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itinerary. Proposed schedules for
presidential visits to key states attached, as
well as notes for a meeting with Teeter. 15

pgs.

From Chapin to Colson RE: presidential
posture and key campaign themes. 3 pgs.




Box Number  Folder Number Document Date No Date
23 1 5/15/1972 O
23 1
23 1 4/13/1972 (=]
23 1 4/12/1972 O
23 1 3/3/1972 (]

Tuesday, June 28, 2011

Document Description

Subject Document Type
Campaign Memo
Campaign Photograph
Campaign Memo

White House Staff

Campaign

Page 3 of 16

Memo

Memo

From Higby to Strachan RE: a request for a
report on RN's campaign schedule to be used
in a meeting. 1 pg.
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polling on the ITT controversy. Data
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Washington. 1 pg.

From Brad E. Hainsworth to Dent RE:
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Memo

Memo

Memo

Memo
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From Strachan to "J" RE: attached
information. 1 pg.

From Strachan to Butterfield and Cashen RE:

Barry Gordy. Handwritten note to Strachan
added by unknown. 1 pg.

From Teeter to Mitchell RE: polling
information from Connecticut on bombings
of North Vietnam, George Meany, and the
ITT controversy. 2 pgs.

From Teeter to Mitchell RE: RN's political
support in New York. Information on
classification of conservatives and liberals
attached. 8 pgs.

From Lew Engman to Strachan RE: attached
polling questions relating to taxes. 1 pg.
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23 1 4/26/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Roy Morey to Cole RE: Engman's
attached questions on taxes. 1 pg.

23 1 Campaign Other Document Engman's proposed poll questions on
taxation and its role in the election. 2 pgs.

23 1 2/8/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Higby to Strachan RE: vice
presidential trial heats for the next round of
polling. Handwritten note added by
unknown. 1 pg.

23 1 5/1/1972 ] Campaign Memo From John Campbell to Strachan RE: Cole's
suggestion to include tax questions in a poll.
Engman's list of questions on taxes attached.

3 pgs.

23 1 5/1/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Strachan to Haldeman RE: Mitchell's
meeting with various campaign figures to
classify key states for election purposes. 1 pg.
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From Higby to Haldeman RE: attached
information. 1 pg.

Copy of a memo from Huntsman to
Haldeman RE: the cost of ORC polls.
Handwritten notes on original added by
unknown. 1 pg.

From Strachan to Higby RE: Haldeman's
ideas on key states. Handwritten notes added
by Higby and unknown. 1 pg.

From Higby to Strachan RE: request for a
document marked up by Haldeman. 1 pg.

From Strachan to Haldeman RE: key states
in the 1972 election and White House
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From Strachan to Haldeman RE: key states
in the 1972 election and White House
staffers’ opinions on that subject. 10 pgs.

From Strachan to Haldeman RE: key states
in the 1972 election and White House
staffers’ opinions on that subject. 10 pgs.

Handwritten notes relating to key election
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23 1 Campaign Photograph Map of the United States, including electoral
vote totals for each state. Not scanned.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

July 22, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R, HALDEMAN

FROM ; GORDON STRACHAN (E‘

SUBJECT: Key State Analysis with
Wallace - Wave ITI Survey
Results

You reviewed the MacGregor Strategy Meeting determination
of Key States on July 12. This memorandum reviews the
Key States in light of the July 19 legal analysis of
Wallace's ballot position in various states. The poll
figures are from Wave II of the Campaign Surveys.

In the 10 Key States - California, New York, Pennsylvania,
New Jersey, Illinois, Texas, Michigan, Ohio, Maryland

and Connecticut -~ the President's margin over McGovern

is cut by 1 to 6 if Wallace is in the race.

WAVE II

N McG Un N McG W Un
CALIF. -3 48 42 11 42 39 11 8
N.Y. Results will be available 7/28
PENNA. -3 49 42 9 42 38 12 8
N.J. -2 49 42 9 41 36 16 7
TLL. -5 56 35 10 47 31 12 10
TEXAS -6 54 35 11 42 29 22 7
MICH. -3 45 45 10 33 36 23 8
OHIO -4 56 38 6 47 33 15 6
MD. -1 52 42 6 44 35 16 4

CONN. -2 53 37 10 47 33 10 10



The only state lost as a result of Wallace's entry is
Michigan. However, as the Wallace ballot position
chart indicates, George Wallace is precluded from being
on the ballot as a third party candidate because he ran
in the Democratic Primary.

In Maryland, where Wallace cuts the President's lead
from 10 to 9 points and in Pennsylvania, where Wallace
cuts the President's lead from 7 to 4 points, Wallace
is precluded from appearing on the November ballot as
a third party candidate.

in New Jersey, where Wallace cuts the President's lead
from 7 to 5 points, Wallace is already qualified on
the general election ballot as a candidate of the
American Party.

In the remaining Key States, California, Connecticut,
Illinois, New York, Ohio and Texas, Wallace could
obtain ballot position by convention, certification

or petition. Each of these legal steps involves
varying degrees of difficulty. As the chart indicates,
Wallace could obtain nearly automatic ballot position
in California, Connecticut and Ohio. Illinois and

New York would be more difficult and Texas would be
quite hard for Wallace to get on the general election
ballot as a third party candidate.



GEORGE C. WALLACE (GCW)
STATUS REPORT 7/19/72

-

can As "CAN " AS
coy CANDIDATE ACTION ) ocy CANDIDATE ACTION
STATE RUN or REQUIEED DATE STATE RON OF REQUIKED DATE
Ala. Yes ATP Conventfon  9/9 & " Mo, Yes Rew Party Petitfon: -  2/31%#
Alas, Yen AlP Request 8/10 & ) .
-t Hont. Yes AP Convention  ¢/23 *
Ariz, Yes AIP Convention * .. 3
KNcb. ¥o All Applicable filing dates passed
aArk, Yes . Alp * Convent{on 9/4-9/24 i~y
Kev, Ho Ko Petftions Filed
Cal. Yes Ay Certifica- a/6 %
tion K.H. Yes AP Certify 9/27
Colo, Yes Kew rarty Petirdons 9724 * : ¥.J. Yes AP Already Qualified
. 300 gigs, -
.. - N.M. Yes ATP Certify & 9/12 *
Conn. Yes George Kou.Papers 9/20 % Petition:
Wallace 37 last vote
Party . .
K.Y, Yes Iadep. Petition: 8/28-31
Del. Yes ATP . Convention 7/22 % ’ 20,000 sigs, *kop
& Certify 8/1 .
§.C, Yes AP ‘. Nattonal *
p.C. Yes  New Party  Petition: 8/15 #x.y ’ . . Convention ’
’ . 13,000 sigs.
’ K.D. Yes New Party Petitioo: 9/29%+E
Pla, Yes  New Party  Petition: 8/15 *%-g 300 sigs.
) 1% last vote ) .
Ohio Yes AIP Convention 8725
Ca. Fo Bo Petitions Filed
Okla, Yes AP Convention 8/10 .
Havaii Ko No Petitions Filed
Oce. No Ran in primary and lest
Idaho Ko Ko Petitiens Filed R :
Pa. No (See Text) All applicable fi1ling dates passed
111, Yea Hew Party Petition: 7/31-8/7%4-§
25,000 sigs. RI. = Yes Indep. Petition: 1/28%%
R * . 500 eigs.
Ind. See  New Party  Peeition: /1
Text 8,500 sigs, s.C. Yes AP Ccrtify‘ 1074 »
Iova Yes Alp Convention 8/4-9/3 : 5.D. Yes Indep. Petition 9/2 **
' . 2% last vote
Kans. Yes Conservative Alrecady Kominated ’
Tean. Yes AP Convention 9/7 %
Xty. Yes AP Already Qualified
- - Tex. Yes Rew Party Petitfon: 9/1 %4
La, Yes AP Certify 8718 * ) 22,300 sigs.
+ & Convention 9/19
He. Ko Ko Petitions Filed
: Utah Yes AIP Convention 7731 *
¥4, Yo Ko Certificate of Candidacy Filed ) . -
. . ’ vt. Yes Kew Party Petition: 9/20%
¥ass, Ko No Petitions Filed ) : 1,535 sigs.
tich, Ho (see Text) Ran in pricery and lost Va. Yes Arp Petitioy 9/8 %
. 9,103 sigs.
Yinn, Yes Kew Party  FPetftfen: 1/5-9712 . i .
. 2,000 sigs, h-g Vash, Yes Rew Party - Conventior 9/194%
X . & Petition: 9724
Yiss. Yes Few Party  Petitfon: 9727 - © 100 e1gs.
1,000 sips, *x.p , . :
. ¥.Va NG Al) upplicablc-filing dates passed
ﬁisg. ’ Yes AP Already Qualified
. W Yes  Indep. Petition: /274

5,815 ote,

.

inated
[ 5

- i iti if nom t
wvhere Wallace can obtain nearly automatic ballit p§31§103 if nominate
: ‘ : i nventd i isville, Kentucky, August 3
by the American Party National Convention in Louisville, ’ Ys

where Wallace can obtain ballot position by petition; in seven it would

.

*%& States r : s
> hard () in cleven it would be casy (E).



ADMISISTRATIVELY COHFIDENTIAL

July 12, 1972

MEMORAKDUM FOR: He R. HALDEMAR

FROM: GORDO® STRACHAN

SUBJECT ¢ Hﬂcﬁmﬁr St.ra-t_;%!
Mea g = July 4

Clark HacCGregor met with the Campaign Strategy Croup
(Teeter, Hagruder, Malek, Dailey, Marik, Finkelstein,
and Miller) to discuss the Key States in light of Wave II
polling results,

HacGregor opened the meeting with two comments, He said
he planned on meating with Mitchell, Connally, and possibly
Colson te determine how the Democorats for the President
would be arranged, Second, he advised the group that an
appropriate appreach was being made to Hayor Daley and
that you had been informed,

HacGregor told the group that Covernor Love and Becretary
Morton would be in Miami Beach to welcome disenchanted
Democrats, They will also push the line that McCovern
heads an extreme elitist machine that has replaced the
"party of the people”., The Democrats cannot be allowed
to keep that label, Hany liberal Democrats are calling
tiacCregor to indicate their concern about McGovern.

MacGregor agreed with Teeter that the campaign should
concentrate on the great national isaues and MeGovern's
extreme positions. It is Teeter's view that HaGovern's
perception will be set in the minds of the American people
in the next 2-31 weeks, HacGregor said the campaign will
continue to hit McGovern through HMacGregor's "Issues and
Answers”™ appearance this Sunday, the distribution of the
Wicker article, and the Fierre Rinfret discussions with
economists, When Malek pressed for a single person within
1701 to run this operation, MacCregor deferred,




The FKey State discuasion focusad on the three attached
memoranda. There were two views expressed. Some thought
the results showed the President so far ahead in Illinois,
Texas and Ohio that the primary effort should be placed

in California, Pennsylvania, lYew Jersey, Connecticut, lew
York and Michigan., All agreed Washington should be dropped.,
#alek led the argument to work in the big states regardless
of what the polls indicate, MacGregor condluded that there
should be three states for maximum effort -- Califexnia,
liew York and Pennsylvania, tliew Jersey and Cook County in
Illinois should alse receive Pirst Priority attention,

The Second Priority states would be Taxas, Michigan, Ohio,
Maryland and Connecticut.,

HacGregor also emphasized that the campalign would not shift
its attention to Senatorial or Congressional races because
if the President wins by 54-55%, Congressional races will be
helped naturally.

Gs/jb




TALKING PAPER

In early May, Mr. Mitchell, in consultation with the Strategy Group,

established three groups of priority states for the campaign:

Top Priority (Maximum allocation of resources and focus of management

attention. 'Must win" states.)

Nixon Margin (%)
State Electoral Votes 1960 1968
California 45 +0.2 +3
Illinois 26 -0.3 +3
Texas . 26. -2 ~1
Ohio 25 +6 +2
New Jersey 17 -1 +2 -

139

Second Priority (High allocation of resources and management attention.)

Nixon Margin (%)

State Electoral Votes 1960 1968

<4 New York 41 -6 -5
Pennsylvania 27 -2 -4
Maryland 10 -8 -2
fichigan . 21 -2 -7 .
Connecticut 8 -8 -5
Washington 9 +3 -2

116

Third Priocrity (Lower allocation of resources and management attention.)

Nixon Margin (%)

State Electoral Votes 1960 1968
Missouri, 12 -0.5 +1
Wiscensin 11 4 +4
Oregon 6 +6 +6
West Virginia 6 -6 -9

35



The emergence of George McGovern as the probable Democratic
nominee, as well as the successful foreign policy initiatives
of the President, have substantially altered his relative standing

in the large population states.

The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the question of whether
the original priority grouping should now be changed. The factors

to be considered include:

1. What is meant by priority ranking, in terms of programmatic

efforts, in-state campaign organization and total resource allocation.

2. How the President stands in terms of the number of electoral
votes now leaning toward him. That is, how many of the large

states nust we win in order to carry the election.

3. How much should the June/July polls influence our thinking--

How firm do we believe the positive or negative margins to be.



Commitice ror the Re-election of the President

ORANDUM : ) July 3, 1972

CONFIDERTIAL/DYES ONLY

HMEMORARDUM FOR: . THE HONGRABLE CLARK MAC GREGOR
FRO:L: ) ROBERT M. TEETER

SUBJECT: Second ¥ave Polling Results

Attached are the sample ballot results from the second wave poll-
ing. The interviewing for this polling was &gll dene betveen
June 14 and June 25. I have noted differences in the two Hixon/
Humphrey races from the first wave vhere applicable. We did not
measure MceGovern in ‘the first vave which was done in December and
January. ’

I will have the results from the Rational poll later today or
tonorrow worning, the o York data in about ten days, and the
Indiana dara in about thres weeks. The New York and Indiana polls
vere deloyed to bopin al

rimary in Yew York and the State
Nominating Cenventicn in ’

»

Generally these results 2ye very optimistic and indicate that

the Pregident hag improved his position since Januvery. I think’
it ie particularly significant that his commilted vote is above
or very nearx 504 in the two-way races sgainst licGovern in the top

priority states. This, &8s 1 am sure ycu are avare, has been. a
problem in the past.

While our sitvation hzs Junvoved, we still appesr to have some
problens in Misscuri, Cregon, Visconsin, and Washington.

Also T just got.an advance report of a telephove poll taken by
Pecher Rescarch forw the Zeston Globe in Maasachusetts which will

be publiched toworrow, It shoss Holovern with 477, Nixon with 44%,
and 97 unccceided.  This is obviounly a wost optinistic resvlt,

Be will have the complaie data {ron this sccond wave polling by
]

I wil)l be bLirppy to discusg these figures and the first wave data
at your convenience.

Doter T will Le givite these resvlits Lo Gordon Strachan of My,
Holdoron's oftice con the telephone 2t 5 o'clock, Tacilic

Liwe, ihis ovenin .
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MeGover —— 45 ~=- —_— b - —— LD e —— - 38 e S B T O B
Undecided —— 10 ee= = 10 e == 9 eem e R | N I
Nizxon —= 33 == == 35 em= o= 4] e e Y SIS
MceGovern = 35 === == 37 —— —— 36 == = e X T R T
Wallace = 23 mem e 20 —mm == 16 eme - - 15— == 15 eme e 37 eee
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Rebert Griffin, Februar 1972 wighn Mushlie, unel Tuishirey, oS ooslluat.
5 y 3 Py s 3 ity

add to 1007
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Muskie 42 Muskie 40
Undecided 17 Wallace 7

Undecided 15
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MARKET OPINION RESZARCH

BALLOT SUMMARY OF STATES

VASHINGTICON UISCONSIN TELAS

WO /- I #/- I 2 A

Nixon == 45 .--= 46 556 +10 49 55 + b
. Humphrey == 39 e== 46 35 -1l 40 35 -5
10 -1

Undecided —_— 16 ——- 7 g 42 11

Nixzon = 538 'e—= 44 88 + 4 42 L3 4+ 1.
Humphrey - 32 ~-~ 42 21 -11 3§ 28 -~ 8.
Vallzce R Y A 3 12 + 4 12 22 .+410
Undecided - 13 = 7 9 +2 11 7 ~4
Nizon = 4]l =e= —= b4 em= == 54—
McCovern -~ 45 === —= 52 w== == 35 ---
Urdecided - 13 - —= 5 e em 1] =
Nixon -— 34 === == 3§ e el 42 e
MeCovern - 39 === == 47 e == 25 e
Wallace -~ 15 === == 10 ee= == 220 ==
Undecided =~ == 12 =—= o= 4 —mm am T e

NOTZE: Due to rounding not all coluwns add to 100%7.
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Committee for the Re-election of the Presidert

MEMORANDUM ' July 7, 1972
TO: Dr. Robert H, Marik
Ve /2
FROM: Arthur J, Finkelstein g :
SUBJECT: Priority States

Please find attached several charts depicting my thinking
on the electoral vote situation that would exist in a
Nixon-}cGovern contest. As you can tell the Nixon total
electoral vote surpasses by 16, the 270 votes needed for
election., Further, there is an additional 188 electoral
votes which realistically can still be considered
undecided. Due to recent information, states such as
Illinois, Maryland and Ohio have been added to the safe
Nixon total. Wisconsin, Oregon and Missouri have been
added to the McGovern total. Of the 188 undecided
electoral votes, on the basis of recent information and
past election analyses, it can be assumed that 104 are
leaning to Nixon. With New York State's 41 electoral
votes kept completely in the undecided column, the
President receiveg a stunning 390 electoral votes, the
making of a real electoral landslide.

Considering the possibility of an electoral landslide,

it would make grcat sense to solidify those states which
would clearly give us the margin of victory. Therefore,
our priority states sbhould be those which are not sure
states but large electoral states now leaning slightly

to the President. California, Pennsylvania and New Jersey
fit this criteria. I would also add Connecticut, New York
and Michigan because of the very nature of the clossness
of this election. .

You will note that I suggest dropping five presently
targeted states either because we have secured them or
because to win them would take more effort than frankly is
essential or necessary for this campaign. Three of those
five states dropped, Texas, Illinois and Ohio, account for
77 electoral votes which should be constantly kept track of.
I would suggest greater than normal emphasis upon the
states organizationally and the use of the telephone
operations.

IR




Dr. Robert H. Marik July 7, 1972

Finally I include a list of third priority states which are
chosen because of the strength of the President. None of
these ten states are target states. All of these ten
states will have senatorial contests in 1972, where
Republicans can either hold on to a seat (Kentucky), or
as in the case of the other nine, gain a seat. In each
of these states with the exception of Rhode Island, a
Nixon--Senatorial Candidate Campaign would be helpful

to the Republican Senatorial candidate's chances. Since
the Republicans only need to gain five or six seats in
the Senate to take control of that body, I would strongly
suggest that the campaign strategy develop which would
emphasize in these areas the ideal Republican ticket.

A. J. F.

AJF:kvf
Attachments
cc: J. Magruder



1.
2.
3.

1.

)

4.
3.
6.
7.
8.
*% g
10.

First Priority

California
Pennsylvania
New Jersey
Connecticut
New York
Michigan

Second Priority

PRIORITY STATES

Texas
Illinois
Ohio

Third Priority

Alabama
Gevrgia
Kentucky
Montana

New Hampshire
New Mexico
North Carolina
Oklahoma
Rhode Island
Virginia

- " 45
- .27
- 17
- 41
- 21

159
- 26
- 26
- 25

77
- 9
- 12
- 9
- 4
- 4
- 4
- "13
- 8
- 4
- 12



Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware

D. C.
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho
I1linois
Indiana

Towa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Rebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
Rew Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahona
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vernont
Virginia
Weshington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

TOTAL STATES

~

&SSO e

ot

] .
00 Lt (o W o~

10
26

12

[—

286

M U
3
45
8
3
4
4
14
21
10
12
3
17
41
6
27
4
4
9
6
11

64 - 188



Alaska
California
Connecticut
Maine
Michigan
Nevada

New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania
South Dakota
Washington

West Virginia

Safe

UNDECIDED STATES

=

45

17

27

104

286"

390

=

21

43

64

107

|t

41
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Date:

ey n‘?’\ﬂ?l"f‘/
To: ‘w};‘.\«.. “

From : 1. Higby



MEMORANDIUN

TIHHE WIINTE HOUSE
DETERMINED T0 BE AN
ADMIN:S:nATIVE WARKING
Eede 12043, Sectlon 6-102

WASHINGTON

BY- bl _Lais, Date_3-Lb-8Y March 24, 1972
. 9:00 a.m.
mhWdan!
CONFIDENT.
MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. H. R, HALDEMAN | © <
! //
FROM: DWIGHT L. CHAPINv Pt
SUBJECT: Scheduling the President between

Now and the Election

You sent me a memorandum on March 17th asking that by Friday, March 24, if
possible, that I give you a rough cut :or a general outline of how we could most
effectively schedule the President between now and the election,

In your memorandum you state that now "that we have had the opportunity to get

a complete round of polling data in, I would appreciate if you would get together
with Malek, Teeter, and Parker ..." First off, I did meet with Teeter who made several
amends to the fact that the polling information which we currently have for the most
part comes from some January polls which are probably currently out of date.
Evidently, the next round of polling will be in June, This does not mean that the
information that Teeter provided was not useful. A side thought here, Gordon
Strachan was a little panicked when Teeter asked to borrow the polling book just

so he could give us a general overview of the current status within each State, I know
that you have a security problem regarding the polling information; however, if you
are going to have a problem with Teeter talking to me about our standings in certain
States and what we need to be doing, perhaps you should get someone else to fulfill the
4 schgduling responsibility for you. I think Gordon has to get the word that Teeter can
" ~give me certain information. Otherwise, we are not operating in the most productive

_/,/‘“ " way for you.

The attached is not a very good "first cut” at the project you gave me. All we have
done to date is to have a meeting with Teeter, Magruder, Parker and Chapin. Malek
who should be able to fill a considerable amount of the vo thh w%prescntly have
in terms of information is out of town until next week. /

What we did at our meeting was to take a stab at a rough review of the key States
and that is the report that follows. Next week we will take this project another step
and plug in the voting block and special interest groups information which Malek



2.

with Malek, Colson, and Cole so that we have the broadest range of understanding as to
exactly what is being contemplated. Maybe Malek has all of this and 1 will determine

by. talking to him on Monday whether or not he feels the other two men should sit in the
meeting.

should be able to supply. One question I have here is whether or not we should work JW

A couple of general points- the basic theory regarding use of the President which Magruder
advanced as well as Teeter, and which Jeb says the Attorney General agrees with, is that
we should hit our weaker areas in the key States now and try to pull over the undecideds.
After the Convention, we should move to work our strong support areas and concentrate

on them. /0 L] z’{e /L(—;Af'\

In terms of issues, Teeter indicated that on health, race, and the environment the President
is about even with the Democrats. We are evidently behind in terms of the President's
handling of crime, drugs, and unemployment. While Phase 11 has been a positive move for
us, people may be losing some confidence now. On Vietnam, evidently people feel that
we are doing a good job. Our attempts to stop inflation are a small net plus. Busing,
Teeter says, is a local issue. Regarding agriculture, it is evidently not the problem that

any of us around here thought it was and we are in fairly good standing there. These are
all general conclusions which Teeter advanced.

The following information State by State is based upon guidénce from Teeter which
combines his thinking based upon our January polling as well as outside poll information
which he has been able to pull together.



NEW YORK

1. CURRENT STANDING: Even - 50-50 chance to carry State.
2. WHO WE ARE AFTER: Catholic Ethnics, blue collar types, union

members, Jéwish voj,é‘-QJt not New York

City types,suburban w

3. KEY CITIES: —

BUFFALO

NEW YORK SUBURBAN A;REA (Queens, Bronx, etc.)

ALBANY A&WW
ROCHESTER
SYRACUSE

4. ISSUES:
Local Taxes (Property)
Employment

Crime

Pollution - Northern portion i.e. Buffalo

SPECIAL NOTES:

Governor Rockefeller is not popular in Northern portion of State.

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES

1. Buffalo - Great Lake Governors/river sludge clean-up, high school and environmental award.

2. New York City - Staten Island - Senior Citizens Voluntary Center.
i
|

!



ILLINOIS

1. CURRENT STANDING: President Nixon is ahead.

2. WHO WE ARE AFTER: Blue collar, suburban, ethnic, Catholic,
Polish (particularly Chicago)

3. KEY CITIES/AREAS:

Strength down State - play to Chicago ~

play to Chicago suburbs ~ particularly

Southwestern side. i&&? w .
4. ISSUES: 4 '

Economy (inflation and unemployment)
economy three times greater the issue in
Illinois than the U.S. as a whole.

Crime and Drugs.

Property taxes.

Vietnam handling seems to be a plus in lllinois.

SPECIAL NOTES:

In Chicago, we should be identified with Percy who is very popular. The Governor was
doing poorly ahead of the primary.

Muskie clobbers the President with the Catholics while the President defeats Kennedy.

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES:

1.  Chicago Western suburb- - The Fermi National Accelerator. This is forty miles
West of Chicago - and it means technology and jobs.

2. Post Convention - in Galesburg there is a Farm Progress Show.
3. Arlington Heights - there is a National Association of Student Councils - in June. ?

&
Lo D

4 s, L . C . . . N /fb f‘f;o“ /f{? s
. American Legion Convention in Chicago on August 18, /D4 fz‘,./«r&vt?, R

*

5. June 20is the llinois and Wisconsin Junior Chamber of Commerce Convention /‘” 7
Y.
W

oo bz T



MISSOURI

1. CURRENT STANDING: Difficult to win.

SPECIAL NOTE: Teeter feels that a trip prior
to our June polling would be a good
idea. We can then see if the President
has any impact in Missoud and if his
visit there was able to kick it up into
a winnable category.

2. WHO WE ARE AFTER:

Rural small town voters, older more conservative
Democrats, Wallace voters.

3. KEY CITIES:
Where strong - St. Louis suburban area and that
is where we should go after the Convention if
polls indicate a chance to win.

Weak arca - Kansas City and rural Columbia.

4. ISSUES:
Economy.
Environment in St. Louis.
Aging.
Taxes.
SPECIAL NOTES:

Wallace strength is greater now than it was in 1968,

Danforth's large vote in 1970 showed more of an anti-Democratic vote and the trend is now back’
to 1968.

Teeter feels Columbia, Missouri, is the place to visit.



MISSOURI

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES

In-October in Kansas City - Future Farmers of America.
University of Missouri in Columbia -- press conference, visit agricultural facilities.

Visit to Stockton Dam for dedication. This is outside Columbia.




1. CURRENT STANDING:

PENNSYLVANIA

2. WHO WE ARE AFTER:

3. STRENGTH

4. ISSUES:

SPECIAL NOTES:

Behind but a good chance to win.

Suburban areas, Catholics, middle-aged,

blue collar, lower white collar

Central part of the State.

We are not too bad off in Pittsburgh; however,
there is an inter-Party fight presently in Pittsburgh.
Weak Area: Philadelphia — must get margin of
defeat down.

Crime - especially Philadelphia.

Environment.

Inflation.

Unemployment.

Vietnam - big issue in Pennsylvania.

Our standing with Catholics in Philadelphia is much worse than in the Nation as a whole.

Governor Shapp's popularity is very low.

We should do something with Rizzo in the drug field in Philadelphia.
{

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES:

Teeter feels the Krol event is perfect.

The National Catholic Education Association speech may be the best event in Philadelphia.

’p @m&mgz e /{,/»:‘e:xﬂ Aonl .
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NEW JERSEY

1. CURRENT STANDING: Teeter says we are in good shape.
2. WHO WE ARE AFTER: Catholics, blue collar, suburban.
3. KEY CITIES: Where Strong: Bergen County's coast area.

Where Weak: Trenton and Newark.

4. ISSUES:
Crime, especially drugs.
Economy.
Inflation.
Unemployment
SPECIAL NOTES:

If Muskie is a candidate, we should go after some of the Black vote.

The Governor has a two-to-one popularity (favorable) rating.

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES:
A
Kiwanis Convention in Atlantic City - late June. W’“’r (749 N (

High School Graduation.

Woodroow Wilson School of International Affairs at Princeton. w



1.  CURRENT STANDING:

2. WHAT WE ARE AFTER:

3. KEY CITIES:

4. 1SSUES:

SPECIAL NOTES:

TEXAS

We may be even in Texas and we can win it with
the possibility of either luck or Connally.

Suburban, Mexican-Americans.

Strong: Dallas is our strength. We are doing
pretty well in Houston.

Weak: Mid-Texas and San Antonio.
Unemployment. We are worse off in Texas

than in most States. :? ﬂ/ W %:‘-‘“"
Busing - especially in mid-Texas. It is a negative
and we have a credibility problem concerning
busing.

Crime’' - we are bettgr off on crime in Texas than in

most places.

Teeter says that Texans have big egos and that we can't over-expose ourselves in Texas.
He feels that three or four trips to Texas prior to the Convention is not bad. ’

Connally is still extremely popular in Texas. He evidently went out of office with an 80+

popularity figure.

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES:

/ Visit to Connally's Ranch - Teeter says this is an excellent decision.

/Do the Rotary in Houston.

The National Governors Conference in June - Houston.’@/o

Post Convention - Hit the very Southern tip of Texas for the Mexican-American vote.

how !



CALIFORNIA

1. CURRENT STANDING: We are even in California.

2. WHAT WE ARE AFTER: Undecideds (which is minimal).

Suburban voters.

3. KEY CITIES/AREAS:

Strongest in Southern California; however,
we are weak in our strong areas.
Weak area - Northern California,
4. ISSUES: Economy.
Unemployment (Aerospace)

Environment.

SPECIAL NOTES:

Teeter advises not to go into California until after the primary. %“

Teeter is concerhed that the President does not over-exose himself in California.
He feels other people should be used there, We need lots of help but not from the

President. tcﬁm - M P ﬁ S

&

Reagan is weak. He has a low'popularity figure.
!
PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES:

/Gateway West/Point Reyes and the San Francisco Mint.

'? Visit Aerospace plant which has shifted emphasis to domestic-oriented work. Relate to jobs.

!



1. CURRENT STATUS:

2. WHO WE ARE AFTER:

3. KEY CITIES:

4. ISSUES:

SPECIAL NOTES:

Milliken has good popularity rating,

MICHIGAN

We are within striking distance,

Blue collar, lower white collar, suburban.

Strength - Oakland County. We are after
Macomb and Western Wayne County — the
suburban Detroit area.

Busing.

Tax reform.

Unemployment,

Abortion (will be on the ballot in November).

Griffin's popularity has gone up considerably due to busing.

PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULE POSSIBILITIES:

American Nursing Association in early May in Detroit.



1. CURRENT STANDING:

2.. WHO WE ARE AFTER:

3. KEY CITIES:

4. ISSUES:

SPECIAL NOTES:

Governor extremely unpopular,

Republican Mayor of Cleveland is one of the top ethnics nationally. f

OHIO

Almost even - it may be that the President is on
the plus side.

Catholic, ethnic, blue collar, suburban.

Strong in Columbus and Cincinnati. Note
that Taft polled weak in Cincinnati and that
there is also a strong inter-Party fight in
Cincinnati. Weak in Cleveland and Toledo.
Cleveland is 20 percent of the State.
Economy.

Crime.

Drugs.

Unemployment - Dayton and Cincinnati.
Taxes (schools) - Dayton.

Environment - Northern part of State.

pw T

Teeter feels that we should go into Toledo on a pollution issue.



WISCONSIN

1.  CURRENT STANDING: Losing State.

2. WHO WE ARE AFTER: Blue collar, ethnics, Catholics.

3. KEY CITIES/AREAS:

Strongest in the area between Madison and
Milwaukee. In the Northern part of the State
we are weak in Madison and Milwaukee.

4. KEY ISSUES: Economy.
Crime - Drugs.
Unemployment.
Taxes.

SPECIAL NOTES:

Governor Lucey is very popular.
Proxmire and Nelson extremely popular.
Laird not as popular as he was.

Teeter feels we should give Wisconsin a push after the primary and see how it stacks up
when we do our June: polling. ~

1 W (



FLORIDA AND TENNESSEE

SPECIAL NOTE:

Teeter says we are in good shape in both Florida and Tennessee.




ADDITIONAL NOTES FOR A MEETING WITH TEETER

The following are some rough notes from the meeting with Teeter regarding the key States:
They are general in nature but mainly apply to the image of the President and the style of
campaigning that Teeter fecls he should undertake.

1. Itis a problem because the President is viewed as a tactician. He is a person who is
a troubleshoater but has no grand design.

2. People feel that the President is too expedient - for example, Calley, drugs, other
things where he strikes, hits, and leaves an issue.

3. We must get across that the President looks at the broad scope of things, "Grand
America" design.

4. We should MWW We should fight the campaign
with a broad look to things - relating things. Talk about the destiny of the
country — talk about what we are doing and will continue to do — where we are
going to end up. ‘

5.  We should talk about America being number one, but talk about it in terms of
vision and not as a defense. We should not say that we are for the SST because
we want to keep American number one in aerospace, but rather it should be
related differently.

Regarding some of the above thoughts, I have attached a memorandum which I wrote _
to Colson several weeks ago which touches on some of the above points. In particular,
the expanded use of a "Géneration of Peace”.
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSLE

WASHINOTOGN

January 17, 1972

9:30 a.m.
MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. CHARLES W, COLSON
FROM: DWIGHT L. CHAPIN

Per your request, the following are some suggestions and comments on what others
presented in terms of the President's posture during the next few months:

It was obvious from Ken Cole's presentation of our forthcoming domestic objectives
that there is little which is exciting. Much of what we will present is going to face
the same problem as what was proposed last year in the sense that, for example,

in the case of the value added tax, it is going to be hard to explain and relate to
people in a decisive, political way.

My feeling is that we still need to have an umbrella for the domestic program such
as we have for the foreign policy. Obviously, it is much harder to come up with a
general theme for our very fragmented domestic objectives.

I think the rationale regarding a "Generation of Peace” can offer the vehicle which

we are after domestically. It is also the concept whiclif explained properly can

be not only palatable but perhaps generated into some excitement as far as the
President's interest is concerned. The point is that the President is after a "Generation
of Peace" not only abroad but more specifically at home. This is an offensive peace.
It is not a peace that has been reached, but it is a peace for which he is driving. He
can relate it to any number of different areas such as peace and security for the aged;
peace of mind about our environment; peace of mind in education by developing the
neighborhood school system ; peace in the knowledge that the drug problem is coming
under control and that pushers and those criminals exploiting drugs will be prosecuted
in the toughest fashion; peace of job sccurity for the laboring man; the peace of the
promise of rehabilitation for those in prisons,and so on.

What we arc after is setting the President apart from any challengers, Democrat or
Republican, on the highest of plains and being able to relate to key issues with a

!
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certain emotional feel while being somewhat specific in terms of concrete steps that he
has taken.

Safire spoke of the need during the campaign period for promising. 1 do not think that
the "Generation of Peace" concept is incompatible with the idea of promises. The
important thing is what the President is striving for and what he has done. The
"Generation of Peace at Home" concept can tie very easily to the change in our whole
domestic situation since the 1968 chaotic condition of our country. It also has great
ties to the visionary aspects of the bicentennial era.

You mentioned specifically three steps which we need to take. Your first was to get
the President's understanding in the domestic area and to have him not be defensive
but to get him personally committed to speak in an offensive way on certain domestic
goals or domestic-related type events; (2) You wanted to determine exactly what our
message should be; and (3) You wanted to have everyone unleashed (per Ziegler's
concept) and keep them sober, honest, and have the President's commitment spoken
to by everyone including the President. Scali made the point that the third item was
the most important and indispensable in terms of being straightforward and clobbering
the Democrats. 1 disagree. I feel that the indispensable step, if indeed we are right,

is to move off on the number one ingredient that you mentioned which is the
Presidential commitment. 1 know that other people have tried to build cases for the
President to become more committed on the domestic scale. They have been unsuc-
cessful. The problem on this has been, however, that they have done so on specific
things such as the environment, health care, revenue sharing, and so forth. They have
never been able to zero it in on a theme basis which the President should constantly
strike at such as he does with the "Generation of Peace" or "Peace for a Generation"
foreign policy theme.

Although it will drive the President crazy, 1 do agree with Ziegler's theme that we should
loosen up and let more Administration people attend Sperling-type breakfasts-and speak
out and be a little bit more free-wheeling about things. There is no question in my mind
that we are over-controlled and too restrictive in what, when, and how we advocate.

Our programatic, PR-oriented, oversell criticism is to a large degree, if not entirely, a
by-product of our own restrictive process.

All of what T have said in this memorandum is not to insinuate that I disagree with the
understanding which I have reccived from IHaldeman regarding the President's desire to
accentuate the foreign policy thrust of his Presidency. As I said this merning, I think
that during 1971 our emphasis probably boiled down to a 307% domestic oricntation
with the other 70% being foreign policy. I think we are unbalanced in terms of the
necessity politically to hit harder domestically. This is going to be especially true
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as we comec into the campaign. It would be a good idea if we could keep the President
as the solc protector of the country on foreign policy grounds during the ¢ampaign,
but I do not think that this is going to be the case. The only way that this would
work would be if we were on the verge of or in a war. We must be able to build some
case for the President in domestic affairs and the way our schedule and philosophy

are weighted now, I do not think that we have the proper defense. I guess this was the
conclusion of the group this morning.

At one of the ncxt meetings which we have on this project, I would suggest that someone
come in with the most current information out of our issue polls. We need to know
exactly what people are thinking in terms of where the President is strongest on each
particular issue, where we are weak, and what issues are most important to the people.
Perhaps this can be helpful in our selection of themes,

cc: Mr, Haldeman .



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 15, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY

Will you please get together the State Sheets that Dwight Chapin was
susposed to be putting together in conjunction with Teeter, et al.
This is a result of the original request for a master scheduling
strategy for the President between now and the election, based on
the polling data, etc. Chapin has been meeting with Teeter and
Magruder, as I understand it, for the purpose of finishing this
situation up. Dave Parker was going to be in touch with you on it,
but lets get the thing drawn together and closed prior to the time
we go to Russia.

Please submit your report on this project by Friday, May 19th.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

TO: Dwight Chapin
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

You asked for a copy of Teeter's
memorandum on recommended appear-
ances and issues. Attached.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Date: 4/12

TO: H,R. HALDEMAN

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

Teeter mentioned this memorandum
to Chapin, who has asked for a
copy. Since no specific figures
are given, I suggest Chapin
receive this copy for his
schedule planning.



- COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THLE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNODILYANIA AVENUE N W B
VAZHITILION O € 22078 - .

(232 333 0520 March 3, 1972
3 /EYES ONLY : .
HENORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
' FROM: - ROBIRT M. TEETER/’ 7,7T. <7 Cﬁ>*iv¢vﬁ i
SUBJECT: Recommended Appearaﬁces nnd Issues

- . .

We have now evaluated the rQSults'of all of the first wave polls .

- “and based on our cualysls we believe it is important for the * g
President to improve his stending in several crucial states dur- :
ing the next few weeks. Our research in several state cawpaigns
indicates there is a substantial number of undecided . voters who

. can be turnad into cemmitted ‘(Clixon) voters if given some attention
before the actuzl cempaign period begins and before the campaign
clearly becomes a two (or three) man race. .

Morecover, those voters who can be moved from being undecided to .
the COTmlttEd column eaxrly appear to remain there for the duration

of the campaign. Our past experience also indicates that the

spceific technique used to appeal to-these voters is not as impor-

tant as the fact that the appeal wvas made. In the case of the

Prc3¢dcnt, pexrsonal visits will be the nost effective means of

cormitting the voter to the President. Wide issue ifpact is

guaranteed with the tremendous media exposure the President commands.

It will be inportant for the President to begin his activity now.

As Muskie increacses his awareness and especially if he wins several
privarics, the President ray not be able to make up the cifference.
Our cxperience has shoun that there ave some-limits to the President's
level of supyort and the Derocrats will undoubtedly increazse their
&WOreness,

x

This meworandun outlines the top priority states for the Presideant's
attention during the Spring and the issues and areas within those
states having the greatest potential of increasing the Presideat's
strength. Ve do not address ourselves to the specific types of
appearances as it is inpossible to draw such conclusions {ron the

data at this tine. Turthere Suggestions a2s to the types of appear-
ances vill be wade in a subsequent momorandum. It may be useful to

try rove {ypas of appEarances during che next few wveeks and then

k follow--up telephone studies to test their effcctivenass.
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Several criteria were used in selecting the priority states.
First, we limited our choiccs to those states where the President
is.runniung behind, or in the case of larger states, where he and
Muskie arc very close. Second, we only considered situations
vhich appear to require immediate action and would benefit from
some attention. O0Of course, the priorities may change as the
campaign propresses and further memoranda will be forthcoming

as chanpes become evident in the data. Those states which clearly
should be top prioritiecs and would benefit from some attention
durlug the . Spring and early Summer are: .

New York'

At the present time the President is running neck and neck with
Muskie. Currently, Muskie's awvareness is low and his votlng strength
will probably increase as he becomes better known.

It will be importaut for the President to visit the New York City "’
area and possibly the Buffalo area. His initial visit to New York
City should be oriented.to problcm relating to middle and Jlover
income persons- (under $12,000). These voters are concerned about
drugs, crime and uncaployment and live primerily outside Menhattan.
A visit to Buffalo should be aimed at attracting middle income
Catholics with texes and pollutlon as the leading issues. A later
visit to New York City should involve polluticn problems and be
oriented towards younzer voters.

Texas

To win in Texas the President must improve his position in the mid-
state region, principally Austin. Bussing is the major concern to
Austin arca voters. Other important issues are unemployment, crime
and drugs. A presidential visit to Austin would be helpful.

California

The campaign in California will require the President to shore up
his traditional Republican vote in southern California while
decrcasing the margin against hin in the northern part of the state.
Initially, we would suggest that the President visit southern
California a2t a business related function. He should deal parti-
cularly with the economy/inflation, taxes and unemploynent.

A later visit to the northoern part of the state, possibly San
¥Yrancisco will also be neecded. Pollution would be an appropriate
topic.
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Pennoylvenia

In order to counter the extremely poor showing of the President
in"Philadelphia, he should visit this city. The visit should deal
with crine and drug problems, especially as it relates to personal
safcty issues. .

1z trip in cooperation with Frank Rizzo may be an appro-
priate vehicle to umake such a trip. It would be especially conve-
nient if PRizzo would publicly invite the President to Philadelphia
‘to study the "probloms of the cities", notably crime and drugs.

A fact finding

Maryland
Nixon is weakest in the EBaltimore metropolitan area where a visit

would improve his position. The issue of most concern will be
urban crime.

‘Missouri .

-In this state the President is running poorly in rural areas with
older voters over 65 who voted for him in 1968 and who are now
revarting bacikt to trneir traditionzl Democratic vote., To improve
this situation, the President should visit rural lMissouri covering
taxes (particularly property taxzes) and inflation.

Wisconsin

The Tresident is weakest in the scutheastern portion of this
state, and a visit to Racine or Kenosha would help improve his
poor showing here, The principal issues should be unemployment,

taxes, inflation and the econocaoy.

If the President is unable to cover 21] of the areas indicated,
alternztive plans should be developed. This may involve the use
of cahinet nenbers inctcad of the President; but if such approach
is taken, the effect of the visit will be greatly reduced.
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Commiitee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM May 11, 1972

(o

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORAELEZ JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER
SUBJECT: Second %Wave Polling

The purpose of this memorandum is to recommend the design of cur
second wave polling and to get your approval of the basic design
so I can begin to work with the vendors on questionnaire design
and specific cost estimates.

Purpose

The purpose of this wave of polling will be to updata our polling
information in the priority states after all the majcr Presidential
Primaries are over and after perception of the petential Demncratic
candidates is better defined. The Primaries anc¢ national events
have undoubtedly changed public opinion in several importuant areas
since January, and we need current polling data to reevaluate our
position in each of the priority states, to further define our
national campaign plan, and to develop individual state camcaign
plans.

This set of polls will allow us to identify changes in the various
candidates ballot strength or perception or in the basic issue
structure since January. It will also allow us to begin to develop
some trend lines on both the candidates and issues for the campaign.

Some of the major arcas I think should be covered on this wave are:

Secret ballot measurement of the President vs. Humphrey,
McGovern, and Kennedy with and without Wallace

Ballot effect of various potential Vice-Presidential
candidates

Perception of the major candidates
Familiarity/Amount of knowledge of the candidates
Approval rating/Why

Personal perception data

Measurement of core pro and anti Nixon vote



-0

National issue structure

e

Rating of intensity of issue concern
Rating of candidates ability to handle major issues

Perception of whether a problem has gotten better or
worse under the Nixon administration

Attitudes toward specific national problems

Tax reform/VAT

National defense

Status and attitudes toward police
Attitudes toward Congress

Attitudes toward trade unions/George Meany
Attitudes toward Phase II

Marijuana/Drugs

Farm problems

Women's issues

This data would all be tabulated and analyzed by past voting behavior,
by current voting intention, by degree of commitment for or against
the President, by geographic regions, and by the various demographic
groups. These are essentially the same breaks that we used in Wave
I and would allow us to identify any specific changes in the Presi-
dent's strength since January. The data from this wave would also
be run by Area of Dominate Influence (ADI) which would allow the
advertising people to use the data more effectively by relating it
to the major media markets.

Design

I think we should divide the states to be polled into two groups

on this wave and do a fairly long interview designed to get in-depth
data on the candidates and issues only in the top priority states
and do a much shorter (and less expensive) interview designed to get
the basic head-~to-head and issue data in the other states.

The states I recommend we do in June are:
Long Interview

California
Texas
Illinois
Ohio

A\g New Jersey .

'KSJ.V\‘ I\;%York ‘ Ca_
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Short Interview P s

> -
Alabama gy ®
a

SenNnsylvania

Maryland

Michigan

Connecticut

Washington

Wisconsin ” j
Missouri HN

Oregon ’xy\.’
West Virginia 7 " %

Indiana

¥

While Indiana and Alabama are not on our list of priorities, T
think we ought to check Indiana because of various state problems
and we should survey Alabama to ascertain the President's voting
strength in one of the deep south states. Alabama was selected
simply on the basis that we can condugt,the study on a shared cost

basis with Red Blount. Cf:>

Timing
The appropriate schedule of this wave would be:
Approval of basic design May 15

Development of questionnaire and final design May 16-25
Preliminary approval of questionnaire and

signing of contracts with vendors May 30
Final approval of questionnaire June 8
Interviewing June 15-30
Preliminary reports July 5
Final reports July 15

Cost

The approximate cost of this wave would be $250,000. This cost
estimate does not, however, take into consideration any shared cost
studies with individual states which T will negotiate as soon as
this project is approved. I now anticipate the shared cost arrange-
ments in Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, Texas, and
possibly Washington, and Oregon.

The final cost would be determined after the questionnaire and design
is finalized and will be submitted to you for approval.

Recommendation: That you approve the second wave of polling, the
list of states to be polled, and the schedule. The questionnaire and
exact cost estimated will be submitted for your approval by May 30.

Approve Disapprove

Comment




Commitiee for the Re-election of the President
RAMNDUM May 11, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: ' ROBERT M. TEETER

SUBJECT :

Attached is some additional data from the recent Becker/Hartford
Times Connecticut Poll. The poll is based on five hundred (500)
telephone interviews done April 28-30, 1972

This data is scheduled to be the subject of several stories in

the Hartford Times this week. The President's speech on Monday
night may, however, alter t] r publication schedule.

The President was also run against Humphrey, McGovern, Muskie, and
Kennedy both with and without Wallace end that data will be avail-
able in a few days prior to their publication of it.

CONPIDENTIAL/ LYES ONLY




Connecticut
Becker Research
April 28-30, 1972
500 Interviews

=
o g

1andling

Approve 547 62%
Disapprove 39 28
Don't know 7 10

Do you think the United States government is or is not doing all
that it should be doing to bring about 11 end to the
Vietna

m war?

Is 407
Is Not 53
Don't Know 7

Would you favor or oppose sending. more U.S. trocops back to South
Vietnam prevent South Vietnam being overrun by Nortt ietnames
Vietn to 7 South Viet being ove b orth Vietnamese
troops?

Favor 16%
Oppose 78%
i ' Don't Know 6

The U.S. has recently resumed bombing target inside North Vietnam

in vetaliation for the current North Vietnamese offensive in South
Vietnam. Do you approve or disapprove of this resumpticn of U.S.

bombing of North Vietnam?

Approve 53%
Disapprove 39
Don't Know 8

In your opinion, will the renewed U.S. bombing of North Vietnam
help speed up the end of the war in Vietnam, will it cause the war
to last even longer then otherwise or don't you think the bombing
will have much effect one way or the other on when the war ends?

Speed end of war 277
Delay end of war 15
No effect 41
No opinion 13
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTTIAL

May 12, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN’(Ei
SUBJECT : Campaign Poll Analysis

and Wave II

Bob Teeter submitted his Final First Wave Analysis to you

and John Mitchell today. It is attached at Tab A. The
conclusions and recommendations are specific and surprising.
You may want to use this memorandum as a talking paper at

one of the regular political meetings, either with or without
Teeter present.

Teeter also asked Mitchell for authority to conduct the
second series of polls in mid-June. The cost is approxi-
mately $250,000. Teeter is soliciting suggestions from
the Campaign and White House Staffs. The final guestion-
naire will be submitted to you and Mitchell for final
approval on June 1. Teeter's memoranda are at Tab B.









Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM April 21, 1972
CONFIDENETAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: ' - THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER
SUBJECT: Use of the First Wave Polling Results

Our in-depth analysis of the first wave polling results has
pointed up a problem in using this data. When the polls were
taken in January, Muskie's image in terms of personality and
issues was apparently fuzzy in the voters' minds. He was seen
as a vague, faceless Democrat with neither any particular pluses
or minuses of his own., However, the data on the President was
well defined in voters' minds.

Because of the lack of definition in Muskie's image in January
and partially because of the effect of the primaries, the data
on the Democratic candidates should be used carefully.

I think between now and the California primary we should be pri-
marily concerned with convincing people to vote for the President
rather than worrying about the President's image vis-a-vis any
particular Democrat. Moreover, I think this is smart strategy.
Our second wave data will give us much more reliable data for
that purpose,




April 21, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR, DWIGHT CHAPIN
FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER

SUBJECT: Key States

As you know, we have been using a
for different purposes such as surfogate scheduling, early pri-
mary strategy development, and ia planning. The groupings

of states have not been completély consistent, however, and we
feel that in order to plan effectively for the general campaign

we should establish one firw/ list. Therefore, during the course

of the next week, we will lyze alternative selections of key
states, consider the implications of each, and adopt a consolidated

ber of lists of key states
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sy amasas April 27, 1972 s
CONFIDENEFAL/EYES ONLY
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER w
;UBJECT: Oklahoma Opinion on ITT

Attached are the results of a poll taken by DMI in
Oklahoma relative to the ITT controversy. The number
of respondents was 800 and it was conducted April 1. - 8.

Despite the fact that the majority think the charges
will turn out true, very few think that the current
administration is any worse than past administrations.



860 Respondents
- April 1 - 8
ITT Controversy _

VOTER ATTITUDES IN OKLAHOMA: ITT

"To what extent have you followed the recent ITT controversy—-

quite a bit, somewhat or not much?" e
(1) Quite a bit 17.3%
(2) Somewhat 20.4
(3) Not much 62.3
100.0%

4

"Generally speaking, do you believe the charges against ITT will
turn out to be true or false?"

(1) True : 52.8%
(2) False 47.2
100.0%

"And, generally speaking, do you believe such scandals have
happened more often with the Nixon administration or have
happened just as much with other administrations?

(1) More often with Nixon 10.3%
(2) Just as much with others 89.7%

100.0% .

~-CONFIPENTIAL/EYES ONLY
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CONFIPENTEAL/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER RZZ
SUBJECT: California Telephone Poll

I have just received the results of the monthly telephone
poll DMI conducts in Los Angeles and Orange County.

This poll consists of 1,000 telephone interviews witﬁ the
current wave being done from approximately March 20 to
April 3rd.

This data would indicate:
1) The President's committed vote held fairly constant from

February to March and is 3.9% greater than it was in
September 1971. Wallace's strength appears to be increasing.

Sept. 1971 Feb. 1972 March 1972
/
Richard Nixon 39.67% 44,87 43.5%
Edmund Muskie 36.5 36.7 34.9
George Wallace 7.8 6.8 9.1
Undecided 16.1 11.7 12.5

100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

2) The President's ratings on handling the economy appears to
be worsening.

Oct. 1971 Feb. 1972 .-March 1972
Approve 62.3% 50.9% 49.5%
Disapprove . 24,4 35.5 37.6
Don't know/ 13.3 13.6 12.9

No opinion
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3) Muskie's strength among Democrats is falling while Humphrey's
and McGovern's is increasing by significant margins.

‘Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Feb. March

1971 1971 1971 1971 1972 1972
Kennedy 30% 28% 267 247 17% 127
Muskie 26 33 31 29 32 25
Humphrey 10 10 14 17 21 27
McGovern 9 10 9 .9 7 14

CONEIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY



April 15, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: JEB MAGRUDER

FROM: DWIGHT L. CHA PILO

There seems to be some lack of agreement as to exactly what
States constitute our ''key list''. Haldeman, for example, does
not feel that Washington State is a key State. He feels we should
continue to consider Florida a key State, as well as perhaps the
Carolinas. Regarding your ranking of key Statesy it is his
opinion that Michigan should outrank Wisconsin since it has
more voters and is more important. He also thinks that
Pennsylvania and New Jersey should be on Class A list.

You may want to discuss this with Gordon and/or Larry so

that we arrive at a list which everyone is satisfied constitues
the key States,

cc: Larry Higby
Gordon Strachan /



Mé
April 15, 1972 y
z

MEMORANDUM FOR: JEB MAGRUDER

FROM: DWIGHT L. CHA PITU

There seems to be some lack of agreement as to exactly what
States constitute our ''key list''. Haldeman, for example, does
not feel that Washington State is a key State. He feels we should
continue to consider Florida a key State, as well as perhaps the
Carolinas. Regarding your ranking of key Statesy it is his
opinion that Michigan should outrank Wisconsin since it has
more voters and is more important. He also thinks that
Pennsylvania and New Jersey should be on Class A list.

You may want to discuss this with Gordon and/or Larry so
that we arrive at a list which everyone is satisfied constitues
the key States.

>

cc: Larry Higby
Gordon Strachan



-

DETERMINZD TO BE AN
ADMINIS: ulive wiaKING
B 0e 12085, Scction 6-102 \
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EYES ONLY April 13, 1972

?

MEMORANDUM FOR: BUD EVANS W :

FRCM: FRED MALEK

ke,
suBsECT: Key States o
P

Dan Todd relayed to me your and Chuck's concern about our key
State listing, and particularly Chuck's feeling that Michigan and
Washington are a waste of time,

This initial selection of key States was made after a careful
analysis of zll available polling information. At this point it
appears that we are much closer than we expected to be in
Michigan and Washington and this is the reason for their in-
clusion. Obviously, these States can change as the campaign
develops and new dats becomes available. However, at this

point everyone at 1701 is operating pretty much with this same
list, and I would think you would want to do the same.

still
I you or Chuck/fisel strongly that we are way off track with
Michigsn an fington, & may be wo rthwhile to have 2 dis-
cussion with B3bMpErik on how these conclusions were arrived

at, Also, Iwould be
so desire.

happy to discuse it with you futther if you

ce: Chuck
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DRAFT
4/15/72

T - There are all kinds of internal memos at the Committee
that have been written, some by the direct mail guys with
their proposals and others by the advertising guys and others
by this guy and that guy. Everybody had developed and said
"here's where we should concentrate and here is the list of
states”. Well, some guys -- we were all operating with the
same basic 14 or 15, you know that we have been operating
with for some time. There's been a list, I think, of 14 for
guite a long time that's been pretty much circulated in the
everybody

White House, I assume out of Haldeman's office becausedthere
ig using it, and, in fact, a couple of Cabinet officers had
called up and asked questions about specific things and said,

"You know we have the list of the key 14 states."

G - What's that 147

T - Well, that's the one that, Christ, I'm going to miss one,
but it would be -- Well, just let me to take two more sentences
and then I can give it to you in order. And so, I wrote a
little not§, just a two sentence note, to Jeb and said, there
are a lot of lists of target states. The ad guys have what
they call safe states, marginally safe states, opportunity
states, target states, and Mary has a list of what

they call, you know, safe states, battleground states and



DRAFT
4/15/72
Page Two

probable loss states, and I've got a list of states —--

and this is really reordering the same basic 13, or 14 or

15 states -- and I just wrote a note out to Jeb on Thursday,
I guess, or whatever day I was there, and said, "I think

that it might be useful at the next small group strategy
meeting that we agree"—-- we all seem to agree on the 13 or

14 states =~ "that if we get them in a little bit of rank
order and call them by the same names, whether they be A, B
or C, or whatever, and we get the Attorney General to agree
to some basic decisions as to what the A states means. If
the state is going to be an A state, what does that mean?
That means that it is an absolute top priority and it is a
large state too and it means that we are going to put this
kind of emphasis there for the time being. And if it is a

B state, so in other words the ad guys and the polling people
and the scheduling people and all that are operating with the
same kind of general structure," and he agrees with that. Now
that hasn't really been done, but I said, in this meeting,
which was that same afternoon, the same day, with Dwight.

He had this list of 14 states that he was operating with and
those states are, and God I hope I can remember them: New York,
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, Illinois, Michigan,
Wisconsin, Missouri, Texas, California, Oregon, Florida, =--

how many have you got there, do you know?

G - 1-13.
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Page Three

T -4 1I'm one shy. Well, Connecticut. Connecticut is
the one that we have added on a tentative basis. And I

said, "There's a hell a difference between those 14 states",
and I said -- they were talking about the President's schedule
which Haldeman has asked Dwight to get a kind of proposed
master plan together —-- and I said, "It is obvious to me

if you want to know, if he has a limited amount of time,

and these are the 14, the big ones have got to be, New York,

Pennsylvania -- no, no —-- New York, Ohio, Illinois, Texas
and California." I said, "Those are 5 states’there is no

question in anybody's mind that they are A states now and
they will be A states and it is inconceivable that any of
those would be in either the safe or sure loss category at
any time during the campaign." I said, "Those are 5 and we

have tentatively added Pennsylvania to that list, that there

is no question about, you know, the rest of them we have a
lot of questions about." But those are 5 that anyone who has
ever been through a campaign knows damn well that they are
going to be there forever. So, that's the only way we have
grouped them up to this point, but I think at one of these
next meetings we're going to try to sit down and say OK these
are going to be the A, B and C, and this is basically what

that means.

G - OK. But you have no decision on the states from Mitchell

cr anybody?
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Page Four

T - Well, I think that Mitchell agrees and has agreed with
me at every case that those 5 states were the A states. I
don't think that there is any, and I don't think anybody
has ever disagreed with that because if you take size and
closeness and ticket splitting votes. And the one question

mark in there would be whether you put that

Now I said,"let me for the purposes of this meeting} and this

is not purporting a list but during the course of that meeting,
the rest of

I said "For your purposes, Dwight, let me divideéthem for you

into what I think should be some considerations to your

program. One those is is that we have a couple of states

like Wisconsin and Missouri that we've got problems with.

Those are two states where we are not doing as well as I

think most of us expected, and we will want to take a good

look at those states when we do our next wave of polling

in June and July. It seems to me that if we are going to

put some effort in there and then measure and see if we had

any effort and if that effort had any effect, those would

be two that ought te be considered for the time period you

are talking aboutf And Porter was in that meeting and I said

"This seems to be particularly true", -- at this point we were

talking a lot about the surrogate and I said "Those are two

that if you could get in and out of with some surrogates

three or four times before June 15th, it would be help. Then

we could tell when we measured again if we had any movement



DRAFT
4/15/72
Page Five

d
or not. And the other two were Pennsylvania and New Jersey

that I said were marginal and I think you should consider

them just the same.

G - OK., Listen, would you do this for that meeting on
Monday with Mitchell and Bob, Would you put together a
very brief list of the states so we could get a final

decision out of them what the key states really are?

T - Yeah. Although I'm not sure that that isn't one of the

topics of the meeting Monday night.

G - OK. I don't know if Mitchell is going to attend or not

on Monday night --
T - Well, I don't think he is, but -=-

G - be surprised, But Bob and Mitchell should obviously

focus on that in the meeting with you on Monday.
T - OK,

G - OK. Would you put something together on that for us.
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Yeah. I'll bring that with me on Monday.

Great.

I've got -- Have you got any idea what time of day?

Oh, no. I would guess late morning or late afternoon,

that's just a guess.

Well, I've got to go up to the Hill
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MARKET O,'INION RESEARCH

What do you think are the most impartant problems facing the State of Ohio at the present time?

Total 1st Total 2nd  Total 3rd First mentioned problems %

Mention as Mention as Mention as
Important Important Important

£

. Problems Problems Problems Rep. T-S  Dem. Marg. N&E NW  SW

High taxes 26.6% (17.8%) 53.6%) 28.0% 28.3% 25.8% 20.7% 31.0% 32.3% 13.
Unemployment 19.4 (10.0) 2.8) 14.3 15.1 28.3 19.6 21.4 7.3 22.
Education/

Schools/Money :

for schools . 14.7 (9.0) (3.0) 16.8 17.1 11.3 12.0 10.6 18.8 22
Government/Need

new leacers 7.2 - (2.6} (0.9) 11.2 7.9 4.6 4.3 4,5 13.5 8.
Ecology/Pollution 6.5 (8.2) (5.0) 5.6 7.6 4.2 10.9 8.6 4.2 3.
Crime 6.1 (5.8) (3.9) 7.5 6.3 5.4 5.4 5.8 4.2 7.
Finances 4.5 (2.9) (1.8) 7.5 4.6 3.3 2.2 4.0 1.0 8.
Economy/Inflation 3. (1.5) (1.0) 2.5 3.6 2.5 - 4.3 3.0 5.2 2.
Drugs 2.6 (5.9) (4.0) 1.9 . 2.6 1.7 6.5 2.0 5.2 3.
Welfare 1.4 (1.1) (0.9) 0.6 1.3 1.7 2.2 1.3 2.1 0.
Other mentions:

Racial problems 0.9 (2.8) (0.9)

Health care 0.5 (1.6} (1.3)

Housing 0.2 (0.8) “(0.3)

Roads 0.3 {0.8; {0.4;

Transportation 0.0 0.5 0.3

Bussing 0.1 £0.3§~ (0.0)

A1l others 1.0 0.5 (1.3}

Don't know 4.8 (28.0) (68.9)
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MARKET OPINION RESEARCH

In which one of these areas do you think Senator Kennedy would do the best
job as President?

Voter Type Area

Phil. Pitt. Out-

Total T-S Dem. Marg. Phil. Suburb Metro State

)
[
o

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Race Problem 17.
Vietnam
Unemployment
General Unrest
Inflation
Education

Health Care
Ecology
Bussing kids
National Defense
Taxes
Drugs
Crime

Don't know 36.
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In which one do you think he would do his poorest job?

Phil. Pitt. Out-
Total Rep. T-S Dem. Marg. Phil. Suburb Metro State

100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
11.5
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WASHINGTON

Date: 3/217
TO: H.,R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

The campaign has not conducted

any polls in Connecticut. However,
Governor Meskill discussed a private
Connecticut poll with John Mitchell
that showed the President slightly
ahead in Connecticut. Teeter is

not privy to the results.

At Mitchell's direction, Teeter
arranged an agreement with Becker,
the Hartford Times pollster, to
obtain results in advance of publica-
tion and to piggy back questions
with confidential results.

On Ap;il 4, Teeter should receive
the first results from Becker.



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 21, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R, HALDEMAN

FROM: BRUCE KEHRLI%"'
&

SUBJECT: Hartford Times Poll

The March 21 News Summary contained the following note on the
Hartford Times poll:

-- A Hartford Times poll finds 55% of Connecticut's
voters object to EMK running for President this
year,--

It was requested that this be compared with our results,

Gordon Strachan will follow up on this request and prepare an answer.

cc: Alexander P. Butterfield






2pril 11, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. BALDEMAN

FRO#M: GORDON STRACHAH

SUBJECT: Meeting with John Mitchell
a Teeter - Apr

John Mitchell and Bob Teeter could meet with you for one
hour tomorrow, April 12, 1972 at 1 P.M. to review campaign
strategy based on the First Wave survey results., Teeter's
memorandun on the Wallace candidacy is attached for your
review before the maeting.

When Magruder discussed the meeting with Mitchell he asked
who should attend, Magruder indicated no preference and
Mitchell deferred to vou. The guestion is whether Magruder
and I should attend, Magruder and I have had considerable
trouble getting Bob Teeter to respond te anything other than
a direct, personal order from you or Mitchell. If Magruder
and I could attend, our "glout” with Teeter would be increased
and he would be more responsive.

Set meeting at 1 P.M, with Mitchell and Teester.

Magruder and Strachan attend.

e —————

Magruder and Strachan do not attend.
Re~-schedule meeting.

Your other suggestion about a political strategy meeting at
Camp David with Ehrlichman, Colson, Mitchell, Magruder, Malek,
you and me has not been mentioned to Magruder.

Gs/3jb




ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

April 17, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: Hes R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAR
SUBJECT: Meeting with John Mitchell
and EE% Teeter - April 17, 1972

You asked that the survey-strategy meeting with Bob Teeter
be re-scheduled, A check with John Mitchell's secretary
indicates that 3 P.H. today would be convenient, The
question of whether Jeb Magruder and I should attend the
meeting remains unanswered, Mitchell deferred to you when
Magruder asked him,

Set meeting at 3 P.M, with Mitchell and Teeter,

Magruder and Strachan attend,

Magruder and Strachan do not attend,
Re~-schadule meeting.

Recent Teeter memoranda on Wallace and the campaign theme
are attached for review though you have already seen copies.
Another matter which you may want to cover with Mitchell

and Teeter is the guestion of Key States, The last time

you formally addressed the question of FKey States is June 23,
1971. Colson submitted a list of ten, which was accepted,
The ten were California, Texas, New York, Penmsylvania,

Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, Florida, Indiana and New Jersey.
Mitchell has not directed Magruder to follow any set group
of Key States, though several lists are used for a variety
of purposes (scheduling, advertising, computer mapping, direct
mail, etc,).

The list which Chapin discussed with you in Canada is Teeter's
informal assesament based on the campaign's first wave polls




and other polls Teeter has seen, Tha list is (a) California,
Texas, ¥ew York, Ohio, and Illincisy (b) Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, Wisconsin, Maryland, and Missomri; (c) Michigan,
Connecticut, Oregon and Washington, Heither Teeter nor
Magruder bhave covered the list with Mitchell. Magruder and
others in the campaign are anxious for guidance from you

and John Mitchell,

Att.
GS/jb
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

April 17, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H, R, HALDEMAS
FROM: GORDOE STRACHAW
BUBJECT: Meeting with John #Mitchell
and Bob Tecter = AoeIl 17, 1972

You asked that the survey-strategy meeting with Bob Teeter
be re-scheduled., A check with John Mitchell's secretary
indicates that 3 P.M. today would be convenient., The
question of whether Jeb Magruder and I should attend the
meeting remains unanswered, Mitchell deferred to you when
Magruder asked him,

Set meeting at 3 P.M, with Mitchell and Teeter.,
Magruder and Strachan attend,

e —

Magruder and Strachan do not attend,

s —p—

Re~-schedule meeting,

Recent Teeter Memoranda on Wallace and the campaign theme
are attached for review though you have already seen copies.
Another matter which you may want to cover with Mitchell

and Teeter is the guestion of Key States. The last time

you formally addressed the question of Fey States is June 23,
1971. Colson submitted a list of ten, which was accepted,
The ten were California, Texas, New York, Pennsylvania,

Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, Florida, Indiana and New Jersey,
Mitchell has not directed Magruder to follow any set group
of Key States, though several lists are used for a variety
of purpose? {scheduling, advertising, computer mapping, direct
mail, etec,).

The list which Chapin discussed with you in Canada is Teeter's
informal assessment based on the campaign's first wave polls



and other polls Teeter has seen, The list is (a) California,
Texas, New York, Ohio, and Illinois; (b) Pennsylvania, Hew
Jersey, Wisconsin, Maryland, and Missomri; (c) Michigan,
Connecticut, Oregon and Washington, Heither Teeter nor
Magruder have covered the list with Mitchell. Magruder and
others in the campaign are anxious for guidance from you

and John Mitchell,

Att,
Gs/3b
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April 14, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: KEN RIETZ

FROM;

SUBJECT:

Thank you for the list of target dates for selecti
in the various States (it was only a week late,
benthinking along these lines and simply
you to shoot for having State Chairmen in
and Washington by May 15th., I would ce;
have a higher priority in your
geted for then - including Colorado,
and South Dakotaz, and Kansas.

FRED MALEK

Selection of State Chairmen

of the Youth Chairmen
ou fink). You may already
ed them, but I would urge

e States of Nichigan, Ohio) -
ily think that these should

han other States you have tar-
ebraska, New Mexico, North




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL /“: KL
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April 17, 197 ) é}”v;

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
-
FROM : GORDON STRACHAN o 60
SUBJECT : Meeting with John Mitchel]
and Bob Teeter - Apfiil 17§ 1972

be re-scheduled. A check with John Mitchell's secretary
indicates that 3 P.M. today would be convenient. The
question of whether Jeb Magruder and I should attend the
meeting remains unanswered. Mitchell deferred to you when
Magruder asked him.

You asked that the survey-strategy meeting with Bob Teeteréiﬁ//

Set meeting at 3 P.M. with Mitchell and Teeter.
Magruder and Strachan attend.
Magruder and Strachan do not attend.

Re-schedule meeting.

Recent Teeter memoranda on Wallace and the campaign theme

are attached for review though you have already seen copies.
Another matter which you may want to cover with Mitchell

and Teeter is the question of Key States. The last time

you formally addressed the question of Key States is June 23,
1971. Colson submitted a list of ten, which was accepted.
The ten were California, Texas, New York, Pennsylvania,

Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, Florida, Indiana and New Jersey.
Mitchell has not directed Magruder to follow any set group
of Key States, though several lists are used for a variety
of purposes (scheduling, advertising, computer mapping, direct
mail, etc.).

The list which Chapin discussed with you in Canada is Teeter's
informal assessment based on the campaign's first wave polls



and other polls Teeter has seen. The 1list is (a) California,
Texas, New York, Ohio, and Illinois; {(b) Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, Wisconsin, Maryland, and Missouri; {(c) Michigan,
Connecticut, Oregon and Washington. Neither Teeter nor
Magruder have covered the list with Mitchell. Magruder and
others in the campaign are anxious for guidance from you

and John Mitchell,

Att,
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MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER }éﬁ@}%}%@ﬁf\/

SUBJECT: Wallace Stratepy

This memorandum will outline the current impact of George Wallace
on the November election and various campaign implications of his
candidacy at this time.

.

Ballot Effect of the Wallace Vote

In our national study, George Wallace obtains approximately 11%
of the vote. As expected there is great geographical variance in
his strength. In those states where we have conducted campaign
polls, the Wallace vote ranges from 247 in Tennessee to 5% in
New Hampshire. Our 1968 experience would indicate that the
Wallace vote might range up to 407 in the deep south —— Alabama,
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Georgia. Attachment A shows the vote
in those states where we have polled.

The effect of a Wallace candidacy on the President's vote varies
greatly depending on the Democratic nominee. Against Humphrey or
Kennedy, a Wallace candidacy hurts the President's chances in
several crucial northern states. On the other hand, it is to the
President's advantage to have Wallace on the ballot where Muskie
is the candidate. In the border states, the President defeats all
potential Democratic candidates by such large margins that a-
Wallace candidacy has no effect, /The following table shows the
effect of the Wallace candidacy:~

A state was put in "Helps" or "Hurts" category depending upon
the change in the President's margin from the two way to the
three way ballots. A state was categorized as "No difllecence"
if the margin remained the same or if the President won or
lost the state by 10% or more.



MUSKIE

HELPS: Indiana +4/+8
Missouri ~10/-8

New Hampshire +7/+10

New Jersey +8/+11
Ohio +6/48
Oregon +1/4+3

- Pennsylvania -6/-4
Texas -2/-1
Wisconsin -12/-9

HURTS: California -5/-6
New York +1/~1

NO DIFFERENCE:

Florida +421/+17
Iowa +8/+10
Kentucky +15/+15
Maryland -1/-1

N. Carolina +19/+12
Tennessee +14/+11
Virginia +15/415

-2~ '

HUMPHRLY

Wisconsin 0Q/+2

Maryland +4/+1
Missouri -2/-3
New York +9/+47
Oregon +11/+7
Pennsylvania +6/+3
Texas +9/+6

California +7/+7
Florida +22/+17
Indiana +15/+14
Iowa +18/+21
Kentucky +16/+16
New Hamp. +24/+23
New Jersey +18/+16
N. Carolina +25/417
Ohio +13/+10
Tennessee +17/+11

- Virginia +23/4+17

KENNEDY

Iowa +8/+9

California -5/-7
Kentucky +9/+8
Maryland -1/-2
Missouri -2/-6
New Jersey +8/+7
New York +2/+1 .
North Carclina +14/+9
Ohioc +10/+7
Pennsylvania +6/+3
Tennessee +15/49
Texas +1/0

Florida +15/+10
Indiana +8/48

New Hampshire +22/+20
Oregon -4 /+4

Virginia +25/+18
Wisconsin -11/-11

Our research shows that the farther to the left the Democratic candi-
date is perceived from the President the more negative effect of a
Wallace candidacy. Therefore, if the Democratic nominee moves to a
central position on the liberal-conservative spectrum, a Wallace .-

candidacy should be to our advantage and vice versa.

It appears

that if McGovern is the nominee, the effect of a Wallace candidacy
would be similar to Kemnedy and Humphrey rather than like Muskie.

Approximately 507% of the Wallace vote is hard core voting for him
on all ballots, while the other half switch to and from Wallace
depending on the particular candidate choices offered.



Profile of Wallace Voters

The demographic voter profile of the Wallace voter varies con-
siderably by region. In California, Wallace voters are primarily
in the $7,000 to $15,000 income bracket, have less education, are
more Protestant and are slightly more non-union than other voters.
A high percentage are male. In terms of voting behavior, Wallace
draws slightly more Republicans than Democrats.

In New York, Wallace voters are more likely to be Démocrats,
Catholiecs and union members. A much higher percentage of men
support Wallace than do women.

Wallace voters in Florida are highly Democratic, and have sub-
stantially lower education than other voters. Wallace also draws
heavily from voters who are Protestant and non-union. The support
from men and women is more even in Tlorida than in other states
although slightly more men than women support Wallace.

In terms of issues, Wallace voters rank the issues in approximately
the same importance as other voters; however, Wallace voters display
more intensity of feeling about all issues.

Nétionally, bussing remains the least important of all issues

tested, although Wallace voters are more opposed to bussing than
Nixon or Muskie voters. The most important issues are crime, drugs,
and taxes, and Vietnam. The tax issue is more important for Wallace
voters than other voters. A majority of Wallace voters disagree

that the President's economic policies will benefit the working

man, compared to lesser percentages of Nixon and Muskie voters who
disagree. Wallace voters generally perceive the President'‘'s handling
of issues more favorably than Muskie voters but substantially less
favorably than Nixon voters.

Other Third Party Candidates

Qur research shows that our chances for winning every state are
substantially improved with the addition of other Democratic third
party candidates such as Shirley Chisholm and Eugene McCarthy on

the ballot. This conclusion was confirmed by an independent

California study showing a similar result in increasing the President's
margin with addition of Benjamin Spock to the ballot. e
Alternatively a conservative Republican third party candidate would
undoubtedly be a detriment to the President's voting strength.

Campaign Implications

In the border states, the President's large margins preclude any
negative effect of a Wallace candidacy. The effect in the deep
south, however, ig uncertain and consideration should be given to
conducting additional seceret ballots in Alabamd, Mississippi,
Georgia and Louisiana to determine whether the President would be



-

able to win these states with and without a Wallace candidacy.

A recent poll conducted in Louisiana shows a slight edge for Nixon
over Wallace. This finding should be verified and studied in
other deep south states.

Our research also indicates that the Wallace voters do considerable
switching and a careful program should be developed to identify
concentrations of Wallace vote in critical states, The issues

that appeal to Wallace voters (crime, drugs, and taxes) are ones
which will need emphasis to all voters, Therefore, our success in
dealing with’ the Wallace voters will depend largely on our ability
to identify these voters and reach them with our message. Similar
to ticket-splitters, Wallace voters should be easier to convert
than traditional straight Democratic party voters. Direct mail

and canvassing programs should first be directed at the heaviest
Wallace precincts from 1968. This effort should be coordinated
with an identical effort directed at high ticket-splitting precincts.

The decision as to whether we want Wallace on or off the ballot
should be delayed until the Democratic candidate is chosen and
his perceived position on the liberal-conservative spectrum is
determined. The closer the Democratic candidate is perceived to
the President, the more help a Wallace candidacy will be. As of
now, it appears that a Wallace candidacy in November would be a
detriment against either Humphrey or Kennedy. There are indica-
tions, however, that this situation may change as a result of the
primaries and further campaigning. At this time, it seems most
appropriate to us to keep our options available rather than making
any firm decision.

If possible, we should begin to take whatever steps are necessary
to have Shirley Chisholm, Eugene McCarthy and Benjamin Spock on
the ballot in all critical states. Chisholm appears to be our
best choice of these potential candidates. Consideration should
be given to funding the candidacy of one of these persons to per-—
mit their filing as a third party candidate in as many states as
possible. Similarly, we must make every effort to prevent a con-
servative third party candidate being used against us.

CONEIDENTFAL/EYLES ONLY
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HEMORANDUM’FURi ’ THE HOBORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: © ROBERT M, TEETER ﬂ fil: T i }é Jﬁu“"\'
SUBJECT: Campaign Theme ‘r

As we begin to focus the campaign exclusively on the general elec-
tion and as the President Increases his travel schedule, I think

it important that we develop a central theme or idea for the campaign.
It is important that the President's campaign have one central idea —
sa message that everyone knows by election day to which various state-
ments and actions can be tied. It does not necessarily have to be a
slogan, although one could emerge later. The main point is that the
campaign have a central idea or message that the majority of voters
find attractive and would support.

Based on my analysis of our first wave data and. the other research
data I have looked at, I am concerned that the President is viewed
as a tactician without an overall strategy or master plan for the
-country. This causes voters to interpret many of his positions and
programs as things done for political expediency or to appease
specific special interest groups rather than as part of an overall
plan to move this country toward a perceivable set of goals or
objectives. A majority of voters do not apparently think the
President has such a master plan. No one seems to know how the
President would like to leave the country after eight years "for his
children and grandchildren."

I think it is imperative for the President and for the campaign to
articulate his master plan to the voters and to show how the President's
positions and programs fit into the plan. This should become the cam-
paign theme —- the idea that ties everything together.

While this is important for every campaign and every President, 1
think it is particularly important for this one. It is a relatively
well-accepted fact that he does not have any great personal appeal” ':
and will not be re-elected on the basis of personality or personal
appeal. Moreover, because of the current issue structure and the
type of problems he has had to deal with, I think we would have
trouble trying to fight the campaign on a'series of specific issues.
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As an incumbent, the President is always open to the charge that
he should have done more. More Importantly, the general attitude
in the country toward government, and politicans is very negative.
If the voters know and understand what the President is trying to
do for the country and how each of his programs are a part of that
plan, it should be easier to gain support for his programs.

Also, the fact that voters are concerned about more issues now than
has been the case in previous campaigns and also because the solu-
tions to many of. these problems are complex, it will be difficult
for the President to attract the ticket-splitter on the basis of
specific issues. Rather, he is going to have to appeal to these
swing voters on the basis of a set of well-articulated goals for
the country and further showing that his programs are moving the
country toward these goals, and that he is more capable of leading
the country toward these goals than his opponent.

The essential elements of this theme are what the President believes
to be the destiny of the nation and the element of hope. The"
President could do this well. It would be positively received in
the press and it is the type of approach which the public apparently
wants and would favorably receive. The President may f£ind that a
J'destiny speech" is the appropriate vehicle to deliver such a theme.
It would allow him to stay on the high road and elevate the level

of the campaign. It would be something he could develop and use
now as President and yet carry into the campaign. It would give

the campaign a common thread with which to tie things together
while giving many of his individual statements and positions a
prospective which they currently lack, yet be general enough so

that the President would not be trapped by events between now and
the election. ‘ .

’
5

'By giving the voters the idea that he has a master plan, the President

would go a long way in solving the credibility problem. If the
voters could see his various positions in the context of an overall
strategy the President would be less suspect of being political.

This approach gives the administration more breath and depth by tying
things together such as China, Vietnam, welfare reform, bussing,
economic controls, revenue sharing etc. It would also emphasize

the complexity of the job and give us the benefit of being evaluated

" on the record as a whole.

While I recognize that the President should not get into a position
of over promising, and also realizing that anything he says must be
believable, I think his basic theme must restore the element of hope.

~ I believe our data clearly shows that the people have lost hope that

things can and will get better. More recently, there are indications
that the public is looking for someone to restore this feeling of
hope and optimlsm which has characteristically been the American
attitude. .


http:believ.es
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"I have the feeling that the President has been very close to this

idea several times when he has talked about the loss of the American
spirit and desire to be number one, but his choice of words has left
him just off the mark. Possibly a slight change of words or emphasis
could make this basic idea catch hold. Also, I have the feeling
that the President has used this approach to defend unpopular posi-
tions in the past, such as the SST. He has left the impression that
we should strive to be number one so that we will be better than-
everyone else, not just for the sake of excellence itself. This is
a subtle difference which has occurred in our society in the past

'10-20 years. )

We have the advantage of time to experiment with this approach over
the next several weeks while the Democrats are involved with the
primaries. The various domestic appearances which the President makes
during the spring and summer present an excellent opportunity to try
to find the combination of words and ideas that catch. Possibly

the President needs a "new" inaugural address to be used on some, ,
occasion when people least expect it, such as during a campus appear-
ance or before ethnics. It may be possible to tie this approach to
the Bicentennial, . o :

CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

May 5, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. H. R.

FROM: JEB S. MAG

Attached for your information is a copy of a
poll that was given to me by Chuck Ross, the

Ohio State Chairman.
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DO YOU APPROVE OR DISAPPROVE OF THE WAY s
HANDLING HIS JOB AS - 7
Approve Disapprove Don't Know
(%) (%) (s)
Richard Nixon z 49 ¥ 39 ' li
John Gilligan 3 38 445 17
DO YOU APPROVE OR DISAPPROVE OF THE WAY THE
IS HANDLING ITS JOB?
Ohio State Legislature Yy 33 2 38 29
County Commission 1 52 / 21 27
> 8-y He 46 ]
15 -~3Y Y& 39 iy
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‘@H//”gf’"Here is a list of problems facing the country today. Which
”j“ﬁ two or three of these are you personally most concerned about?"
General Thought
Public Leaders
July- Jan.- July- Jan.—
Aug. Feb. Aug. Feb.
1971 1972 197 .1 1972
Drug addiction 48% 53% H” 51% 458  — L
Air pollution L6% 39 =1 53 2 =2l
Inflation Lo bo  — L8 b1 =]
Water pollution 31 2L =77 29 28 =
Involvement in Vietnam 29 25 4. 18 26 + &
Quality of education 25 26 4 | 37 3T ==
Racial difficulties 25 23 — 1 22 29 + 77/
Juvenile delinquency 21 2h 3 31 27T — 4
Litter and solid waste 20 12 - 8 18 16 =&
Using up natural resources 1.5 12 —~ 3 15 18 3
Slums and urban ghettos 13 13 e 1k 13 —|
Chemical additives or preservatives
in food 9 8 —I 10 12 4 L
Draft evasion 9 5 =4 9 9 —
Invasion of privacy 9 1L «f P 8 18 + /o
Employment opportunities for blacks 6 T 4 | 3 8 +J
Deceptive packaging, labeling 5 - 5 8 +3
Discrimination against women 3 y o+ / Y L e

No opinion 2 11—/ # o -
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Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM May 5, 1972

CONEIDENTIALAEYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

I .
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER K,m ol ’
SUBJECT: Connecticut Poll on Bombing,

ITT, and Meany

Attached, please find the responses to questions involving
the increased bombing of North Vietnam, the I.T.&T. contro-
versy and George Meany. This data was collected along with
a recent Connecticut newspaper poll by John Becker as a part
of our arrangement with him. These responses will not be
published.

The trial heat data will not be available until the first of
next week, but I am advised that the President was run against
Humphrey, McGovern, Muskie, and Kennedy. In each of these
races the President leads. Less encouraging, however, his
approval rating on the handling of Vietnam is significantly
down from February. The Vietnam data will run in the Hartford
Times on Sunday. The head to head data including demographics
will be available early next week.

CONFIDENTTAL/EYES ONLY




Question:

. Questiqn:

Question:

Question:

Question:

Connecticut
Becker Research
500 Interviews
April 28-30, 1972

In your opinfzn, will the renewed U.S. bombing of North
Vietnam help speed up the end of the war in Vietnam, will
cause the war to last even longer than otherwide or don't
you think the bombing will have much effect one way or
the other on when the war ends?

Will help speed up end of war : 27%
Will cause war to last even longer 187%
Won't have much effect one way or other 41%
Don't know/No opinion 13%

When the leaders of the present national administration in
Washington are making major decisions, how much importance

do you think they attach to the opinions and feeling of people
like yourself--a great deal of importance, a fair amount of imp~
ortance,only a little importance or practically noc importanc

at all? ’

Great deal of importance 7%
Fair amount of importance 347
Only a Little importance 30%
Practically no importance 25%
Don't know, no opinion 4%

Have you heard or read awything recently about a big company
being accused of making a large political contribution while
a federal anti-trust suit was being brought against that
company?

Yes 75%
No . 21%
Don't know 47

Would you please tell me the name of that company?

Named ITT 667

Others named 2%
Don't know/No Opinion 7%

As you may know, George Meany, President of the AFL-CIO, has
recently quit the National Pay Board and said that President
Nixon'x economic policies discriminate against the working man
and favor big business. President Nixon on the other hand,
says that his economic policies treat everyone equally. Do
you tend to agree with President Nixon or Mr. Meany?

Agree President Nixon 35%
Agree Mr. Meany 497
Neither 5%

Don't know A 11%



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W .
WASHINGTON. D C 20006 Aprll 27, 1972 .

(202% 333.0%20

CONEIBENTIAE/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER Q
SUBJECT: California Telephone Poll

I have just received the results of the monthly telephone
poll DMI conducts in Los Angeles and Orange County.

This poll consists of 1,000 telephone interviews witﬁ the
current wave being done from approximately March 20 to
April 3rd.

This data would indicate:
1) The President's committed vote held fairly constant from

February to March and is 3.9% greater than it was in
September 1971. Wallace's strength appears to be increasing.

Sept. 1971 Feb. 1972 March 1972
Richard Nixon 39.6% 44,87 43.5%
Edmund Muskie 36.5 36.7 34.9
George Wallace 7.8 6.8 9.1
Undecided 16.1 11.7 12.5

100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

2) The President's ratings on handling the economy appears to
be worsening.

Oct. 1971 Feb. 1972 -March 1972
Approve 62.3% 50.9% 49,5%
Disapprove . 24,4 35.5 37.6
Don't know/ 13.3 13.6 12.9

No opinion



page 2

3) Muskie's strength among Democrats is falling while Humphrey's
increasing by significant margins.

and McGovern's is

‘Sept.

1971
Kennedy 30%
Muskie 26
Humphrey 10
McGovern 9

CONFIDENEIAL/EYES ONLY

Oct. Nov. Dec. Feb. March
1971 1971 1971 1972 1972
28% 26% 247 17% 12%
33 31 29 32 25

10 14 17 21 27

10 9 9 7 14



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

IOl SENMNSTLVANIA AVENUE, N.W
WABHINGTON, b C 200086
L202) 333.0920

CONEIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR:

FROM:

’

SUBJECT:

April 27, 1972

THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

ROBERT M. TEETER w

Oklahoma Opinion on ITT

Attached are the results of a poll taken by DMI in
Oklahoma relative to the ITT controversy. The number
of respondents was 800 and it was conducted April 1 - 8.

Despite the fact that the majority think the charges
will turn out true, very few think that the current
administration is any worse than past administrations.



Oklahoma
800 Resgpondents
- April 1 - 8

ITT Controversy _

VOTER ATTITUDES IN OKLAHOMA: ITT

"To what extent have you followed the recent ITT controversy--

quite a bit, somewhat or not much?" -
(1) Quite a bit 17.37
(2) Somewhat 20.4
(3) Not much 62.3
100.0%

*

"Generally speaking, do you believe the charges against ITT will
turn out to be true or false?"

(1) True : 52.8%
(2) False 47.2
100.0%

"And, generally speaking, do you believe such scandals have
happened more often with the Nixon administration or have
happened just as much with other administrations?

(1) More often with Nixon 10.3%
(2) Just as much with others 89.7%

100.0%

CONEIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY
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MEMORANDUM
\b N
/\*& THE WHITE HOUSE
% 9? WASHINGTON
/\X\ March 21, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: BRUGE KEHRLIW
SUBJECT; Hartford Times Poll

The March 21 News Summary contained the following note on the
Hartford Times poll:

-- A Hartford Times poll finds 55% of Connecticut's
voters object to EMK running for President this
Yea.]’.‘.""

It was requested that this be compared with our results,

Gordon Strachan will follow up on this request and prepare an answer.

cc: Alexander P, Butterfield

T dake s —



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

April 25, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR GORDON C§ STRACHAN

FROM: JEB S.

This is why we are interested in Washington.



Wwee: Jeb M-oruder

MEMORANDUM
THE WHITE HOUSE -
WASHINGTON
April 18, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: Harry S. Dent
FROM: Brad E. Hainsworth
SUBJECT: Washington

The President

The President is looking good. The State GOP just received
the results of a poll taken by Central Survey. The results
are extremely encouraging:

Do you approve of the way Nixon has been
doing his job?

Approve Disapprove No Opinion
51% 43% 6%

Do you approve of how the Vice President
has been doing his job?

Approve Disapprove No Opinion
38% 41% 20%

In an election between Nixon, Muskie and

Wallace

Nixon Muskie wWallace No Position
43% 38% 10% %%

If you favor Wallace, but Wallace not on
ballot, how would you vote?

Nixon Muskie No Position
47% 41% 12%

If Jackson were the nominee for Vice
President on Democrat ticket

Nixon Muskie No Position
37% 50% 13%



Page 2
Harry S. Dent
April 18, 1972

Another questionnaire was handed out at the precinct caucuses
in King County (a very conservative county) representing 33%
of the state's population, The results here are also encouraging:

Do you approve of President's method of
ending the war?

Yes No
90.2% 9.8%
Should President set a specific date for
withdrawal?
Yes No
10.4% 89.6%
Do you approve of wage and price controls?
Yes No
74,6% 25.4%
Was the China trip in the national interest?
Yes No
89.4% 10.6%
Do you approve of Nixon's Supreme Court ap-
pointments? N
Yes No
64,0% 36,0%

Who is your first preference for GOP Presi-
dential nomination?

Nixon Ashbrook McCloskey
92.8% 5.4% 1.8%
Who is your first preference for Vice Presi=
dent?

Agnew Reagan Rockefeller Ashbrook

76.4% 14.3% 7.1% 2.2%
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Harry S. Dent
April 18, 1972

Governor

Governor Evans (R) will win., The Central Survey Poll showed
him with 40% approval. The Democrat contenders are Martin
Durkan, 18%; ex-Governor Albert Rosellini, 21%; and Jim
McDermott, 6%. The contest is between Durkan and Rosellini,

Senate
No race.

House

The redistricting issue is still in court and things could
change, Assuming the current plan is accepted, the House
race looks like this:

Thomas Pelly (R} not running, Joe Pritchard
is the GOP nominee and should win,., There is
no Democrat nominee as vyet.

Lloyd Meeds (D) is favored. GOP candidate is
Bill Reams., There is no primary contest. The
redistricting favors the GOP.

Julia Hansen (D) will win: however, she is
upset about redistricting which favors GOP and
has threatened to run for Governor. No GOP
candidate as vyet.

Mike McCormack. No Democrat primary. The
redistricting favors the Republicans, The
GOP candidate, Stewart Bledsoce, can win, No
primary opposition.

Thomas Foley (D) favored. Redistricting favors
the Democrats. No GOP candidate as yet.

Floyd Hicks (D) no primary will win, Redistricting
favors Democrats. No GOP candidate.
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Page 4
Harry S. Dent
April 18, 1972

Brock Adams (D). ©No primary, is favored.
Redistricting favors GOP but the district

remains swing Democrat, GOP has no candidate
as vyet.

We will keep Pelly's seat and can gain two more seats,

Issue

The two chief issues are the economy and jobs and local
taxes.

The bombing of North Vietnam is not a viable issue.



-

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT -
1701 PENNSYLYANIA AVENUE. N.W :
WASHINGTON. 'D. C 20006 Apl’.'il 26, 1972
(202} 323-0920 — .
. .
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER

)

7

of the States for the

FROM: ROBERT H. MARIK

SUBJECT: Priority Ranki
Campaign

This memorandum sets forth, for discussion purposes, a proposed
priority ranking of the states, for the purpose of developing
strategy and resource allocation for the campaign. A brief
rationale is presented with each state or grouping of states.

CATEGORY T - SAFE STATES - (Have supported the President by
large margins in the past. Should be won in 1972.)

1968 Nixon
Farm States Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Nebraska 5 +28
Kansas 7 +20
North Dakota 3 +18
Towa 8 +12
South Dakota * 4 +11

27

* Would not be safe if George McGovern is on the ticket.

) Mountain and ~ 1968 Nixon
Western States Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Idaho 4 +26
Wyoming 3 +20
Arizona 6 +20
Utah 4 +19



CONFIDENEFAL- -2 -

New Mexico 4 +12

Colorado 7- + 9,

Montana - 4 + 9

Nevada * 3 + 8
35

* Nixon lost Nevada by 2% in 1960. With a Democratic
registration edge of 587D - 35%R -~ 7ZI, it is the least
, "safe'" of these states.

Border States (Recent polls suggest the President has
increased his margin from 1968, particu-
larly if George Wallace does not rum.)

‘ 1968 Nixon
State Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Oklahoma 8 +16
Virginia 12 +10
Florida 17 +10
North Carolina 13 + 8
Kentucky 9 + 6
South Carolina 8 + 6
Tennessee 10 + 4

77

New England States (Will not be "safe" if Muskie or
Kennedy is on the ticket.)

1968 Nixon
State Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Vermont 3 + 9
New Hampshire 4 + 8
Maine * _4 -12
11

* Lost in 1968 with Muskie on the ticket; won in 1960,
-against a New Englander, JFK, by 1l4%




1968 Nixon
Midwest States Electoral Votes Margin (%)

Inéiana 13 +12

Total "safe'" states: 24'(163 electoral votes).

,

CATEGORY II - WALLACE STATES - (States won by Wallace in 1968.
The President may win some, even with Wallace in
the race; if Wallace is out, they should be rela-
tively safe.)

1968 Wallace

State ) Electoral Votes Margin (%)

Arkansas 6 + 8 (Nixon Second)

Louisiana 10 +20 (Nixon Third)

Mississippi 7 +40 (Nixon Third)

Alabama 9 +47 (Nixon Third)

Georgia 12 +12 (Nixon Second)
44 .

CATEGORY TIII - SWING STATES -~ (Close election expected; intensive
campalgn must be run. These will undoubtedly be
Democratic target states.)

Nixon Margin (%)

Large Electoral Votes 1960 1968
California 45 +0.2 +3
New York * 41 -6 -5
Pennsylvania * - 27 -2 -4
Illinois 26 -0.3 +3
Texas 26 -2 -1
Ohio 25 +6 +2
Michigan * 21 ~2 -7

211



s
- Nixon Margin (%)

Medium . Electoral Votes 1960 1968
New Jersey 17 -1 +2
Missouri ** 12 ~-0.5 +1
Wisconsin *% 11 +4 +4
, Maryland * 10 ~8 -2
Washington 9 +3 -2
Connecticut* 8 -8 -5
67
: Nixon Margin (%)
Small Electoral Votes 1960 1968
Oregon 6 +6 B
West Virginia * 6 -6 -9
Delaware 3 -2 +4
Alaska 3 +2 +3
18

Total "swing" states: 17 (296 electoral votes).

* Although past electoral behavior would indicate an uphill
battle for the President, recent polls suggest he has a good
chance at this time to carry these states. Ultimate strategy
will depend on the Democratic nominee. These states must be
watched carefully during the campaign, to be sure that they
are treated as target states only so long as they remain
winnable. :

*%States with the most apparent erosion since 1968.

CATEGORY IV - PROBABLE LOSS STATES

1968 Nixon
State ‘ Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Massachusetts 14 -30
Minnesota 10 -12
Hawaii ' 4 -21
Rhode Island 4 -32
District of Columbia 3 -64

35
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Recommendation

That the priority listing of states given above be adopted,
as the basis for strategy development and resource allocation.
It will be continually updated as new information is received.

Approve Disapprove Comment
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April 12, 1972 //
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//)f&M@&UUﬂD M FOR: AFEX BUTTEREIELD.

“HENRY -CASHEN
A;M :

DETERMINED TO BE AN

"GORDON STRACHAN

ADMINIS.HATIVE MARKING
E:Uo J..%,O\:-, euzhion 6-102
By &£ o bhewie, Latesd-l2-f2-

On March 19, I mentioned to you that we had learned from
Bob Teeter that Barry Gordy; the owner of the Motown music
groups had supported Senator Griffin in previous elections
and probably could be recruited to the President. Henry,

I believe you were going to check with one of your law part-—
ners in Detroit and get an exact reading on Mr. Gordy. We
need to know where this project stands so that Alex can
begin the high level recruitment procedure if that is appro-
priate.

Would you let me know?

T Clen - Gk e A e
70? 04 - Undincaren Seawikc chadde whick
R (bvif a0 h won) Husned wg wo
Sealans ﬂwaaxj Jné—o 8¢ CO\(.A.&,Q
QT comen and o] & L fuatd
WWsHyZM el docou:l 8l up
e b ik by ks



Committee fo. the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM ~ May 5, 1972

CONEIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

>
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER K Ml
SUBJECT: Connecticut Poll on Bombing,

ITT, and Meany

Attached, please find the responses to questions involving
the increased bombing of North Vietnam, the I.T.&T. contro-
versy and George Meany. This data was collected along with
a recent Connecticut newspaper poll by John Becker as a part
of our arrangement with him. These responses will not be
published.

The trial heat data will not be available until the first of
next week, but I am advised that the President was run against
Humphrey, McGovern, Muskie, and Kennedy. In each of these
races the President leads. Less encouraging, however, his
approval rating on the handling of Vietnam is significantly
down from February. The Vietnam data will run in the Hartford
Times on Sunday. The head to head data including demographics
will be available early next week.

CONTFIDENTEAL/EYES ONLY
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Question:

Questiqp:

Question:

Question:

Question:

Connecticut

Becker Research
- 500 Interviews

April 28-30, 1972

In your opiniZn, will the renewed U.S. bombing of North
Vietnam help speed up the end of the war in Vietnam, will
cause the war to last even longer than otherwide or don't
you think the bombing will have much effect one way or
the other on when the war ends?

Will help speed up end of war 27%
Will cause war to last even longer 197
Won't have much effect one way or other 41%
Don't know/No opinion 13%

When the leaders of the present national administration in
Washington are making major decisions, how much importance

do you think they attach to the opinions and feeling of people
like yourself--a great deal of importance, a fair amount of imp-
ortance,only a little importance or practically no importance

at all?

Great deal of importance 77
Fair amount of importance 34%
Only a Little importance 30%
Practically no importance 25%
Don't know, no opinion 4%

Have you heard or read awything recently about a big company
being accused of making a large political contribution while
a federal anti-trust suit was being brought against that
company?

Yes 75%
No : 21%

Don't know 4%

Would you please tell me the name of that company?

Named ITT 66%
Others named 27
Don't know/No Opinion 7%

As you may know, George Meany, President of the AFL-CIQ, has
recently quit the National Pay Board and said that President
Nixon'x economic policies discriminate against the working man
and favor big business. President Nixon on the other hand,
says that his economic pelicies treat everyone equally. Do
you tend to agree with President Nixon or Mr. Meany?

Agree President Nixon 35%
Agree Mr. Meany 497
Neither . 5%

Don't know e 11%
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Committee for the Re-election of the President
k3

MEMORANDUM May 4, 1972

CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER
SUBJECT: New York Conservative Ballot

Additional cross runs were made on the New York data to determine
whether the President's name should be added to the Conservative
ballot in New York.

The President is currently enjoying substantial support from the
conservative end of the political spectrum.

Ballot Liberal Neutral Conservative
" * "Nixon 25% 48% 65%
Muskie 64 43 25
Wallace 4 3 6
Undecided 7 6 4

This shows that the President's voting strength clearly increases
toward the conservative end of the spectrum. Similarly, 55%Z of the
Republican support is at the conservative end of the spectrum. With
ticket-splitters, 25% are conservative compared to 337 at the liberal

end.
Party Type
Republican Ticket-Splitter Democrat
Liberal 18% 33% 47%
Neutral 23 41 31
Conservative 55 25 18 _J

If the President's name were on the Conservative ballot, he would
presumably run very well with those voter segments included with

the box shown on the above chart. In other words, we would expect
him to run well with the Republicans and the conservative elements
of ticket-splitters and Dewxocrats. This includes 41%Z of the total
vote. With the balance of the New York electorate, the President
should be able to attract sufficient voters to have some probability
of winning the state.
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By not running on the Conservative ticket the President faces a
risk that the Conservatives could run some other candidate. This
would undermine the President's strength from the right.

We would expect that a coalition of Republicans and Conservatives
would undoubtedly alienate some liberals of the Republican Party

and liberal ticket-splitters: however, our data shows that there

are very few liberal Republicans. Although there are more liberal
ticket-splitters, a large segment of ticket-splitters (41%) are in
the middle of the spectrum and a Nixon candidacy on the Conservative
ballot would be unlikely to alienate these "middle-of-the-road"
ticket~splitters.

The 1970 senatorial race has shown that a conservative coalition

can effectively be used to win the state. Buckley won the 39%

using a coalition of the Conservative Party and the "Independent
Alliance.”" Therefore, it seems feasible to produce more than 497%

of the vote (1968 Humphrey vote) using a coalition of the Republicans
and the Conservatives,

Without a candidate on the Conservative ballot in 1968, the President
tallied 44% of the vote. If the Conservative Party chooses to run
some candidate other than the President, the vote for the President
would probably be reduced to the point where victory was impossible.

" In summary, we believe that it would be to the President's advantage
if he were to run on both the Republican and Conservative ballots.
However, if the President is not on the Conservative ballot, we
should make every effort to see that the Conservative Party does

not run an opposition candidate.

-CONELDENTIALA#EYES ONLY




M.0,R. JOB NO. 2100 T=002 : New York

NEW YORK STATEWIDE STUDY Jaguary 4-19, 1972
. 1
CONSIDER SELF~LIBERAL-CONSERVATIVE SCALE 1007 Interviews
TOTAL/ LIB THREE FIVE CONSER
ERAL TWO FOUR SIX VATIVE
SAMPLE
TOTAL 007 103 131 132 329 112 92 17
00. 100, 100. 100, 100. 100. 10C. 100.
BALLOT O
NIXON 444 19 30 44 157 66 65 53
44e 18. 23, 33, 4B, 56. Tl. &9,
MUSKIE 453 70 86 77 142 14 18 57
45, 68, b B5Be 43, 30, 20. 22.
| WALLAGE 40 4 4 5 10 & 7 4
. 4, 4, 3. 4e 3. 5. 8. s.
UNDEC1DED 69 10 11 6 20 6 2 3
7. 10, G Se . 5, 2, 4,
BALLOT E
NIXON - o 472 18 40 49 187 69 68 52 &
"70 1 L] 31‘ 37. 51. 62. 7"0 68-
HUMPHREY, 39§ 68 73 67 116 30 14 17
N 39, b6. 56. Sl. 35, 27. 15. 22.
WALLACE 47 3 4 5 19 5 & 5
50 3. 30 "q 60 ‘!o 7q 60
UNDECIDEQ 92 14 14 11 27 g - 4 3
9' 16' ll. 80 80 ?o "0. “0
BALLOT F
NIXON 452 15 10 59 152 71 b4 55 '
45, 15, 23. 45, 44, 63, 70. 71, : .
KENNEDY 432 75 83 61 135 28 20 17 ’
43, 73, 63, 4k, 4l., 25. 22. 22.
WALLACE 46 6 Y 4 3 20 . & 5 3
5. 6. ¢ 3. 2. 6. ‘. 5' 4‘
UNDECIDED 16 7 14 9 22 9 3 2
Bq Te ~ 11. 1¢ 70 8o 30 30
BALLOT 6
NIXON 417 19 29 43 144 60 63 49
4l. 18. 22. 33, 44, S4. 68.  64.
MUSKIE 35} 34 61 sa 117 35 16 21
35, 33. 47. 44, 36, 3l. 1T. 27,
WALLACE 36 3 3 5 12 3 6 4
» "o 30 2- l'o ‘0. 30 7’ 50
MC CARTHY 05 8 0 19 25 8 2 1
.io. 25 15. 14, ' Te 2. le
CHISHOULM 47 16 11 2 14 1 2 1
5. 160 a. 2. ". 1' 2. l’
UNDECIDED 50 3 7 5 17 5 3 1
5, 3. 5. 4, 5., - 4 3, 1.



M.0.Re JOB NO. 2100 T-001 , New Tork
NEW YORK STATEWIDE STUDY . January 4-19, 1972
CONSIUER SELF-LIBERAL-CONSERVATIVE SCALE 1,007 Interviews
TOTAL/ 80 o TREE pour FIVE gpx GRVEVE

) * SAMPLE
TOTAL 1007 103 131 132 329 112 92 17
100. 100. 100. 100, 1060. 100, 100. 100.
1968 VOTE
NIXON 428 16 28 42 146 68 b6 54
43, 1éa 21, 32. h4, &l. T2« 70.
HUMPHREY 325 52 57 58 92 24 15 55
32, 50. 4%. 44, 28, 21. 1l6. 19.
t WALLACE 21 1 2 13 3 2
. 2. 1. 2. 4o 3. e
DON'T KNOW/DION'T VOTE 233 34 46 30 78 17 11 &
23, 33, 35, 23. 24, 15 12, B
CONSIDER SELF
REPUBLICAN , 283 13 18 20 85 51 47 41 ~
28e 13, l4e 1B, 26, 4be S5l. 53
DEMOCRAT 443 56 82 ° &2 150 32 24 24
* » "‘0. 5". 630 “70 (Qﬁ. 290 26. 31.
INDEPENDENT 218 26 26 37 73 25 16 0
224 25. 20, 28, 22 224 17. !é. X
BEHAVIORAL
REPUBLICAN 218 8 16 16 5¢ 44 38 39
22, 8, 2. 12. 15. 39, 41. 5i.
DEMOCRAT ! 353 58 63 47 , 110 24 17 22 .
. 35, 56, 48 36, ' 33, 210 Alsq 290 ‘
TICKET=SPLITTER 320 21 32 51 130 Y 3z 13
32, 20, 24, 39 40 . 32, 35, 17«
2
MARG INAL 116 16 0 18 39 < 8 5 3
12. 16. &g. l4. 12, Te Se 4e



M,0.,R. JOB NO. 2100 T-903 \\

NEW YORK STATEWIDE STUQY
CONSIDER SELF-LIBERAL~CONSERVATIVE SCALE

TOTAL/ LI8 THREE FIVE C
RAL THO FOUR SIX Vv
SAMPLE

TATAL 1007 103 131 132 329 112 92
100, 100. 100, 100. 100. 100. 100.

CURRENT VOTING BY COMMITMENT
HARD NIXON 344 12 22 32 115 56 57
34, 12, 174 24, 35, 50. &2,
SOFT NIXON 11% 9 18 29 71 20 9
17. 9. 14, 224 22. l8. 10.
1 HARD DEMUCRAT 28% 61 59 45 17 17 10
2Be 59. 45, 34, 23. 15, ile
SOFT DEMOCRAT 252 %8 33 40 96 129 15
25, 17. 25, 30. 29, 26, 16,
HARD WALLACE 22 2 2 2 8 2 4
e 2. Ze 2 2e r “e
SOFT WALLACE 4Q 3 “ 5 13 & g
4o 3. 3. e 4o Se Se

VOTE SWITCHING
E

NIXON~WALLACE/UNDECIDED . 19 1 1 & 3 2
2o 1. le 2e 3e 2
MUSKIE~-WALLACE/UNDECIQED 22 3 2 “ & 4 b4
. 3. 2e 3. 20 %o le
ALL DTHER 965 100 128 127 317 108 89
L s 960 9?0 980 96. 960 9‘10 970

45
58.

12
16,
8
10.
16
21,

New York
January 4-19, 1972
1,007 Interviews



MsO.Re JOR NO. 2100 T-002 New York
January 4~19, 1972

NEW YORK STATEWIDE $TUDY 1,007 Interviews
CONSIDER SELF~LIBERAL~CONSERVATIVE SCALE ,
TQTAL/Z L1B THREE FIVE CONSER
R TWO FOUR SIX VATIVE
SAMPLE
TOTAL 1007 103 1 132 29 112 92 77
100. 10, {3, 13, 33. it 9, 8.
BALLOT D
" NIXON 444 19 30 44 157 &6 &5 53
100, 4. 7. 10, 35, 15, 15, 12,
MUSKIE 453 70 86 77 142 34 18 7
103' 150 19. 17. 31. 8. 40 L]
WALLACE 0 4 4 5 10 6 1 4
' 1000 1ot 10t 13 250 1se 1mr 10,
UNDECIDED 69 10 11 6 20 + & 2 3
100, 14, 16, 9e 29, 9 3, 4
BALLOT E
NIXON 472 18 40 49 167 69 &8 52 ~
100. 4. 8, 10. 35, 15. 1é4. 11,
HUMPHREY 399 68 73 67 %xe 30 14 7
160, 17. 18, 1T, 5, 8, 4, .
wALLACE 47 3 4 5 19 5 4 5
100, 6o 9., 11, 40. 1le 13. 11,
UNDECIDED 92 %4 14 11 27 8 4 3
100, 15, 15, 12. 29. 9, 4, 3,
BALLOT F
NIXON 452 15 30 59 152 71 64 55
. 100, 3, Te 13. 1 34. 16. I‘QQ 120
-+ KENNEDY 432 75 a3 61 135 28 20 17
100 17. 19. 14. 31, G 5. 4
WALLACE 46 6 7 4 3 20 4 5 3
100;‘ 13. '90 7. ‘030 9- 11- 70
UNDECIDED 76 7 14 g 22 9 3 2
100, 9., .18, 12, 29. 12 4% 3.
BALLOT G
NIXON 417 19 29 43 la4 60 63 49
100. 5 7. 10, 35, l4s 15, 12,
K 5 4
MUSKIE YTRNET- SIS ! LAY SO SO 1.
WALLACE 34 3 3 5 12 3 é 4
. 100, 8, 8. 14y 33, 8, 17+ 1l.
MC CARTHY 105 28 20 19 25 8 2 1
100, 27. 1S« 18. 24, 8, 2. 1.
CHISHOLM 47 16 11 2 14 1 2 1
100s  34s 23, 4¢ 30, 2. 4 2.
UNDECIDED 5 7 5 17 5 1
UNDECT zoo? 6F 147 100 34, .10 6 2.



M.0.R. JOB NO, 2100 T-001 New York

NEW YORK STATEWIDE STUDY January 4-19, 1972
1,007 Interviews
CONSIDER SELF~LIBERAL-CONSERVATIVE SCALE ’
TOTAL/ LIB THREE FIVE CONSER
RAL TwO FOUR SIX VATIVE
SAMPLE
TOTAL 1007 103 131 132 329 112 92 77
100, 10. 13. 13, 33, 11. 9. 8.
1968 VOTE
" N1XON 428 16 28 42 146 68 66 54
100. 4, 7. 10, 34, 16, 15. 13,
HUMPHREY 325 52 57 58 92 24 15 15
100. 16, 18, 18, 28. Te 5, S.
_ WALLACE 1 1 2 13 3 .2
T ' 10%. S« ] 10« 62, 14, 10.
DON'T KNOW/DION®'T VOTE 233 34 46 30 78 .17 11 &
100, 15, 20, 13, 33, T. 5, 3,
CONSIDER SELF
REPUBLICAN 263 3 18 20 g5 51 47 41 W
100. . 6. 7. 30. 18. 17. 1“.
DEMOCRAT 443 56 a2 62 150 32 24 24
100, 13, 19. 14 34, 7. 5. Se
INDEPENDENT 218 26 %6 37 73 25 16 0
100, 12. 12. 17, 33, 11, 7. .
BEHAVIORAL . ,
REPUBLICAN 218 a 16 16 50 44 34 39
100, 4. Te 7. 23. 20. 17. 18,
DEMOCRAT 353 LY 63 47 110 24 17 22
100, 16, 18, 13. , 3l. Te 5, b
- TICKET=SPLITTER 320 21 32 51 130 36 32 13
100, 7. 10. 16, 41, 11, 10, 4.
MARG INAL 116 lé6 0 18 39 8 5 3
N T R Y-SR £ PO Y SO SONE >SS S b



TOTAL
CURRENT
"HARD
SOFT
'HARD
'SOFT
HARD

SUFT

VOTING BY COMMITMENT
NIXON

NIXON

DEMOCRAT

OEMOCRAT

WALLACE

WALLACE

VOTE SWITCHING

NIXON=WALLACE/UNDECIDED

MUSKTE-WALLACE/UNDECIODED

ALL QTHERS

MeOaRe JOB NO. 2100 T=003 New York

NEW YORK STATEWIDE STUDY January 4-19, 1972

CONSIDER SELF~LIBERAL-CONSERVATIVE SCALE 1,007 Interviews

TATAL/Z LIB THREE FIVE
Twa FOUR

SAMPLE

Qo7 iOB {31 132 329 112 92 17
OGC Oe 3. 13. 33, 1l. 9 8.

344 12 22 32 115 5 45
100, 3, & 9, i3, 16. 17, 13,
173 9 18 29 71 20 9 2 .
1000 50 10' 17- ‘!1. 12. 50 [ ]
285 61 59 45 17 17 10 8
100, 21 2l 16, ZTe b by 3.
252 i8 33 40 96 29 18 16
100, Ts 13, 16. ag, 12, 6o .
22 2 2 2 8 2 4 2
100. 9, 9. 9. 36. 9. 184 G
&
40 3 5 13 & S 3

4 }
100, 8. 10, 13.. 33. 15, 13. 8o

19 3 2 )
" 100 S5e 5. 32. 1é. 11, 32.

22 3
100, 14, S 18, e 18. Se

985 100 128 127 317 108 59 71
100 - 10s 13, 13, 33. 1ls b T



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 28, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: ~ GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: LEW ENGMAN

Attached is a list of questions concerning taxes
which we feel should be included in the earliest
possible poll. If it doesn't appear that there
is a national poll coming up shortly, they should
be put into the key states. I would appreciate
your keepking me advised of what the timing is
likely to be.

Enclosure

coe Ken Cole

ADMINITSTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
April 26, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: KEN GOLE
FROM: ROY MOREY 4

Attached you will find several questions which Lewis Engman
and I would like to see included on the next national poll,

cc: Ed Harper
Lewis Engmanv”



1‘

la.

1b.
lc.
1d.
le.

1.

1g.

There is a great deal of talk these days about the fairness of
our tax system. Some say that our present system is fair
to all taxpayers and need not be changed. Others say that the
system is not fair to everyone and needs a complete overhaul
(show card to respondent).

Tax system

Tax system fair and ' unfair and need
need not be changed of overhaul

' t t t t 1 t

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Where would you place yourself on this scale, or haven't you
thought much about this?

(IF HAVEN'T THOUGHT MUCH GO TO NEXT QUESTION)’ .
Where would you place the Democratic party?

Where would you place the Republican party ?

(Where would you place) Richard Nixon?

(Where would you place) Hubert Humphrey?

(Where would you place) Georgé McGovern?

How important would you say this issue is to you:

Very important

Somewhat important

Not very important

. Not important
Dont' know?

»

.

o W e

. These days, everyone seems to be feeling an increased tax

burden. Where do you find the burden the heaviest?

Federal income tax
State income tax
State sales tax
Local property tax




2
2a. Which of these above taxes do you dislike the most?

3. There is a lot of talk these days about tax loopholes in the
federal income tax. As far as you are concerned, is this a:

Major problem
Minor problem
Not a problem
Dont' Know

3a. (If response is major or minor problem, then ask) Which major
loopholes should we correct first?

1.
2.
3.

(Any Others?)

4. (Hand card to respondent and ask) Would you favor a change in any
of the following income tax provisions?

Deductions for charitable contributions Yes
No
Don't Know

Deductions for home mortgage interest Yes
No
Don't Know

Not taxing one-half of the profit from Yes
certain sales (for example: homes, No

stock, land, etc.) Don't Know
Not taxing income from investments in Yes

City and State bonds No

Don't Know

Deductions for residential property Yes
tax No
Don't Know



Don't forget to raise in May the subject once again (or April)
whenever we are putting together the polls, the subject of the
special Vice Presidential trial heats that we discussed.

= B




MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 1, 1972

i
MEMORANDUM FOR: GORDON STRA HAN

FROM: JOHN CAMPB

Ken Cole would like these questions put in a; oll as soon as
possible. Would you please advise us when they will be
included.

Attachment



1.

la.

1b.
lc.
1d.
le.

1f.

lg.

There is a great deal of talk these days about the fairness of
our tax system. Some say that our present system is fair
to all taxpayers and need not be changed. Others say that the
system is not fair to everyone and needs a complete overhaul
{(show card to respondent).

Tax system

Tax system fair and unfair and need
need not be changed of overhaul

i 1 { 1 i 1 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Where would you place yourself on this scale, or haven't you
thought much about this?

(IF HAVEN'T THOUGHT MUCH GO TO NEXT QUESTION)
Where would you place the Democratic party?

Where would you place the Republican party ?

(Where would you place) Richard Nixon?

(Where would you place) Hubert Humphrey?

(Where would you place) George McGovern?

How important would you say this issue is to you:

Very important

Somewhat important

Not very importént

Not important
Dont' know?

oW W=

. These days, everyone seems to be feeling an increased tax

burden., Where do you find the burden the heaviest?

Federal income tax
State income tax
State sales tax
Liocal property tax



2
2a. Which of these above taxes do you dislike the most?

3. There is a lot of talk these days about tax loopholes in the
federal income tax. As far as you are concerned, is this a:

Major problem
Minor problem
Not a problem
Dont' Know

3a. (If response is major or minor problem, then ask) Which major
loopholes should we correct first?

1.

(Any Others?)

4, (Hand card to respondent and ask) Would you favor a change in any
of the following income tax provisions?

Deductions for charitable contributions Yes
No
Don't Know

Deductions for home mortgage interest Yes
No
Don't Know

Not taxing one-half of the profit from Yes
certain sales (for example: homes, No

stock, land, etc.) Don't Know
Not taxing income from investments in Yes

City and State bonds No

Don't Know

Deductions for residential property Yes
tax No
Don't Know



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Date: 5/1
TO: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

Magruder, Marik, Teeter, Dailey

and LaRue met with John Mitchell

on Friday, April 26 to decide on
the Key States for the campaign.
Magruder, under pressure, agreed to
include Fred Malek in the meeting.
The decisions are summarized in the
attached memorandum to Mitchell.
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 2, 1972
9:00 a.m.
MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. H. R. HALDE
FROM: DWIGHT L. CHAPIN

Do you agree with category III on page 3 of the attached memorandum
which details the priority States for the campaign?



- -

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

-

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N.wW.

WASHINGTON. D. ¢. 20006 - May 1’ 19?2 .

(202 313.0920 - .
CONFIDENTTIAYL—
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: ROBERT H. MARIK
SUBJECT: Priority Ranking of the States for

the Canmpaign

This memorandum summarizes the decisions made in the strategy

, meeting of April 28, regarding current priority ranking of the
states, for the purpose of developing strategy and resource
allocation for the campaign. A brief rationale is presented
with each state or grouping of states. .

CATEGORY I ~ SAFE STATES - (Have supported the President by
large margins in the past. Should be won in 1972.)

1968 Nixon
Farm States Electoral Votes " Margin (%)
Nebraska 5 +28
Kansas 7 +20
North Dakota -3 +18
Towa 8 +12
South Dakota * 4 +11

27

* Would not be safe if George McGovern is on the ticket.

Mountain and ’ 1968 ﬁixon

Western States Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Idaho 4 +26
Wyoming 3 +20
Arizona ) 6 +20
Utah 4 +19



e w—— amo——

)

~CONEIDENTIAL- ' -2-
*
New Mexico =z 4 v 412
Colorado - 7 +9
Montana T _ 4 . +9
Nevada * - ' +78
. . 35 . . .

LS

*Nixon lost Nevada by 2% in 1960. With a Democratic re-
gistration edge of 587%D-35%R-7%I, it is the least "safe"
of these states.

Border States (Recent polls suggest the President has

increased his mergin from 1968, particu-
larly if George Wallace does not run.)
- R 1968 Nixon
State o Electoral Votes Margin (%)

Oklahoma 8 +16
Virginia 12 410
Florida 17 , +10
North Carolina ' 13 + 8
Kentucky 9 ’ + 6
South Carolina 8 . + 6
Tennessee 10 + 4
) 77

New England States (Will not be "safe" if Muskie or

___ Kennedy is on the ticket.)

i 1968 Nixon
State Electoral Votes . Margin (%)
Vermont + 9
New Hampshire + 8
Maine * ~12

ot
val )

* Lost in 1968 with Muskie on the ticket; won in 1960,
against a New Englander, JFK, by 147%.



- ... CONFIDENTIAL T -3

P

‘Midwest States -- Electorai Votes

Indiana ' 13

.+*1968 Nixon
*Margin (%)

+12

Total "safe" states: 24 (163 electoral votes)

CATEGORY II -~ WALLACE STATES - (States won by Wallace in 1968.
The President may win some, even with Wallace in
the race; if Wallace is out, they should be rela-

tively safe.)

State Electoral Votes
Arkansas 6
Leuisiana 10
;o Mississippi 7
Alabama 9
Georgia - 12
’ . 44

1968 Nixon

‘Margin (%)

+ 8 (Nixon
+20 (Nixon
+40 (Nixon
+47 (Nixon
+12 (Nixon

CATEGORY IIT - PRIORITY STATES - (Close election expected;
campaign must be run including maximum organizational
effort within the states. These will undoubtedly

be Democratic target states),

Second)
Third)
Third)
Third)
Second)

intensive

T 7T Top Priority —(Maximum allocatlon of resources and focus of

" management attention. ''Must win" states.)

State Electoral Votes
California ) ; 45
Illincis 26
Texas 26
Ohio 25
New Jersey 17

- 139

Nixon Margin (%)

1960,

+0.2
-0.3
-2
+6
-1

1968

+3
+3
-1
+2
+2

et imeeieemie—e.Second Prioritv ~(High allocation of resources and management

attention.)

State ) Electoral Votes
New York * 41
Pennsylvania * 27
Maryland * 10

Nixon Margin (%)

1960

- -6
-2
-8

1968

-5
-4
-2



- " Nixon Margin (%)

State - . Electoral Votes 11960 1968
Michigan * - 21 - -2 -7
Connecticut * 8 -8 -5
Washington . 9 +3 -2

v 116

Third Prioritv - (Lower allocation of resources and management
attention.)

.

Nixon Margin (%)

State o Electoral Votes 1960 - 1968
Missouri *=* 12 -0.5 +1
Wisconsin *#* " 11 +4 +4
Oregon 6 . +6 +6
West Virginia * 6 -6 -9
Alaska ' 3 +2 +3
Delaware 3 -2 +4
41

* Althéugh past electeoral behavior would indicate an uphill
battle for the President, recent polls suggest he has a good
chance at this time to carry these states., Ultimate strategy
will depend on the Democratic nominee. - These states must be
watched closely during the campaign, to be sure that they

are treated as target states only so long as they remain
winnable. :

*%#States with the most apparent erosion since 1968,

:CATEGORY IV - PROBABLE LOSS STATES

1968 Nixon

. State : Electoral Votes Margin (%)
Massachusetts 14 -30
Minnesota 10 -12
Bawaii - 4 ~21
Rhode Island 4 -32
District of Columbia 3 ~64
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0z H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: L. BIGBY
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MEMORANDUM

DETERMINED ™o
SIERMINED TO BE AN WASHINGTON

THE WHITE HOUSE

June 30, 1971

CONFIPENTIAL / EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN K
FROM: JON M. HUNTSMAN
SUBJECT: ORC Polls - $72,500

After consultations with OMB, Noble Melencamp, and
John Campbell, it was determined that there were only two alterna-
tives to cover the cost of the ORC polls.

1. Special Projects Flund -- The chances of any
audit in this area are remote, Traditionally, White House funds are
never audited. There are sufficient funds (over $500, 000) remaining
in this Special Projects account, However, no White House polls have
been conducted (according to our records) since 1955,

C ‘f”&,(’l\i‘-‘\h

2. Outside Funds -- Higby or misman, must go
outside government sources (private contributions), through Herb
Kalmbach, etc. for required monies,

With the exception of these two alternatives it was
determined that no other agencies or councils can proceed with these
expenditures legally or contractually, Domestic Council cannot
do this because they are already overextended in this area for FY '71
and they are also concerned about congressional reactions should they
be audited.

Should one of these two alternatives above be selected,
the actual funds will not be needed for 3-4 weeks to pay ORC, Work,
however, should be complete on this pro%ram within two weeks. ORC
should have the go- ahead signal thay EALWW “"‘Y‘—i"‘“’— PWM.

TL\& oot \eadd He 4 % stell ?0\)4- tr Soun Uumads - 'q\a-‘a"&vw .53,000
Special*Projects Fund:

Outside Resources:

T 4 1 T
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THE WHITE HOUSE

4

June 28, 1971

WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. HIGBY
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN ES
SUBJECT : Key States

You may have already covered this with Dwight, but, in light
of the plans he is making for this summer's travels, it might
be helpful for him to have the results of Haldeman's selection
of the key states.

Please advise whether you want me to cover this personally with
Dwight.

L. ~TQ60 wrtw g e Tope
) il Qézdﬂu&(u( Oun
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) TO BE AN THE WHITE HOUSE

TN
¥

Ve MANKING WASHINGTON
tion 6-102

By-£f —__laRs, Datesd47-§d June 23, 1971

CONF-IDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT : Key States

Ken Cole asked you for a list of key states. Independent
contact with Colson, Dent, Evans, and Flemming developed

the recommendations attached at Tabs A, B, and C respectively.
The chart at Tab D depicts 18 possible key states with
notations as to who suggested which states.

Each of the individuals contacted indicated that lists are
sterile and offered the following information:

1. To the five that everyone agrees on, Dent added
New Hampshire, Oregon, Wisconsin, and North Carolina,
primarily because of primaries and electoral votes.
Dent does not believe that New York, Michigan, and
Pennsylvania can be carried. Indiana is not on his
list because if we can't carry it, we cannot win the
election.

2. Tom Evans' suggestions are the result of his directing
the RNC to do an extensive "statistical, socio-economic
and survey data analysis" that developed a list of 39
states broken into four priority groups. The explanation
of the selection process appears with the Evans list at
Tab C. Magruder's recommendation of key states will
attach the Tom Evans' list.

3. Flemming argues that any selection of key states must
be separated on the basis of pre and post-Convention
considerations. On the chart attached at Tab D, only the
big nine states that Flemming thinks will be crucial
after the Convention are listed.

Flemming's pre-Convention states include the seven that
have laws which may require the President to enter the
primaries as well as those states which he may have to
enter for other reasons - New Hampshire, California, etc.


http:tr:-------w\.ES

Of course, Flemming's concern about pre-Convention
states indicates that others are thinking about the
subject of your request of the Attorney General that

a "formal recommendation . . . to the President covering
strategy, timing, and surrogate candidates" in primary
states be prepared.

Recommendation:

That Ken Cole be advised that the Colson 10 key states
represents the current consensus of opinion.

Approve Disapprove

Comment

12 A thta v e D e G

Indo To £8 Hoapen Q/z& e L.






THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 17, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR GORDON STRACHAN

Mr. Colson considers the following to
be the key states:

~California
Texas

_New York
~Pennsylvania
«Ohio
<[1linois
~Missouri
JFlorida
.Indiana
~New Jersey

W. Richard Howard






THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Harry Dent called and left the following
message:

THE KEY STATES:

California
Illinois
Ohio

Texas
Missouri
New Jersey

THe following are included primarily
because of the primaries and electoral
votes:

Florida

~Wisconsin

-North Carolina

0

New Hampshire

-Oregon

The following were left off because he
does not feel we can get them:

New York

Michigan

Pennsylvania

Indiana - Because if we cannot take it

we cannot winh the election.
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spublican
ational
mmittee.

nas B. Evans, Jr., Co-Chairman

COMFIDENFFAL /EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

June 17, 1971

Gordon Strachan

Lewis DaléE;g:;E:zl-*-—-

RE: Target States

Enclosed is the material you

requested. Tom asked that I emphasize to you that this material

must be held in the strictest confidence. If such information
finds its way into the press, the President's chances of re-election

will be badly damaged.

Another point to remember is

that this Tist is continuously updated and is subject to change,
based on analyses of relevant data constantly being gathered here.

Enclosure



MUST

13 Indiana“

8 Iowa

12 Virginia
<17 % FloridaV”

10 Tennessee,
. 45 Califomia"”/
+ 26 IllinoisM
» 17  New Jersey‘?’{
.25 onic?

173

3rd PRIORITY MUST

g

64

South Carolina
Washington
New Mexico
Vermont
Montana
Nevada
Colorado

New Hampshire
Oregon
Kentucky
Delaware

Maine

June 16, 1971

2nd PRIORITY MUST

26 Texas~”

_12  Missouri” ) RECTIvEy,
10 Maryland Ul I 6 ]971
13 North Car olir.xa. <

_27 Pennsylvania”

~ 41 New York”

11 Wisconsin”

8 Connecticut
10 Minnesota
158

PLUS

5 Nebraska

4 Idaho )

6 Arizona

3 »Wyoming

71 Kansas

4 Utah

3 North Dakota

8 Oklahoma
_4 South Dakota

44



-

June 15, 1971

The following target states are the result of analysis of current
statistical, socio-economic and survey data, The electoral vote
totals of each section are noted and followed by a brief description
of the reasons for their selections, '

PLUS STATES

The Plus States are defined as those areas that traditionally
support the Republican Party and Nixon, In 1972, given a favorable
national atmosphere towards the President, we should do well in
these states. They are also states that tend to be moxre single issue
oriented. For example, if farmers are feeling fairly comfortable
about Nixon and the agriculture policy of the Administration, the
chances are that these areas will be in our column, If, on the other
hand, the attitude toward Nixon and the agriculture policy is negative,
there is very little that could outweigh this attitude,

MUST STATES

The Must States are defined as areas that statistically and
historically support Nixon/Republican nominees., It appears that
without all these states in our column, Nixon has little or no chance '
of being re-elected. Ohio and California, for instance, have never
failed to be in the winning column if a Republican was victorious. The
reasoning behind the statement, "If Nixon doesn't carry all of the Must
States, he won't be elected President,! is that if one of these states
is not carried, there is little chance of finding a second or third priority
state which would make up this loss more easily,

SECOND PRIORITY MUST STATES

The Second Priority Must States represent those states that
statistically have less chance of moving over to Nixon, but, none the
less, are within striking distance. These states represent the next best
opportunities in the large electoral category. It is necessary that some
of these be moved into the win column for Nixon.

THIRD PRIORITY MUST STATES

The Third Priority Must States represent those areas that
statistically Nixon can win, These are areas with smaller electoral
vote totals, but about the same odds, as the Second Priority Must
States, Nixon must win some of these.



£t

The method of arriving at these target states included a ten
year analysis of Presidential elections, an analysis of 1966, 1968
and 1970 Congressional, Senatorial, and Gubernatorial races, an

analysis of polling trends of various regions in the country and

state polls where available, RNC state issue files of the past year
to see if there have been any major trends or shifts in public opinion
that have been evidenced in newspapers or other publications, as
well as the reports of the RNC field staff,

It should be reiterated that this is the status_of state
priority selection as of June 15, This is not meant to be definitive,
but only a device to serve the needs of those who must make early
resource allocations on behalf of the effort to re-elect the President.
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June 16, 1971

MEMORANDUM TO: Tom Evans

’
Vi

FROM: Ed DeBolf’ e
14 / /
s
s
States not included in previous memo;
9 Alabama
3 Alaska
6 Arkansas
3 District of Columbia
12 Georgia
4 Hawaii

10 Louisiana

14 Massachusetts
Michigan
Mississippi
Rhode Island
West Virginia
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/* | psCALIFORNIA

A% (7 FLORIDA
A 2 2{ ILLINOIS

/} ( //NEW JERSEY

/A4Y 25 OHIO

4, 3 u TEXAS

A7 )7 INDIANA
4§ /+MISSOURI

£ | 4§ NEW YORK

/}Z z? PENNSYLVANIA

§ Towa
v/ NEW HAMPSHIRE
A-F 17 NORTH CAROLINA
& OREGON
A /% [0 TENNESSEE
D |V VIRGINIA
A/l || WISCONSIN

X 9 MICHIGAN

E Y STATE S
Colson Dent Evans
Colson Dent Evans
Colson Dent Evans
Colson Dent Evans
Colson Dent Evans
Colson Dent
Colson Dent .
Colson Dent
Colson
Colson

Evans
Dent
Dent
Dent
Evans
Evans
Dent

Flemming
Flemming
Flemming
Flemming

Flemming

Flemming

Flemming

Flemming

Flemming
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 17, 1971
MEMORANDUM FOR GORDON STRACHAN

Mr. Colson considers the following to
be the key states:

~California

~Texas

New York

~Pennsylvania

~LOhio

~f1llinois

AMissouri

~Florida -
.Indiana

- New Jersey

/T%j“"? S
—

A
— e L el

W. Richard Howard



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINCTON

Harry Dent called and left the following
message:

THE KEY STATES:

California
Illinois
Ohio

Texas
Missouri
New Jersey

THe following are included primarily
because of the primaries and electoral
votes:

Florida
Wisconsin
-North Carolina
-~ New Hampshire
-Oregon

!

The following were left off because he
does not feel we can get them;

New York
Michigan
Pennsylvania

Indiana -~ Because if we cannot take it
we cannot win the elaction.




€

Republican
Naticnal
Committee.
June 17, 1971

Thomas B. Evans, Jr., Co-Chairman

CONFIBENTHAL/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM TO: Gordon Strachan

FROM: Lewis Daléﬁ;gzzz:za----

RE: Target States

Enclosed is the material you
requested. Tom asked that I emphasize to you that this material. .
must be held in the strictest confidence. If such information -
finds its way into the press, the President's chances of re-election
will be badly damaged.

Another point to remember is

that this Tist is continuously updated and is subject to change,
based on analyses of relevant data constantly being gathered here.

Enclosure



MUST

13  Indiana’
8 Iowa

12 Virginia

17 * FloridaV”

A

10 Tennessee

-

45 California®

o~

26 Illinois”
17 New Jersey"

25 om&‘f-?:/

173

3rd PRIORITY MUST

8 South Carolina
9 Washington

4 New Mexico

3 Vermont

4 Montana

3 Nevada

7 Colorado

4 New Hampshire
6 Oregon

9 Kentucky

3 Delaware

4 Maine

(13

June 16, 1971

2nd PRIORITY MUST

26 Texas~”

12 Missouri - , RECZEVg&
10 Maryland Ui 1 6 1947]
13  North Caroli@ <

_ 27 Pennsylvania”

~ 41 New York”

11 Wisconsin”
8 Connecticut
10 Minnesota .
158
-~
PLUS . —~-
5 Nebraska
4 Idaho *
6 Arizc;na
3 AWyoming
7 Kansas
4 Utah
3 North Dakota
8 Oklahoma
_4 South Dakota
44
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June 15, 1971

The following target states are the result of analysis of current
statistical, socio-economic and survey data, The electoral vote
totals of each section are noted and followed by a brief description
of the reasons for their selections, '

PLUS STATES

The Plus States are defined as those areas that traditionally
support the Republican Party and Nixon. In 1972, given a favorable
national atmosphere towards the President, we should do well in
these states. They are also states that tend to be more single issue
oriented. For example, if farmers are feeling fairly comfortable
about Nixon and the agriculture policy of the Administration, the
chances are that these areas will be in our column. If, on the other
hand, the attitude toward Nixon and the agriculture policy is negative,
there is very little that could outweigh this attitude. ‘

MUST STATES

- .

The Must States are defined as areas that statistically and
historically support Nixon/Republican nominees, It appears that
without all these states in our column, Nixon has little or no chance
of being re-elected. Ohio and California, for instance, have never
failed to be in the winning column if a Republican was victorious. The
reasoning behind the statement, "If Nixon doesn't carry all of the Must
States, he won't be elected President,!" is that if one of these states
is not carried, there is little chance of finding a second or third priority
state which would make up this loss more easily,

SECOND PRIORITY MUST STATES

The Second Priority Must States represent those states that
statistically have less chance of moving over to Nixon, but, none the
less, are within striking distance. These states represent the next best
opportunities in the large electoral category. It is necessary that some
of these be moved into the win column for Nixon.

THIRD PRIORITY MUST STATES

The Third Priority Must States represent those areas that
statistically Nixon can win, These are areas with smaller electoral
vote totals, but about the same odds, as the Second Priority Must
States, Nixon must win some of these,



The method of arriving at these target states included a ten
year analysis of Presidential elections, an analysis of 1966, 1968
and 1970 Congressional, Senatorial, and Gubernatorial races, an
.analysis of polling trends of various regions in the country and
state polls where available, RNC state issue files of the past year
to see if there have been any major trends or shifts in public opinion
that have been evidenced in newspapers or other publications, as
well as the reports of the RNC field staff,

It should be reiterated that this is the status of state
priority selection as of June 15, This is not meant to be definitive,
but only a device to serve the needs of those who must make early
resource allocations on behalf of the effort to re-elect the President,

T A TR T T I—




June 16, 1971

MEMORANDUM TO: Tom Evans _
/

/
FROM: Ed DeBol
A éf/):ﬁ'/ I/#"o!ﬁ“/

States not included in previous memo:

Alabama

Alaska

Arkansas

District of Columbia
Georgia )
Hawaii : - Coa
10 IL.ouisiana

14 Massachusetts

Michigan

Mississippi

Rhode Island

West Virginia '
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June 23, 1971

CONPIDENPIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT : Key States

Ken Cole asked you for a list of key states. Independent
contact with Colson, Dent, Evans, and Flemming developed

the recommendations attached at Tabs A, B, and C respectively.
The chart at Tab D depicts 18 possible key states with
notations as to who suggested which states.

Bach of the individuals contacted indicated that lists are
sterile and offered the following information:

1. To the five that everyone agrees on, Dent added
New Hampshire, Oregon, Wisconsin, and North Carolina,
primarily because of primaries and electoral votes,
Dent does not believe that New York, Michigan, and
Pennsylvania can be carried. Indiana is not on his
ligt because if we can't carry it, we cannot win the
election,

2. Tom Evans' suggestions are the result of his directing
the RHC to do an extensive “statistical, socio-economic
and survey data analysis” that developed a list of 39
states broken into four priority groups. The explanation
of the selection process appears with the Evans list at
Tab C. Magruder's recommendation of key states will
attach the Tom Evans' list.

3. Flemming argues that any selection of key states must
be separated on the basis of pre and post-Convention
considerations. On the chart attached at Tab D, only the
big nine states that Flemming thinks will be c¢rucial
after the Convention are listed.

FPlemming's pre-Convention states include the seven that
have laws which may require the President to enter the
primaries as well as those states which he may have to
enter for other reasons -~ lew Hampshire, California, etec.




Of course, Flemming's concern about pre-Convention
states indicates that others are thinking about the
subject of your request of the Attorney General that

a "formal recommendation . . . to the President covering
strategy, timing, and surrogate candidates” in primary
states be prepared.

Recommendation:

That Ken Cole be advised that the Colson 10 key states
represents the current consensus of opinion.

Approve Disapprove

Comment

GS:1m




CALIFORNIA

FLORIDA
ILLINOIS

NEW JERSEY

OHIO

INDIANA
MISSOURI
NEW YORKX

PERNSYLVANIA

IOWA

NEW BAMPSHIRE
NORTH CAROLINA

OREGON
TENNESSEE
VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
MICHIGAN

KEY

STATES

Colson
Colson
Colson
Colson
Colson

Colson

Colson
Colson
Colson
Colson

Dent

Dent

Dent

Dent

Dent

Dent

Dent
Dent

Dent

Dent

Dent

Flemming
Flemming
Flemming
Flemming
Flemming

Flemming

Flemming
Flemming

Plemming




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 17, 1971
MEMORAXDUM FOR GORDON STRACHAN

Mr. Colson considers the following to
be the key states:

California
Jexes

New York
~Lennsylvania
Ohio
~-Illinois
Missouri
Florida
JIndiana

- New Jersey

Tl

W. Richard Howard



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Harry Dent called and left the following
message:

THE KEY STATES:

California
Illinois
Ohio

Texas
Missouri
New Jersey

THe following are included primarily
because of the primaries and electoral
votes:

Florida
~Wisconsin
-North Carolina
~New Hampshire
»Oregon

The following were left off because he
does not feel we can get them:

New York
fichigan
Pennsylvania

- - —

Indiana - Because i1f we cannot take it
we cannot win the election.
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ational
ommitiee.

mas B. Evans, Jr.,, Co-Chairman

CONFIDENTTAEFEYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

June 17, 1971

Gordon Strachan

Lewis na1é§;fiéz:7 —

RE: Target States

Enclosed is the material you

requested. Tom asked that I emphasize to you that this material
must be held in the strictest confidence. If such information
finds its way into the press, the President's chances of re-election

will be badly damaged.

Another point to remember is

that this 1ist is continuously updated and is subject to change,
based on analyses of relevant data constantly being gathered here.

Enclosure
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June 15, 1971

The following target states are the result of analysis of current
statistical, socio-economic and survey data, The electoral vote
totals of each section are noted and followed by a brief description
of the reasons for their selections, ’

PLUS STATES

5

The Plus States are defined as those areas that traditionally
support the Republican Party and Nixon., In 1972, given a favorable
national atmosphere towards the President, we should do well in
these states, They are also states that tend to be more single issue
oriented, For example, if farmers are feeling fairly comfortable
about Nixon and the agriculture policy of the Administration, the
chances are that these areas will be in our column, If, on the other
hand, the attitude toward Nixon and the agriculture policy is negative,
there is very little that could outweigh this attitude,

MUST STATES

The Must States are defined as areas that statistically and
historically support Nixon/Republican nominees, It appears that
without all these states in our column, Nixon has little or no chance
of being re-elected. Ohio and California, for instance, have never
failed to be in the winning column if a Republican was victorious., The
reasoning behind the statement, "If Nixon doesn't carry all of the Must
States, he won't be elected President," is that if one of these states °
is not carried, there is little chance of finding a second or third priority
state which would make up this loss more easily.

SE.COND PRIORITY MUST STATES

The Second Priority Must States represent those states that
statistically have less chance of moving over to Nixon, but, none the
less, are within striking distance. These states represent the next best
opportunities in the large electoral category. It is necessary that some
of these be moved into the win column for Nixon,

THIRD PRIORITY MUST STATES

The Third Priority Must States represent those areas that
statistically Nixon can win., These are areas with smaller electoral
vote totals, but about the same odds, as the Second Priority Must
States, Nixon must win some of these,

.



’

-

The method of arriving at these target states included a ten
year analysis of Presidential elections, an analysis of 1966, 1968
and 1970 Congressional, Senatorial, and Gubernatorial races, an

analysis of polling trends of various regions in the country and

state polls where available, RNC state issue files of the past year

to see if there have been any major trends or shifts in public opinion {
that have been evidenced in newspapers or other publications, as

well as the reports of the RNC field staff,

It should be reiterated that this is the status of state
priority selection as of June 15. This is not meant to be definitive,
but only a device to serve the needs of those who must make early \
resource allocations on behalf of the effort to re-elect the President, *»
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MUST
13 Indiana“
8 Iowa

12 Virginia
17 % FloridaV
10 Tennessee
45 California%’/
26 Illinoi SM
17 New Jers eyv
25 Ohio'.

173

3rd PRIORITY MUST

8

South Carolina
Washington
New Mexico
Vermont
Montana
Nevada
Colorado

Néw Hampshire
Oregon
Kentucky
Delaware

Maine

June 16, 1971

2nd PRIORITY MUST

26 Texas”
_ 12 Missouri”
10 Maryland
13 North Caroliﬁa‘i
_27 Pennsylvania”
-~ 41 New York”
11  Wisconsin”
8 Connecticut
10 Minnesota
158
PLUS
5 Nebraska
4 Idaho
6 Arizona
3 'Wyoming
7 Kansas
4 Utah
3 North Dakota
8 Oklahoma
4 South Dakota

RECEIvep,
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June 16, 1971

MEMORANDUM TO: Tom Evans

FROM: Ed DeBolt
A /

States not included in previous memo;

Alabama

Alaska

Arkansas .

District of Columbia )
Georgia . -
Hawaii

10 Louisiana

14 Massachusetts

BB WO~ WO

21 Michigan
7 Mississippi
4 Rhode Island
_ 6 West Virginia )

O
O
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Dick Richards gave me the following list of the top 20 priority states.
The RNC's rough criteria at this time are number of electoral votes
and likelihood of winning the state. The {irst 18 states are simply
those with the largest electoral vate, ranked in order, with the excep-
tion of Massachusetts (14 votes) and Louisiana (10 votes). All are
considered "'winnable' at this point, since the greatest margin of loss
in 1968 was 44% - 49% in New York, .

The 19th and 20th states could be Kentucky, with its upcoming guber-
natorial race and nine electoral votes, or Oregon or New Hampshire
because of the primaries, -

TOP PRIORITY STATES

*

STATE ELECTORAL VOTES (1972)

1. California 45

2. New York 43"

3. Pennsylvania 27

4, Texas 26

5. Illinois 26

6.  Ohio 25

7.  Michigan . \ 21

8. New Jersey 17

9. Florida 17
10. Indiana ‘ 13
11. Missouri ' 12 .

12. North Carolina 12 e
13. Virginia h 12..... . .
14. Georgia ! o 12

15. Wisconsin B W | . e

16.  Tennessee , 10 -

17." Maryland -+ - ’ 10 ;
18, Minnesota o100 S oo "

"3"@ . \

19, { Kentucky
( Oregon
20. ( New Hampshire

e NN}
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CITIZENS FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

May 19, 1971

FOR: GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER

FYI



MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT FINCH

FROM:

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 21, 1971

Max L. Friedersdorf

Mr. Magruder

Listed below are Republican Senators and marginal House
members up for re-election in the 20 target states:

1.

California

Senate

House

New York
Senate

House

Pennsylvania

Senate

House

Texas

Senate

House

I1linois

Senate

House

None

Mailliard
Veysey

None
Lent

Peyser
Kemp

None

(7]

oodling

Tower

None

Percy

None

(6th)
(38th)

(5th)
(25th)
(39th)

(19th)



10.

11.

12,

Ohio

Senate
House
Michigan

Senate

House

‘New Jersey

Senate

Heouse

Florida
Senate
House

Indiana
Senate

House

Missouri
Senate

House

North Carolina

Senate

House

None

Powell

Griffin

None

Case

Sandman |
Forsythe

None

Burke

None
Landgrebe

Zion
Dennis

None

None

None

None

(24th)

(24d)
(6th)

(10th)

(2d)
(8th)
(10th)



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Virginia
Senate
House

Georgia

Senate

House

Wisconsin

Senate

House

Tennessee

Senate

House
Maryland

Senate

House

Minnesota

Senate

House

Kentucky
Senate

House

oy
o
=
o
o
3
Q
©
.y
®
=
Py

None

Broyhill

bl

one

None

None

Davis
O'XKonski

Baker

Baker

Non

¢

Ncne

None

Frenzel
Zwach

(10th)

(9th)
{(10th)

(3d)

(3d)
(6th)



Oregon |
Senate - Hatfield
House - None

20. New Hampshire

Senate - None
House - None

Supportive GOP Senators standing for re-election
in states having Presidential preference primaries,
but not listed as target states, include:

Nebraska \ - Senator Curtis
South Dakota - Senator Mundt

Additional GOP Senators standing for re-election in

1972 in non-target and non-Presidential preference
primaries.

Alaska - Senator Stevens
Colorado - " Allott
Delaware - " Boggs
Idaho - " Jordan
ITowa - " Miller
Kansas - " Pearson
Maine - " Smith
South Carolina - " Thurmond
Wyoming ’ - " Hansen

There are two marginal GOP House members in-
Presidential preference primary states not listed
among the 20 'target" states:

Massachusettes - Keith (12th)
Nebraska - McCollister (2d)

[ S—
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Additional GOP marginal House members not in
target states or Presidential preference states:

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Iowa

Kansas

Montana

South Carolina
Utah

Listed below are the 1972
primary dates: :

March 14
March 21
April 11
April 25 o

May 2
May 9
May 23
June 6

June 20

McKevitt (1st)
Steele (2)
dePont IV (AL)
Schwengel (1st)
Kye (4th)
Winn (3rd)
Shoup (1st)
Spence (24)
"Lloyd (2d)

Presidential preference

New Hampshire * .

Illinois *#

Rhode Island *

Pennsylvania * and
Massachusetts #

District .of Columbia, Ohic
and Indiana =

Nebraska * West Virginia

Oregon *©

California, New Jersey,
New Mexico * South lakota

New York

Five other states are seriously considering conducting
a primary but have not yet settled on a method:

Alazbama, Florida, Idzho,

The following Republican
re-election in 1972Z.

Illinois

Iowa

New Hampshire
Vermont
Washington

*®

Maryland anc Wisconsin.

Governors also stand for

Olgilvie
Ray
Peterson
Davis
cZvans

Direct Presidential Prinmaries.
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Rumsfeld
MacGregor
Timmons
Ehrlichman
Belieu
Weinberger
Gifford
“Magruder
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