik back on that as another instanc
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feeling that RN must be there as much as possible.

Now over-exposure cen hurt certail politiciaus{it was
beginning to hurt Boboy, I think, and I'm not at all sure that

Rocky c¢puld saturate the t.v with himself D) because they
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raw and exciting or maybe Jjust dull. But RN should be there

beceuse, at his best, he is re-assuring, he is a comfort, he

says that things will be o.k. even though they are btad now,

etec. I can't see how anybody can get too much of that.
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Last June, when we Tirst met, I saw the coming Cabwmoos

&3 a relentless, hell-for-leather, wild strugzle In wnilch we would
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ceep punching until all the other guys dropped. It dldn
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Times said we were smocth, competent RIrCE;

I agree. But even pros can understand the need to e=d

creatinz the candidate as we go along, and that the process of

creation in politics is not gimmicks-plus-exposure, but action-
plus-exposure. It seems TO me that we have stopped, from time ©o

time(and , during the killings, for gzoocd reason) the on-going

L

creztion of RNW. It seems that we have created him{or, to be
accurate, he has created himself by his actions) once and have been
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living off that creation ever since. But he must re-new himself

in the mind of the public by having the public re-cregte him
and the only way they can do it is if they have the raw materisl

of exposure, on t.v. This is not"image" building, but, actu
the new politics in its most subile form; the mire the publ

and hears R, the more thpt can participate in his creat
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nore they will ccome to think of him without being reminded

¢f his existence by gimmicks.
I think we should think of saturation on a scale never before

ed, More later,



