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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 26, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO: H. R. HALDEMAN v~
JOHN EHRLICHMAN
CHARLES COLSON

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

With a dozen days to go, suggest the following -- even in light of
the Vietnam events today:

A) Creation of new ''attack' television ads, along the lines of
McGovern's, using straight copy, if we can't get visuals -- though

I think we should get visuals. Purpose of the attack ads is to
"re-cycle' on national television all of the worst McGovern positions
of the campaign. PJIB willing to draft several of these this weekend --
to be run, as one-minute spots, simply as test -- we could go with
amnesty, abortion, pot, surrender, etc., the same way McGovern is
doing with us.

B) Strongly recommend that we not fall back on our attack ads in
any event -- McGovern's stuff is now late -- but it is straight anti-RN --
his best approeach.

C) The Democrats for Nixon start calling for civil war in their

party -- to win our party back November 8 from the Extremists --
after we all repudiate McGovern. (This seems on the track as of

Thursday afternoon.)

D) Consideration be given to asking the Vice President to deliver

a Connally-like speech -- only this one defending the integrity of

the President for five minutes and taking the hide off of McGovern

for his horrible smears and radical positions for the next twenty-five.
Given enough advance notice, I would be happy to work with Carruthers,
who could get the visuals on this; and we could put it together I would
think in fairly short order. President would have to approve such an
approach.
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In short, the essential thing now is to 1) not let ocurselves be

driven on the defensive the last two weeks; 2) get back in front

of the public every crazy or radical or incompetent thing McGovern

did or stands for -~ so all those undecided Democrats and RN
Democrats realize why it is that they just can't go for George McGovern.

Buchanan



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 26, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO: H. R. HALDEMAN +~
JOHN EHRLICHMAN
CHARLES COLSON

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

With a dozen days to go, suggest the following -- even in light of
the Vietnam events today:

A) Creation of pew "attack'' television ads, along the lines of
McGovern's, using straight copy, if we can't get visuals -~ though

I think we should get visuals. Purpose of the attack ads is to
"re-cycle' on national television all of the worst McGovern posifions
of the campaign. PJB willing to draft several of these this weekend --
to be run, as one-minute spots, simply as test -- we could go with
amnesty, abortion, pot, surrender, etc., the same way McGovern is
doing with us.

B) Strongly recommend that we not fall back on our attack ads in
any event -- McGovern's stuff is now late -- but it is straight anti-RN --

his best approach.

C) The Democrats for Nixon start calling for civil war in their

party -- to win our party back November 8 from the Extremists --
after we all repudiate McGovern. (This seems on the track as of

Thursday afternoon.)

D) Consideration be given to asking the Vice President to deliver

a Connally-like speech -- only this one defending the integrity of

‘the President for five minutes and taking the hide off of McGovern

for his horrible smears and radical positions for the next twenty-five.
Given enough advance notice, I would be happy to work with Carruthers,
who could get the visuals on this; and we could put it together I would
think in fairly short order. President would have to approve such an
approach.
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In short, the essential thing now is to 1) not let ourselves be

driven on the defensive the last two weeks; 2) get back in front

of the public every crazy or radical or incompetent thing McGovern

did or stands for -- so all those undecided Democrats and RN
Democrats realize why it is that they just can't go for George McGovern.

Buchanan



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 19, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R, HALDEMAN

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

In my judgnrent, it would be a serious mistake to start setting any
"targets' for what we expect to do -- other than win., Predictions
never help when you are right; and they are murder when you are
wrong.

What we should do is what we did in New Hampshire and the other
primary states. a) Keep quiet as mice while the election is on; and
b) Start crowing the instant the returns are in.

Note from below that the '"landslide' (a victory of 10% or more) is damn
near the ""rule” in the twentieth century, rather than the cxception.

Also, while Eisenhower won by 15 points in 1956 -- Harding won by
26 in 1920, Coolidge by more than 25, Hoover by 18 and TR in 1904 by
19 points -- all greater margins than Ike {Coolidge of course had
LaFollette drawing liberal votes]).

For the Democrats, LBJ won by 22 points, FDR by 17 in 1932, by
23 points in 1936 and by 13 points in 1940.

Also, Harding won by damn near two-to-one, and Coolidge actually did
(although Coolidge had a third-party candidate in the race, lending a
hand).

Buchanan's Suggestion:

Let's wait until the election is over; and then if RN meets Eisenhower's
margin, this is what we say: -

1) Richard Nixon got the largest percentage of votes of any minority

party candidale in American presidential history. (Note: TR, Harding,

Coolidge, Iloover were majorily party candidates.)



2.

2) Despite the fact that Republicans are a smaller minority than
1956, and RN is not the beloved war hero, like Ike -- he swept a
higher percentage of votes than Dwight David Eisenhower.

3) Conceivably we could say RN swept more states than any other
Presidential candidate since the incredible Roosevelt landslide of 1936 --

or more states than any Republican candidate in the history of this nation.
(All RN needs is 42 States to accomplish this.)

4) Not since the Civil War has a Republican won more states, or
won a higher percentage of Southern votes than Richard Nixon -- who
hzs achieved the historic feat of, at one stroke, changing the solid
Democratic South into the solid Republican South -- and thereby building
the framework of a new majority in American politics,

5) We should have in hand, by election night, also the Catholic
vote totals -~ from previous years, so we can show that vote; and the
Jewish vote totals.

Finally, what we should do is as in New Hampshire -- that night and

the next morning have all our spokesmen and interpretors putting out
these lines so that they go into all the interpretive pieces and into

the history books. But, for God's sake, let's not be setting any "targets"
at this point in time.

Buchanan



POLITICAL STATISTICS

1900 - 1968

Year GOP DEM 3rd Party GOP States Dem States 3rd Party South 7%

Carried Carried States Carried Dems
1900 MCKINLEY 51.7% Bryan 45, 5% 28 17
1904 ROOSEVELT 56, 4% Parker 37. 6% 32 13
1908 TAFT 51.6% Bryan 43.1% 29 17
1912 Taft 23.2% WILSON 41.9% 27.5% 2 40 6

{T. Roosevelt)
1916 Hughes 46, 1% WILSON 49. 3% 18 30
1920 HARDING 60.4% Cox 34, 1% 37 11
1924 COOLIDGE 54, 0% Davis 28, 8% 16. 6% 35 12 1
{LaFollette)
1928 HOOVER 58. 1% Smith 40. 8% 40 3 32.1%
1932 Hoover 39, 7% ROOSEVELT 57. 4% 6 42 80. 77
1936 Landon 36.5% ROOSEVELT 60. 8% 2 46 80. 6%
1940 Wilkie 44, 8% ROOSEVELT 54. 7% 10 38 78, 1%
1944 Dewey 45, 9% ROOSEVELT 53.4% 12 36 71.4%
1948 D 45,1 TRUMAN 49, 6 2.4 Th d 15 2 4 50, 49
’ ewey k R ¢ A P ’ ’

1952 EISENHOWER 55, 1% Stevenson 44, 4% 39 9 51, 8%
1956 EISENHOWER 57.4% Stevenson 42, 0% 41 7 47, 8%
1960 Nixon 49, 5% KENNEDY 49, 7% . 8% (Byrd) 26 23 1 50. 59
1964 Goldwater 38, 5% JOHNSON 61. 1% 6 45 49, 5%
1968 NIXON 43, 4% Humphrey 42. 7% 13. 5% (Wallace) 31 14 5 30.9%
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THeE WHITE HousE

WASHINGTON

Sept. 12, 1972
H L2 B 2 4

Although you had checked the attached
and it was in your outbox, I wonder if
there aren't a couple of ideas to follow
up on. If you will put your comments
in the margin, I can put them in the
works.

Attachment



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 6, 1972

POLITICAL MEMORANDUM

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
(‘ ,WROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

/‘ g Gw McGovern, as anticipated and predicted, has moved off the left,
M )%4‘ and is making for the center with all deliberate speed. No more do
M . we hear of pot, amnesty, abortion, etc. -- as the attached column

p om by McGovern indicates, the name of the game is the white working
9:/(? class. Thus, we hear now of jobs, of welfare rolls and crime rising

under RN, of unemployment, of inflation -- all primary concerns of
working men and women. O!'Brien and others are talking of which
party, Democrats or Republicans -- not which man -- can best handle
the economy and the needs of working people. McGovern's campaign
has become a traditional HHH-style bread-and-butter attack on the
"Republicans' with the Big Business-Watergate-$10 Million issue
thrown in to demonstrate our coziness with corporate power, etc.

THOUGHTS:

We should recognize that the operative political reality is not that
President Nixon is 34 points ahead -- but that George McGovern is
34 points behind.

He is there because the American people perceive him to be an
ultra-liberal, incompetent and somewhat radical character, surrounded
by the types whom they dislike and even despise. As argued some
months ago, given the Republican minority in the nation, the only way
for us to get in the neighborhood of 64-30 is not only an excellent
performance on our side -- but a disasterous performance on the

other side which we have been given.

McGovern's present efforts to play the centrist is probably the best
way to guarantee at least a partial "Return of the Natives,"
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RECOMMENDATIONS:

A) There is nothing we can do about McGovern's emphasis on
issues, on the offensive. However, we can:

1. Make him pay a price with blacks and the left and the True
Believers, and even voters generally, by portraying him as a cynical,
opportunistic politician ~- willing to sell out his principles for a

precinct. In short, some Republican attagks ghould focus on the
NS

waffly, shifty character of McGovern, while we do our best to stir
up trouble for him on the left, on the campuses, etc., by portraying:

him as a sell-out artist,

While this will not likcly lose him too many votes, it can destroy the
McGovern enthusiasm which has been one of his long suits.

2. At the identical time, McGovernis portrayed as a waffler,
who abandons principles at the drop of a hat -- he should also be hung
and re-hung with all his radical positions. This is the Big Winner

for us -- it is the reason, in my judgment, that we are, or were,
34 points ahead. While some are writing in the back pages and for

the children and blacks that McGovern is selling them out for the hard
hats -- the hard hats, if you will, should be reminded of McGovern's
ultra-leftism, his general incompetence, the radical character of his
supporters, etc. Again, there is po inconsistency in hitting McGovern
both as a Far Leftist and an Opportunist,

3. The attack operation should continue, using the surrogates

and others, to keep attempting to get McGovern to answer, and explain
and defend -- so that he does not build up the momentum, he is now
working on so far as the ""workingman'' pitch goes. This does not

argue that the President should be the one to jam the stick in McGovern's

spokes -- but that it should be done, continually between nov- and
election day. We are managing currently both an answering and
tactical attack operation -- and a regular offensive strategy -- at

lower levels, that should continue despite complaints about negativism
at the level.

4. Just as McGovern had hoped and predicted that ""Richard Nixon
is the issue this fall" -- so we have succeeded in making "George
McGovern the issue, ! and if McQoyvorn.ceases to be V'the!' issue thig

fall -~ then we will do less well than syve are now, Thus, again, the

attack on McGovern positions rather than discussing economics and
unemployment and statistics, etc., appcars to me the stronger strategy.
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W 5. \«j,aéﬂie-Added Tax. I don't know whether we are locked in
yet t is proposal -- but politically, I think it is a mistake. Any
H’&t( tax, in my view, is a mistake -- even if it is one tax to relieve

another, for all the folks will see or understand or hear about from
M<zGovern is '"Nixon's new tax'' while we spend several weeks explaining
the concept, and several weeks after that explaining thatyyes, itis a
new tax, but it is a trade-off,

QOur strongest suit, or one of them has been the charge that McGovern
will increase taxes, while we are interested in less taxes, and less
government., Now McGovern is starting to focus on our new tax.

6. Watergate. This cannot help but be hurting somewhat right

now, in light of the truly incredible publicity being accorded the

matter. Though this has been passed along verbally, suggest that

the moment the indictinents come down, the President make a strong
statement, condemning the operation, etg,, putting this into perspective,
demanding fair and just trial and punishment, and then moving it into
background by stating it is not the issue -- the great issues. Something
public and forthright on this. Then when McGovern continues to carp --
that is the precise and ideal time to unload gn him for his role in a far
more serious crime, the leaking of top secreb documents, wherein he
personally encouraged EllsDurg..now on trial. to take them to fhe

. Timeg, The Vice President would be the one, ab thaf.paint tonake
the charge -- and I could put together three pages on short notice.
_f’;ﬁt—, if possible, we should wait for the Grand Jury to hand down its
indictments,
M 7. Media Analysis. For the first time, our own media analysis
is showing some McGovern consistency, and pickup. Their political

lines a) Labor Day is the beginning of the campaign (i.e. we have a
\ clean slate); b) the bread-and-butter issues are our big iss ‘es; and
ﬂ c) McGovern's appeara nce at Wall Street must be compared to
JFK at the ITouston Ministers -- have all been picked up and moved
along in varying degrees by the national media.

8. McGovern has bottomed out. This is beginning to become

the theme of some political writers; and if McGovern moves up in the
Gallup Polls or Harris Polls in several weeks, it will likely be
picked up by the media, and moved.

Buchanan
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THE NICK THILZESCH COLUMN (Wote to Editor: Nick Thimmesch
is on vacation. This is the
REIEASE DATE: Thursday, September 7, 1972 first of four guest columns,)

THE PARTY OF WORKINGMEN AND WOMEN
by Senator George McGovern
Two messages from the pecple came clear to me as I campaigned from New
Hampshire to California this year. PFirst, the American workingman and wcman are
far more intelligent than President Nixon thinks. Second, the enormous political
energy--shifting, imponderable, fluid--of the workingmean and weman has scarcely
begun to be felt in American politics.

For the last decade or so, it has been fashicnable to imagine that the

—
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sources of creative political energy in America are the black, the pcor and the

[P

T B rnd it .

I T ——

young. Such groups have nmanifested great political energy. They are now far more
organized than before. And they know how to define what they want and enter the
political fight to get it.

But what I discovered in the textile mills of New Hampshire, and foun

"/ confirmed on assembly lines from Chio to Celifornia, is that the grievances of the

“~° workingman and woman create just as much political energy for America as the
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grievances of the poor, the black and the young did in the 1G60s and continue to do
today.

Pensions are not transferable, or sometimes entirely disappear. Insurance
rates are too high, or the fine print disqualifies what the large print grants.
Taxes cost the average citizen too much and deliver too little to him.

How has a worker's life improved in recent years? In his or her eyes,
neighborhocods azre more violent, dirtier, in-greater disrepair, and you have to run

harder just to stay in place. (MORE)



Los Arnpeles Time Rek
Ios Angsles, Californio

Foge Two o o o NICK THIIZZESCI . . . September 7, 1972 . . . to stay in place.
It is not pleasant to cat cheaper meats because steaks are now priced out
of the family range. How can you feel successful when the costs of education for

your children make you feel poor--and ret your h rd earne& scl@ry dlsquallfles you
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for a hardship scholarshinp?

Iet Mr. Hivon say that inflation has slowed, that prlces are down and

e gy
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Wages are up. The wov¢1“~men and woren don’* llsten to Dolltlcal rh o ic or even

to polltlcal theorleu. Tbey llauun to exnerlence. ey llsten to what thelr eyes

- - [ e o « e . v ———; £ S

ang ears can see andvh¢ar.

They see the prices of meat and bread and eggs. They have to pay these
prices. They feel the reality of wage controls, while seeing no evidence of price
controls. They don't believe Republicans ever have been or ever will be, on the
side of the workingmen and women.

What they get from Richard Nixon on econcmics is rhetoric.

And that's also what they get on crime. They have eyes and ears. They
see policemen in every school, locks on every locker, the broken vending machines,
the bars on downstairs windows, the double locks. They read the daily papers. They
exchange experiences with relatives and friends. Crime is not a polltical myth in
American cities, suburbs, public or private buildings. It is a matter of everyday
experience, a leaden presence, & disgrace for a civilized country.

The Demrocratic Farty gains its chief numerical strength from working
people in New York and Fhiladelphia, Cleveland and Toledo and Detroit, Chicago and
St. Louis and Buffalo--in the great cities of Anm crlca. But iﬁmgginswpgﬁwpgly

numbg?s; it alsco gains its political energy there.

Workinemen and women have been in the front lines of political pregress,

in 211 the preat reforrs sponsorcd by the Democrabic Party since 1022, including
civil rights reforns in the middle 19603. The party works for tbe peaple, aﬁa t%c

beon the Luy to a better life for milliomu

[oval

people support thelr porty. That hos b
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Los Angeles Times Syndicate
Los Angeles, California

Page Three . . o NICK THIMISCH . . . September 7, 1972 . . . the key in 1¢72,
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Mr, Nixon cannot help working pecopleeven if he wants to, for  hig

constitusncy is corrorate power and corporate interests. What can he do about

insurance rates when he is beholden to huse 1nsurance nﬂ"nates 11’° Clemert Stone

who has ngc n his caxpaign $l million? What can he do dbout tax relief fcr woriers

when his first obllgwunon is to uPOuldlZe ITT, uockbeed and PEnn Central? thazi can

he co fﬁf'union wages, wWhen his big money contributors derend on disproporiionote
and often untaxed corporate profits?

The Democratic " Party is not tied to these corporate interests, az ouy
campaign chest clearly shows, Democrats have no secret $10-million cammaisn kitty.
I have made public every penny rcceived and spent in my campaign. But exactly

because the Lemocratic Party is not tied to these interests, Democratic lcalership

] Ry -

will once egain bring down prices. Democratic leadership will once again iuavest
money to generate jobs, and we will generate 2.4 million new jobs by 1975.
Democratic leadership will apply intelligent and concentrated &ction .

to end the waves of crime in threatened 1ghoorhoods. ?Pmocrat*c 1eaders iv will

see to it that working:en and wonen obtaln a hlwner share of ‘prof 'ts--and that

corporations pay a failrer share cof taxes. We have done these things beforsz. We

will do them again. They are nw,Lral to Democrats.

Democrats check huge corporate interests. We thut worxing people

ol
o]
£

their progressive instincts, and we believe that in the end they'will trust us.
Tne Democratic Farty has never betrayed them. It has been loyal to them and still
is.

And we will surnrise IMr. Nixon in November because the people are more

intelligent and more angry than the Republicons can ever imagine,

Copyright 1972, Newsdey. Distrituted by Los Angeles Times Syndicate.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 6, 1972

POILITICAL MEMORANDUM
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

McGovern, as anticipated and predicted, has moved off the left,

and is making for the center with all deliberate speed. No more do
we hear of pot, amnesty, abortion, etc. -- as the attached column
by McGovern indicates, the name of the game is the white working
class. Thus, we hear now of jobs, of welfare rolls and crime rising
under RN, of unemployment, of inflation -- all primary concerns of
working men and women. O'Brien and others are talking of which
party, Democrats or Republicans -- not which man -- can best handle
the economy and the needs of working people. McGovern's campaign
has become a traditional HHH-style bread-and-butter attack on the
"Republicans' with the Big Business-Watergate-$10 Million issue
thrown in to demonstrate our coziness with corporate power, etc.

THOUGHTS:

We should recognize that the operative political reality is not that
President Nixon is 34 points ahead -- but that George McGovern is
34 points behind.

He is there because the American people perceive him to be an
ultra-liberal, incompetent and somewhat radical character, surrounded
by the types whom they dislike and even despise. As argued some
months ago, given the Republican minority in the nation, the only way
for us to get in the neighborhood of 64-30 is not only an excellent
performance on our side -- but a di sasterous performance on the

other side which we have been given.

McGovern's present efforts to play the centrist is probably the best
way to guarantee at least a partial ""Return of the Natives,"



RECOMMENDA TIONS:

A) There is nothing we can do about McGovern's emphasis on
issues, on the offensive. However, we can:

L. Make him pay a price with blacks and the left and the True
Believers, and even voters generally, by portraying him as a cynical,
opportunistic politician ~-- willing to sell out his principles for a
precinct. In short, some Republican attacks should focus on the
walifly, shifty character of McGovern, while we do our best to stir

up trouble for him on the left, on the campuses, etc., by portraying
him as a sell-out artist.

While this will not likely lose him too many votes, it can destroy the
McGovern enthusiasm which has been one of his 1on9 suits,

2. At the identical time, McGovernis portrayed as a waffler,

who abandons principles at the drop of a hat -- he should also be hung
and re-hung with all his radical positions. This is the Big Winner

for us -- it is the reason, in my judgment, that we are, or were,

34 points ahead. While some are writing in the back pages and for

the children and blacks that McGovern is selling them out for the hard
hats -- the hard hats, if you will, should be reminded of McGovern's
ultra-leftism, his general incompetence, the radical character of his
supporters, etc. Again, there is o inconsistency in hitting McGovern
both as a Far Leftist and an Opportunist.

3. The attack operation should continue, using the surrogates

and others, to keep attempting to get McGovern to answer, and explain
and defend -- so that he does not build up the momentum, he is now
working on so far as the "workingman' pitch goes. This does not

argue that the President should be the one to jam the stick in McGovern's
spokes -- but that it should be done, continually between now and
election day. We are managing currently both an answering and

tactical attack operation -- and a regular offensive strategy -- at

lower levels, that should continue despite complaints about negativism

at the level.

4. Just as McGovern had hoped and predicted that "Richard Nixon
is the issue this fall" -- so we have succeeded in making "George
McGovern the issue, " and if McQGovern ceases Lo be '"the' issue thig
fall -- then we will do less well than we are now, Thus, again, the
attack on McGovern positions rather than discussing economics and

unemployment and statistics, etc., appears to me the stronger strategy.
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OUR PROBLEMS:

5. Value-Added Tax. I don't know whether we are locked in
yet to this proposal -- but politically, I think it is a mistake. Any
new tax, in my view, is a mistake ~-- even if it is one tax to relieve

another, for all the folks will see or understand or hear about from
McGovern is '"Nixon's new tax'' while we spend several weeks explaining
the concept, and several weeks after that explaining thatyyes, it is a
new tax, but it is a trade-off.

Our strongest suit, or one of them has been the charge that McGovern
will increase taxes, while we are interested in less taxes, and less
government., Now McGovern is starting to focus on our new tax.

6. Watergate, This cannot help but be hurting somewhat right

now, in light of the truly incredible publicity being accorded the

matter. Though this has been passed along verbally, suggest that

the moment the indictments come down, the President make a strong
statement, condemning the operation, etc., putting this into perspective,
demanding fair and just trial and punishment, and then moving it into
background by stating it is not the issue -- the great issues. Something
public and forthright on this. Then when McGovern continues to carp --
that is the precise and ideal time to unload on him for his role in a far
more serious crime, the leaking of top secret documents, wherein he
personally encouraged Ellsburg, now on trial, to take them to the
Times. The Vice President would be the one, at that point, to make
the charge -- and I could put together three pages on short notice.

But, if possible, we should wait for the Grand Jury to hand down its
indictments.

7. Media Analysis. For the first time, our own media analysis
is showing some McGovern consistency, and pickup. Their political
lines a) Labor Day is the beginning of the campaign (i. e. we have a
clean slate); b) the bread-and-butter issues are our big issues; and
¢} McGovern's appeara nce at Wall Street must be compared to
JFK at the Houston Ministers -- have all been picked up and moved
along in varying degrees by the national media,

8. McGovern has bottomed out. This is beginning to become

the theme of some political writers; and if McGovern moves up in the
Gallup Polls or Harris Polls in several weeks, it will likely be
picked up by the media, and moved.

Buchanan
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THE NICK THIMMESCH COLUMN (the to Editor: Nick Thimmesch
is on vacation. This is the
REIEASE DATE: Thursday, September 7, 1972 first of four guest columns,)

THE PARTY OF WORKINGMEN AND WOMEN
by Senator George McGovern
Two messages from the people came clear to me as I campaigned from New
Hampshire to California this year. First, the American workingman and woman are
far more intelligent than President Nixon thinks. Second, the enormous political
energy--shifting, imponderable, fluid--of the workingman and woman has scarcely
begun to be felt in American politics.

For the last decade or -'so, it has been fashionable to imagine that the

o

sources of creatlve political energy in America are the black, the poor and the
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young Such groups have manifested great polltlcal energy. They are now far more
organlzed than before. And they know how to define what they want and enter the
political fight to get it.

But what I discovered in the textile mills of New Hampshire, and found

confirmed on assembly lines from Ohio to California, is that the grievances of the

worklngman and woman create just as much political energy for America as the

i e et v A [RP——— ]

grievances of the poor, the black and the young did in the 1960s and contlnue to do

today.

Pensions are not transferable, or sometimes entirely disappear. Insurance
rates are too high, or the fine print disqualifies what the large print grants.
Taxes cost the average citizen too much and deliver too 1little to him.

How has a worker's life improved in recent years? 1In his or her eyes,
neighborhoods are more violent, dirtier, in greater disrepair, and you have to run

harder just to stay in place. (MORE)
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Page Two . . . NICK THIMMESCH . . . September 7, 1972 . . . to stay in place.
It is not pleasant to eat cheaper meats because steaks are now priced out
of the family range. How can you feel successful when the costs of education for

your children make you feel poor--and yet your hard-earned salary disqualifies you

for & herdship scholarship?
Let Mr. Nixon say that inflation has slowed, that prices are down and

wages are up. The workingmen and women aon't listen to political rhetoric or even

to political theories.

J?hey listen to experience. They listen»tq what @heir‘eygs
and ears can see and hear.

They see the prices of meat and bread and eggs. They have to pay those
prices. They feel the reality of wage controls, while seeing no evidence of price
contrcls. They don't believe Republicans ever have been or ever will be, on the
side of the workingmen and women.

What they get from Richard Nixon on economics is rhetoric.

And that's also what they get on crime. They have eyes and ears. They
see policemen in every school, locks on every locker, the broken vending machines,
the bars on downstairs windows, the double locks. They read the daily papers. They
exchange experiences with relatives and friends. Crime is not & political myth in
American cities, suburbs, public or private buildings. It is a matter of everyday
experience, a leaden presence, a disgrace for a civilized country.

The Democratic Party gains its chief numerical strength from working
people in New York and Fhiladelphia, Cleveland and Toledo and Detroit, Chicago and
St. Iouis and Buffalo--in the great cities of America. But it gains not only
numbers; it also gains its political energy there.

Woxkingmen and women have been in the front lines of political progress,
in all the great reforms sponsored by the Democratic Party since 1932, inclﬁding
civil rights reforms in the middle 1960s. 'The party works for the people, and the
peoP;e support their party. That has been the key to a betﬁer life for millions

since 1932,and it is the key in 1972. (MORE)
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Page Three . . . NICK THIMMESCH . . . September 7, 1972 . . . the key in 1972.

Mr. Nixon cannot help working people even if he wants to, for  his basic
constituency is corporate power ana'égrébféte‘iﬂﬁéfests.‘ What can he do about
insﬁrance rates when he is beholden to huge’insurance magnates like Clement Stone
who has given his campaign $1 million? What can he do about tax relief for workersw
when hié first obliéatioﬁ is.io subsidgéé ITT;‘Lockheed énd Penn Central? What can
he do for unionrwages‘ when his big money contributors depend on disgpropertionate
and often untaxed corporate profits?

The Democratic :Party is not tied to these corporate interests, as our
campaign chest clearly shows. Democrats have no secret $10-million campaign kitty.
I have made public every penny received and spent in my campaign. But exactly
because the Democratic Party is not tied to these interests, Democratic leadership
will once again bring down prices. Democratic leadership will once agzin invest
money to generate jobs, and we will generate 2.4 million new jobs by 1975.

Democratic leadership will apply intelligent and concentrated -action .
to end the waves of crime in threatened neighborhoods. Democratic leadership will
see to it that workingmen and women obtain a higher share of profits--and that
corporations pay a fairer share of taxes. We have done these things before. We
will do them again. They are natural to Democrats.

Democrats check huge corporate interests. We trust working people and
their progressive instincts, and we believe that in the end they will trust us.

The Democratic Party has never betrayed them. It has been loyal to them and still
is,

And we will surprise Mr. Nixon in November because the people are more
intelligent and more angry than the Republicans can ever imagine.

Copyright 1972, Newsday. Distributed by Los Angeles Times Syndicate.
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THE WHITE HOUSE O

WASHINGTON

August 7, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIATL

MEMORANDUM FOR: GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY i

I'd be interested in your reaction to Buchanan's criticism
of the Teeter briefing. Is it valid or is Buchanan only
looking at part of the facts?

Attachment

m +
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (Per HRH As Requested)

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

Have received the poll briefing and while the findings on the issue
are unexceptional, the conclusions that are drawn are wrong, I
think -- if I do not mistake them. Our surrogates and the Vice
President should not spend a disproportionate amount of their
time defending our record on unemployment, and economic
management. By most everyone's judgment, our record is not
considered as that good; this is our "weakest' point =- and a
lnational debate over whether we managed the economy well is

perhaps the one debate with McGovern we can lose.

Agreed that Vietnam, inflation, etc. are the crucial issues. We

can win on these issues by not so much verbally defending our reocrd,
but by portraying McGovern as disasterous to the stock market,
disasterous to the job market with his budget cuts in defense and
space, disasterous to the security of the U.S., disasterous to the
price situation, because of his $1000 program, or his $6500 welfare
giveaway. In short, let's not so much defend our record, which is
subject to criticism, as to attack McGovern with being a clear and
present danger to the prosperity we now have.

The point is this: If the Democrats had nominated Harpo Marx, the
Teeter poll s would have said Vietnam, economy, inflation are the
major issues. Would we, in a race with Harpo, talk about those
issues -- or would the winning issues rather be the manifest lack
of qualification of their candidate -- despite our record.

The decision in November and our rhetoric must not focus upon

their issues -- i.e., '"unemployment' and the unequal economic
record of the last four years -- it must focus upon our issues --

i. e., the extremism, elitism, radicalism, kookism, of McGovern's
person, campaign, and programs, againstthe solid, strong,
effective leadership of the President. The first campaign described
above is the only way we can lose in 1972 -- and if I am not mistaken,
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this is something close to what the Teeter folks recommend, when
they say we ought to talk up the economy, and spend an inordinate
amount of time defending our record on vnemployment.

Nor should we forget the capacity of a candidate (i. e., Kennedy

and the '""missile gap, ' Goldwater and ""extremism!'') to create

issues, on which elections turn, sometimes legitimate issues,
sometimes illegitimate. When we portray McGovern's ideas as
preposterous, foolish, and even dangerous to U.S. security and

the nation's economy, we are right now pushing against an open door --
with the media at large, as well as the country.

The campaign should turn, we should make it turn, upon the manifest
unqualification of this character and his ilk to even be in the
Presidential contest -- not whether a damn referendum in our spotty
economic performance, which talking, talking, talking about the
economy and jobs, and unemployment would make it. So, I disagree
strongly with what I view as the central thrust of recommendations

of the Teeter polls.

Buchanan
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 2, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (Per HRH)

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

There is both a present and future political danger in this program --
already on the tracks -- to McGovernize the Republican Party, via
quotas or some "affirmative action' program to bring more of the
"fashionable minorities'' to future GOP conventions, at the expense
of the Catholics and Jews -- where RN has made in-roads.

First, if we go this route in 1972, we will automatically surrender

a strong suit -- our opposition to ''quota democracy,'' our opposition

to the fetishism of the ""New Politics" which leaves the Warren Hearnes
out in the cold while making room for the Shirley Maclaines.

Our political interest in 1972 dictate that we juxtapose our Party to
the McGovernized quota-ridden Democratic Party -- not that we
emulate them as Javits recommends.

Strongly suggest that the President pass the word along to the Rules
Committee, that we are an open party, welcoming all groups, granting
quotas to '"none." If we call for ''quotas'" or "affirmative action' for
blacks and Chicanos, we will be asking to forfeit four years of gains
among Catholics and Jews. These "reforms' represent, in my view,

a serious present political problem because of what the media might

do at Miami -- and future ones as well -- because this is a prescription
to forfeit the Nixon Majority, which RN has half put together already -~
adding to the GOP minority, the Sold South and the Northern ethnics,
Catholics and Jews. To go the route of Javits is to go backwards --

to throw away two birds in the hand for one in the bush. We should
send strong signals to the Rules Committee that we want nothing to

do with McGovern-type reforms.

Buchanan
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Battle Over Rules?

GOP Liberals Plan
- To McGovernize Party

< Lom n.un
exlrenist platform.ang o guA.x SAslens
sed o e sy i o R gl
lished Benito Mussoling's Uwr;\nr.ﬂc"

Sate for the Int bimen Mg o oot
thgs are. i g manner ol socahine, a1t
aeatn, | heir Lareet this ume the Re-
gumxc;m purty

True, the names have been chaneed o
protect the origins. instead of McGov-
ern. Hughes. Fraser and Abrug. the
names this time are Railshuck. Ander-
son. Gude. Frev, Rosomars Coog and
the Kipon Soctety But the goal 15 trans-
parently the samier the radicalization ol
American government, ol Dy clofy at
08¢ Dahol Do vui by gn pade s Lalic
@cu\cr Lt ol L i) (OT

artics.

This little-noticed threat to the Re-
padlican lulure got started. at the 1908
convention, which mundated formation
of a committee to study party proce-
dures and to mahe recommendations to
the Convention Rules Committee for ac-
ton at the 1972 guthering. Somehow.
liberals gained control of the study group
{caled, oddly. the DO Committee).

Led by Missouri Nutional Committee-
woman Rosemary Ginn. a party activist
with close liberal Republican ties. the
DO Committee completed its work in
mid-197t. lp_rgeent _months both the
Ripon Society and 4 oroup ol coneres-
senal Renubicats T lien .md

sl the DO C o niiln: L A

datons.

The prime movers include Ripon Nu-
tonal Director Daniel Swillipger. Sena-
tors Jacob Javits {N.Y.) and Cbarles
Mathias (Md.). and Representatives
Thomas Railsback (1), John \nder-
son (M), Gilbert Gude (Md.), William

13dedsmay

i e s e

Sen. Jacob Javits and Rep. Tom Railsback are leaders in the fight to “reform” the Re-
publican party along liberal lines.

Steiger (Wis)) and Louis Frev (Fla.),
a conservative-voting freshman whose
ties with parny tiherals are becomine
increasinghy cosy.

Meanwhile, early looks at cenven-
tion literature strongly suggest a
concerted move by likerals to infil-
trate the Rules Committee itself.
Among those already assured of

Rules _memhership  are  Senators
\itbias, , and

gohcn Pachvwood tOre.i.

Now consider the DO Commitiee “*re-
form~" which the Rules Committee of
the Republicin National Convention will
be considering in Miami on August [4 1o
16. and which. fadopted. will take effect
in kme for the 1976 consention:

® 50 per cent quotas in every dclcgus
li\)n for nmen and women:

¢ Representation  for ZS-and-unch
voeng people 1 exact proporton to vut-
i

ng strength within each state:

e 23 per cent representation for 23
and-under voters on afl convention com-

mittees, including Plattorm uand Cre-
dentials where many close convention
re dectded:

e 23 per cent representation on
hese committees for members ol “mi-
urll\ ethnic groups.”

Of these four proposed require-
ments, it is the latter three that pose
the most dircct path to a radical take-
over of the party.

Take, for example, the reguirement
for *minority ethnic group™ representa-
tion on the Plittorm. Credenteals and
other committees

What /5 a ounority 2thpic eroun™
Plosias Dy sty spont el ol last vk
trying to discooer the mswer o that
seemizly samnde gaesbion We recerved
hirts here ond e
we happened on Wi Crer, chuor-
man of the Rules Commttee. that a
farrly cleai anseer heean to emerse
The tormer londa coneressman sad
that. o the beet ol Tos undorstasdine,
“minority ethini vronps” tahe i Ne-

cohst ot fasnt ot

Cothee s

groes. Spunish-speaking Americans, and
American Indians,

Az Lalizns  Poles. Greeks. Chi-
nese. ete., in the opinion of Cramer and
other authorities we tulked to. are not
(for the purpose of the proposed re-
form) ““minority ethnic groups.™

A visitor lrom Mars could be forgiven
for faifing to sec what it is that renders
to Negroes. Spanish-speikers, und In-
diuns this honor. and what excludes the
other groups.

Is it race? But one of the three groups
is predomitnanthy Negrod. one predomi-
nantly Caucasord. und one predominantly
Mongolotd morigin,

Language? But one of the three groups
has us ats native lunguage Enghsh. one
Spanish, and one any number of tongues
depending on the tribe.

[s it past persecution on the part of
American societv? These groups have
sullered grievousty. but Americans of
Spunish_ongin, at least. have by any
detiriuon sufiered less severe repression
Toieiat i e Jipanese, who are
nut considered niembers ol “minority
ethnic groups.™

In fact, (h\&gh thine lhdt unites
™ A 3
othiers, is that very fey S0
Repyhlicans
In the states 1n which their votes ure
important, these cthaie groups. for one
reason and another, agg 4 rock-solig bge
for every biberal Democrat who funs lor
probahle thoet hese dbose
aroups mdake U0 Jess dhan S pecogent

ol Repinhoan  presientn] _sigogth
abionwide 10 AL
YRGS

LT

cpalites are iberal,

s considerably
the mare conseryitine of the two major
pirtes

T : o in o
Voltat s ot aiorad v Lact

T
shrhthy Gsters s the attensnt by hiberal
Repubheans and o fes nendless regu-
Peist to award these predonsiantly Lib-
cral aroups fne tunes thar (ustitred

fLosfued on page 6

T sl
et el populagon).

poirn e -

© The Bizarre Candidacy of
Thomas Eagleton . .. ..... .. 3

@ Did Knight Newspapers
Give McGovern a Break? . ... 3

@ Nebraska's
Sen. Carl T.Curtis . . ... .... 8

s Advertising An
Economic Viliain?
By Prof. Yale Brozen .. ... .. 18

© Administration Should
Reveal Extent of
Red Chinese Drug Trade
By John Chamberlain . .. .. .. 22

¢ Also

George Mclovern and
The NWRD

By Alice Widener 7
Nixon's Panama Palicy
{nvites Trouble
By Thomas A. Lane . ........ 10
Races of the Week:
Lott vs. Stone
Scott vs. Spong
Domenici vs. Daniels . .. ... 1"
Politics 72 .............. 14
Owen Lattimore
Returns to Testify
By Willard Edwards . . ... ... . 15
A Republican Senate in '73?
By Kevin P. Phillips . . . 16
President’s Education
Panel Makes Valid Paints
From the Arizona Republic. . . . . 17
The Dangers of the Abuse of
"Executive Privilege”
By Clark Mollenhoff . . . ... ... 21
About That
Qemocratic Telethon
By Gary 0.Ballard . ... ... ... 22
Capital Briefs ............. 2
This Week's News
Fiom Inside Washingtan . . . . )
Spotiight on Congress . .. . . ... 23
Classifieds ............... 22



http:S,llion.li
http:1\.lll.1o
http:thre<.ll

v

/hc(.m\c [H AN BTN
st ———"
arlie

\ci%ms». s o
(et

and submurnine dovigo technolopy They will be muuch
more diflicull 2o detect and attack than our Polaris
submarines for two reusons: the new longer-range
Trident missites will give the submurines visth maore
ocean area (o hude in, and the pew suborarines will
be much guicter than the Poluans submuarines.”

Rickover charged that the Soviets hase been m-
vesting heuvily it anl-subiarioe sarbarg, worke-
g industiiownshy o neutrabize vur Polares doree
ever since the fint one went Lo e 12 vears
ago. Thus, suid Rickover. it 1s imperative to begin
praduction of the new Trdent rieht asiis, o mose
that could not be taken if Bentsen™s amendment were
to huve passed.

Contrary to what Bentsen wus claiming, the num-
ber of missiles carried by the Trident has sor heen
firmly set ut 24, Furthermore, the production money
authorized in the procurement bill will go for con-

=
e

The U.5 submorine force will be boistercd by the
introduction of the Trideat-type boats.
struction of the aft section, containing the reactor
and the propulsion plant, not the mid-section. which
containy the missite tubes and associnied launching
equipnient, The desizo for the mid-section will not be
finaliced unti! the fall o 1973,

Briefly. then, the more hawkish forces won the day
in the Sente kst werk, desmte the best etlorts of
Sen. Bentsen.

Following is the 47-10-39 rollcall vote by which
the Senate on July 27 defeated the Bentsen amend-
ment. thus approving the acceleration of the Trident
submuarine provran.

FOR THE TRIDENT: 47
DENMOCRATS (151 Arr s Axnerson. Fasiiann, Ervis, Hote
LINGS, JACKSON, LONG, Manheson, MOULH LAN, MeinNTyRE,
PASTORE. RIBICOFE, SPaRKMAS, STENNS und TAIMADLE.

REPUBLICANS (321: Atke~, ALLOTT, BAKFR, Bract, Betivoy,
BENNETE, BrOOw, Brookr, BLORLEY. Cook. CotTon, CLRTIS,
DLk, Fassay, Fong, Garars, GURNEY, Havses, HRUSH A, MiL-
LEX, PACKWOOD, Peagson, SCHWHINER, SCOTI. 8wl Sras
FORD, STEVENS, TART THLRMOND, ToW kR, W 10K F R and YOUNG,

AGAINST THE TRIDENT: 39
DEMOCRATS (29 Bavh, Bestses. Sser, Boroick, Bywo
(Va.) Byro (W, Va), Caxson, Cmrrs, Crasston, FuinooHy,
Graver, Harriv, Hart, Haxree, Hocies, Hoveirey, Kese
SEpy, Mereatko Monoacn Mostova, Moss, Moske Nesos,
Proxsire, SPONG. STesknsan, SvatnoTon, Tussey and Wi-
LEAMS,

REPUBLICANS {10 Buous, Cast. COOPER, GOIUWATER,
Javits Joroan (1daho), MAaTmias, PERCY, ROTH aad Saxss,

Paired for Democrats MoGee nnd Pell

Paired against: Demuurats Rumfolph and Mansficld.

Continved from Page !

GOP Liberals Plan
To McGovernize Pgnrly

weight on the devnsion ouithing commttiees of futy
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even whit thy Moo

N
more or less o set up guotis based on Demacratic
voting strength within cach state,
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trution is complete, ure
fiacly W numter more like 10 per comt of the voters
than the 23 per cent they are to be allotied on future
convention commitices,

What is the justification for such a provision,
other than 1[0 pusli The TCAE COMMUTIIDN Ty
dcvnes to_the left of the party rank aod Tike?
young voters would he rvpresen(ed exactly as |f
they wnere about as Republican as the rest of the
population, instead of by far the most sparsely
Republican of any age group.

Before we move to discussion of quotas in gen-
eral  even those that do muke an uttempt 1o repre-
sent fairly the party's voting strength in the generad
populution  let ux puuse brieily in the state of Ne-
braska.

In the 1976 convention, Nebruska is hkely to have
16 deleguies. Euch state scnds four representatives
to vach of the Tour comnuilees, tut 1 LS that
hise eneu2n delevites 1o go afound 0 deleeale can
serve on more thin one comnutiee. But Lhe new rules,
i adepted. reguire thut each stale send oneg A
Qo ethiie  Memoer o vaeh coniniilise,

Theretore, 1o il its committee yuotas. Nebraska's
16 delegates would have to include at least four per-
sons who were either Negro. Spanishospeakinag. or
Indinn, or i s of the thiee, Tivie are vivtually no

SHeapeta Ty, 0 1t

CETOCs, N el oy in
Chraska lenihine s iy sanbraska,
Phis (v the e sepresentabine parly the

pagrs want for Nebraslao and 1or muny slates

ple than pthers Zand considerably Jess huterensed
i wdiag used to he called democracy.

How open was the Democratic National Conven-
tion fast month? o the face of s methed of selee-
tion, and on the evidence of Jts conduct, d vy the
wiost tlosed coinentian in American hislory.

A troupe of young, inexperienced delezates, whe
owed their presence to the MeGovern oreanization
and/or the acodent of their ruce, sex. or age, re-
sponded to o handful of stuge manugers as though
their futures depended on it

For McGovcrn‘s tactical convenience, they
“thrgw™ the South Carolina challenge even though
Lhcy supportud it: voled ugainst ubortion even though
they believed in it; and accepted. almost without
protest, a ruling on a voice vole that was contrary to
what nearly every reporter heard from the floor,

All things considered, it is impossible to argue
with hbgml po m;.ﬂ r:.porler Ru:hud Recves, whe
i bilied
by the ncu\ork.» S press as Cihe mgsloonen con-
VERUOD 10 Amebiedl colitical hston iy i realin
SEERIY contralicd and run ty un ef! L ruitless
af Jouble-deiing cudre led by Gaey Tarl nd Rick
Stearm, the preci-e sopna delcaal s igmien s ariing
aut at the McCGovern headquarters trailer behing the
LEUN

—-'.Thal the convention was both leftist and tightiy
controlled is no avcident. A quota svstem lends itsell
superbly 1o an elite of disciphined exiremimts- ~ds
{taly found 1n the luoUs Ip the rame of bradder
mr the masses, Mussolini seeregated
the process of election, not by geographical districts
as has been done by every real democrucy, but by
classes.

ks this way, urgved /f Duce,
and farmers would win the Tepreseniabion husiad
Been denied by well-financed pohiticians. Abolishing

The reformers, including Mrs. Ginn and Ruails-
back. pay constant lip service to the goal of un “apen
party.”” But in reality there is no system that could
he less open than a quota system, ¢ven one that uc-
curately reflects the party's local and group strengths.

If vou are g 30-vear-old mun, secking a delegate
post. the purty s not “open’ to vou if the seut vou
are seeking must be won by a womuan.

17 vou are a 60-vear-old woman who hus Jahored
for The Ropublodn okl be a1 r-p o niges ma.
ot or loca] elechions the purgs s pat Saoen 4
the sent vousech o, for resons of “hatugee” 7o
LA S ou HIT T WORLIN A (\.;,.v by peres hefisre

vated 1 dmrtionad clectron,

Nothing could be worse for party morale than for
highds monsated, Josal Republicans o be shunted
axide in fusor of politieal novices who would never
fave son election on their vwn record or merits, bt
wha are aeeded in the mad scramble for exact nu-
merical quolas. A strong and open parts s one in
which mien and women whn would be ¢lected on their
merits or their hard work are, tn fact. the ones
elected.

Demacruts are discovermy these truths in the
most dramatic puwible fushion, Veleran party regu-
lars, swept aside by inexperienced newconiers using
quotas as their No. I weapon, are sitting out this
election in luege numhers,

In Chicapo, a legatly cledted bloc of 59 delepates
was thrown avide by one of the most unrepresenta-
g groups over (0 Treprowst’ @ masor ity at a
mathent conventivn, a group fed by midicads who
ters e s bl net Tefetid o thie [onais meiesaey
Lot Storch o the

trom the u-mcﬁ!mn

ren sl aomen ho were enseted

Appironts nu Baneaaiic pery omder s
aon rufes is consideralily mote opea 1o sume peo-

fhe role of the " nnddle man, or poliwian, would
enable the poor and uneducated to represent them-
selves.

Mussolini was not as nuive as the people who be-
Heved him. Like Gary Hart, he knew that inexperi-
enced people (however wellintentioned) who owed
their selection o their status in life and 1o the domi-
nant party elite would be not only willing but anxious
to please their henefactor.

Mussolini promised the people “direct™ und
“apen” represemtativn. without the evil peliticiuns,
bui what they got wus one-man rule and no represen-
tation at all.

Thoughtful Democrats, including many Hberals.
are coming to these conclusions oo late for 1972,
but perhaps not too late to reverse this wourse of
folls in future years.

athing coild bemarg irgnic than for the Re ’
punhumwmm 1o ]m\uumm.mon i mumui
themselves the tniy fpen pariy i this cens n’\‘

s WHO OTC L unig 0 fecenn e de e
fhe Closed pariy o Laorae Aot anerti -~ [

MeGovern's ruinous example.

“Rever has the mindies opportunism that iy the
hallmurk of liberal Republicunism posed a graser
threat to the future of the party.

Republivans would do well to refect every form
of the quota system, including the muost seenningly
innocuous, and to take their cuse to the American
people this full. After all, there istsomething to by
sard for a party open enough not to attach condi-
tors of race, ses, vlens amd e (o the Lioe clecton
af v most e staer deciqonamoel o,
VEUrs

Faree

That s an arpument that most Americasns as wel
taltans vid o

silreadiny andantand,

s

solim. s

cinte My
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHIMNMGTON
Date Awugust 3, 1972
b e ».f; TO: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: BRUCE KEHRLI

For discussion at your 10:00 a,.m,
political meeting,

i s didate st Lk




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 2, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (Per HRH)

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

There is both a present and future political danger in this program --
already on the tracks -- to McGovernize the Republican Party, via
quotas or some ''affirmative action' program to bring more of the
""fashionable minorities" to future GOP conventions, at the expense
of the Catholics and Jews -- where RN has made in-roads.

First, if we go this route in 1972, we will automatically surrender

a strong suit -- our opposition to '"quota democracy, ' our opposition

to the fetishism of the "New Politics'' which leaves the Warren Hearnes
out in the cold while making room for the Shirley MacLaines.

Our political interest in 1972 dictate that we juxtapose our Party to
the McGovernized quota-ridden Democratic Party -~ not that we
emulate them as Javits recommends.

Strongly suggest that the President pass the word along to the Rules
Committee, that we are an open party, welcoming all groups, granting
quotas to '""none." If we call for '"quotas'' or "affirmative action'' for
blacks and Chicanos, we will be asking to forfeit four years of gains
among Catholics and Jews. These '"reforms' represent, in my view,

a serious present political problem because of what the media might

do at Miami -- and future ones as well -- because this is a prescription
to forfeit the Nixon Majority, which RN has half put together already --
adding to the GOP minority, the Solid South and the Northern ethnics,
Catholics and Jews. To go the route of Javits is to go backwards --

to throw away two birds in the hand for one in the bush. We should
send strong signals to the Rules Committee that we want nothing to

do with McGovern-type reforms.

Buchanan
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Battle Over Rules?

GOP Liberals Plan

- To MeGovernize

sree MoGosern, fom Facleton, an
P T I A T T N AR T TN
R A TR AR v RIS TaraRaT
Henstor Alussolings Teorporate’

state tor the Bl S IR A i

‘_{5‘. CS Ure. 1 U Manner of sleabise otit
mgain. Thett tareet this bme the Ree

be\u‘n Doriis .

True, the numes have been chunged to
protect the origins, Insteud of McGov-
ern. Hughes, Fruser and Absug, the
names this time are Ruibhaok . Ander-

Socts - But the gaal o trans-
parently the samier the radicalizatbon of
American vovernment, poul o ictory al
{he Bal o oot b o et
Takeener frooy s b

ariics.

This little-noticed threat ta the Re-
puabiican. future pol started. at-the 1968
convention. which mundated formation
of a commitice to study purly proce-
dures and to make recommendutions to
the Convention Rules Commiittee for ac-
tion at the 1972 guthering. Somchow.
fiberals guined control of the study group
(callzd, oddly, the DO Commitree).

Led by Missouri Nutional Commitice-
woman Roseniary Ginn, 4 party aclivist
with close libera) Republican ties, the
DO Committee completed its work in
mid-1971. {n,_rgegnt _monthy both the
Ripon Society and o groun of vaneres-
gl _Kepunine s !

Jur pa

s U7

RTINSO |
wuaalul dhe 1303 ool o
attons,

The prime movers include Ripun Nu-
tional Director Daniel Swillingee. Sena-
tors Jucob Joavits (N.Y.) and Charles
Mathias (Md.). 2nd Representatives
Thomas Ruilvback (111). Jobn Ander.
son (IIL), Gilbert Gude {Md.1 William

TVt

1dedsmay

Sen. Jacoh Javits and Rep. Tom Railsback are ieaders in the hght to “reform” the Re-
publican party siong libers! kines.

Stetger {Wis)) und Louis Frey (Fla),
4 conservative-voting [freshoman whose
ties with party liberals gre becomiing
increusingly cory.

Meanwhile, early looks at conven-
tion literature strongly supgest 2
concerted move by hiherals to infil-
trate the Rules Committee itsell,
Among those already assured of

Rules _mewhersbip are  Senators
Nthizs, Clries 1Pens Ok, and
Rebert Pachwund (Gre.).

Now comsider the DO Committee “re-
form~"" which the Rules Commatter of
the Republican Natonal Convention will
be vonsidering in Miami on August 14 Lo
16. and which. if udopted. will tuke effect
in time for the 1976 convention:

* 30 per cent quotas in every delcga§
lion for men and women:

e Representation for 25- and«ur\d
voung pesple i exacl proportion to vol-
m;. \trcng!h within cach state;

I3 per cent reprosentation for 25

md under suters on all convention com-
misttees, including Platorm and Cre-
dentizds where mans close comention
re decided,

e 23 per ocenl :cprc\cnw(inn on
these conumittees for members of “mi-
orits ethnwe groups.”

Of ihese four proposed require-
ments, it is the Jatter three that pose
the most direct path to a radical take-
osver of the party.

Yake, for cwmple, the requirement
for “minority ethuiv group™ representa-
tion on the Piatform, Credentials and
other committees.

What it a “minority ethnic groap™
Huoses Py spont nioch of lest wadk
frong fo discoser Hie ansser (o thd
seemingls siniple guesbion, We recened
hirts here and there hut e &avit ni
we happenad on Sl Cramer, chare
man of the Kules Commiitee, thal o
farrls cloar aner bewan 1o cmerie
Fhe tormer Honda congresaman wnd
that, 1o the bet of by undorstambing,
“munoriy cthime sroups” Lok e Ne-

Cothee 1

grocs, Spanish-speaking Americuns. and
Americun Indians,

dsish,  Maliuny, Poles. Greeks, Chi-
ngse, cte., in the opinion of Cramer and
other authorities we talked to. are not
{for the purpose of the pruposed re-
fornn) “minorits gthnic groups.™

A visitor from Murs could be forgiven
for fuiling to sve whut it is that renders
to Negroes. Spunish-speskers, wad In-
diuns this honor, and what excludes the
other groups.

fs it ruce? But one of the three groups
is predominantls Nezeod, one predomi-
narthy Caucasoid. and one predonmmantly
Mongoloid in origin.

Languupee? But one of the three groups
has as its native language English. one
Spanish. and ane any number oflom,uc's
depending on the tribe,

fs it past peesecution on the part of
American society? These groups have
sulfered grievousdy, but Americans of
Spanish orin, af deast hive by amy
et ion suterod loss sevcre repression
e ot then the Tondaese, who are
not cotsidered sembers o Cmiaerity
cthnic groups.™

In fact the_p_nh thine that unites
Wﬂ'e

sthees, is [huf s

Bepublicons

In the states tn which their votes are
important, thesc cthnie groups, for one
reason and another, Lop g ok solid hise
for every hiberal Demncrit who puns tor
to P abibe et thea
grouns tvahe un boas thap S partaant
o Kepublioan Lrepath

=y "

AN

prrentedentel

A A TR S IR A TRYTTT . We SV

Twell tner 20 por eept of popilaiond,
That is naturdl. | hesr politios are Tiberal,
cotd the Repabican paoty » coniderabls
the more comdryvative of the 1we major
p.n’liC\.

What et sidetad ond an fact
shehtiy sinnter, s the attempt by bbeead
Repubhcans (and 2 few mindless regu-
Piead to award these predomsnanty fihe
eral groups e Umes thar justibed

iCantnucd an poge bl

.
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and submanne design technology. They will be much
more difticult o detect and attuck than our Polaris
sabmarines for tvo reusons: the new longer-runge
Trident missiles wall give the submarines vastly more
ocean aren to ide . amd the new sabmarines will
be much gquicter than the Poluris submatines,”

Rickover charged that the Soviets have been in-
vesting heavily an anti-submuring warlare, works
ing industoiousiy to neutralize vur Polans Toree
ever since the fist one went o s 12 years
ago. Thus, surd Rickover, it is imperative to begin
production of the ‘new Trident right awas, a move
that could not be tuben if Bentsen™s umendment were
to have pussed,

Contrary to what Bentsen was claiming, the num-
ber of missiles carried by the Trident has nof been
Nirmly set at 24, Furthermore, the production money
authorized in the procurement bill will go for con-

.

B
The U.S. submarine force will be bolstered by the
introdustion of the Trident-type boats.
struction of the aft section, containing the reactor
and the propubion plant, sot the mid-section, which
cantains the missile tubes and associated luunching
equipment. The design for the mid-section will not be

finalized unti! the fall of 1973

Briefly. then. the more hawkish forces won the day
in the Scnate fast week, despite the best ellorts of
Sen. Bentsen,

Following is the 47-10-39 rolleall vote by which
the Senate on July 27 defeuted the Bentsen amend-
ment. thus approviag the accelerution of the Trident
submuarine progran,

FOR THE TRIDENT: 47
DEMOCRATS (1512 Av1ex, ANDrrsoN. basTrasn, Exvin, Hot-
LINGS, JALKSON, LonG, MaGsusas, MOCLELIAN, MCINTYRE,
PastoRg, RIBICOFF, SParkuas, STeants and TALMADGE,
REPUBLICANS 132): AN, ALtorr, Bakra. Beatt, Bervvoy,
BENNETE BROUw, Broox:, Bucstey. Cook, Corroxs, CLirs,
Dows, Fasvis, Fosa Grurrn, Gorney, Hassen, Hrosea, M
LER, PACKWOOD, PeaxsoN. SCHWEINER, SCoTT, Swith, Sras
PORD, STEVENS, TAry, THURMOND, TOW bR, W HICKFR 21nd YOLNG,

AGAINST THE TRIDENT: 39
DEMOCRATS (29): Bavie. Bentses. Binur, Blrpick. Bsxo
{Val Byro (W. Va ), Caxxos, Cun s, CRANSTON, FULBRIGHT,
Guaver, Harris, Harr, Harrae, Hucnss, Husrnses, Kex-
RFDY, Mervags, Mosos e MonTova, Moss, MUK, NEsox.
PROXMIRE, SPONG, STEVexs0N, BMINGTON, Toasey and Wit-
LIaus,

REPUBLICANS 01 Bouos. Cask. Courir. GOLOWATER,
Javirs, Jorpax (Idaho), Matsias, Peroy, Rt and Saxss,

Paired for Democrats Mofee aed Pell

Paired against: Deroucrats Rundolph and Mansfictd.

Continved from Poge |

GOP Liberals Plan
To McGovernize Party

weight on the decivion-nuaking commrttces of futu
Republican natonal cnnventinns. This 1< s roap)
i AL

(bc&.um. 1195 3 aosidian + &

T T T T T O AT

O IR TV e vt

Thiin os g theasuie s G ilioine bt ik poes boyund
gien what thy McGavern referms did, which was

N
more or less 10 set up quotas based on Democratic
voting strength within euch state,

Ihe samedsadme ol the reanirement for 38 ner
SEBLrepescnt s ol oy Sacandennder suters, the
entiv aroug e e poa Lo WHTTT T ST ‘im’f\
Ny
Junt Niwnn and 1he Rupabicaie, Storomnet, 2o-and-
urder volers, €ven when rqf::‘r'.mon 18 complete, ure
fikely to number more Bke 10 per cent of the soters
than the 23 per cent they are to be allotted on future
convention commitices.

R S N T R At T N

What is the justification for such a provision,
other _thun {o pusit The OS] COTaninT Ty
degrees to the Ieft of the party rank and Hle?

canmhie on the fioor of the full conveniton,
young voters would be represeated exactly as if
they were about as Repuhlican as the rest of the
population, instead of by far the most sparsely
Republican of any age group.

Before we move to discussion of quotas in gen-
eral  even those that do make an attempl 1o repre-
sent fairly the purty's voling strenglth in the general
population —let us pause beielly in the state of Ne-
braska.

In the 1976 convention, Nebraska is likely to have
16 delegates. Euch state sends four representatives
1o each of the Tour vomuniees, but 0 sties that
huy ¢ Criouen defeoates (o ro dfound) no deicedie cun
serve on more than one comautiee, But the new rules,
i Ldopled, reosiee thut cach state send one  nii-
Aoty ethile  Meningr o Gaed comniitiee.

Therefore, to il its committee quotas, Nebruska's
16 delegutes would have to include at Teust four per-
sons who were ¢ither Meero, Spupish-speakine, or
Tndiun, or g mis of the three Trere are virtualy no

TN CHIOUN, NI ar dneta, 0 Tt Dl oy 10
)

R B B e L D L N DSk A,

period. This s the “nrore rerresentatne’ parts the

lns-.aa

i

achingten

L

?ﬂl‘inu
gm-xﬂ

g‘e than stheps -3 -

i what used (o be called demorracy,

s interested

How open wus the Democratic National Conven-
tion lust month? On the tuge of its mcthod of selee- ¢
tion, and on the evidence of ity conduct, it was the !
most Jdosed conveation in American history.

A troupe of youny, inexperienced delegates, who
owed their presencr w0 the MoGovern orgunization
and/or the accident of their ruce. sex, or age, re.
sponded to 2 handful of stage managers as though
their futires depended oniit.

For McGovern's tactical convenience, they
“thegw™" the South Carolina challenge even though
they supported it; voted against abortion even though
they believed in it: and accepled. almost without
protest, a ruling on u voice vote that was contrary
what nearly every reporter heard from the floor,

All things considered, it is impossible o arpue
with liberul political reporter Richard Reeves, who
wrotg i New York magazine that what was bitled
by the networks und press iy “the nigsi open con-
vention In AnCHvan poliieal history™ way i reality
SOERNY Controliog and run by on eficient, fyiiless
adT Qoubic-deaiine cadre ded v Gary Flart nd Bick
Stearns, the precise voupo delerite - sugiaraeari] ing
out of the McGovern headyuarters trialer behind the
hall.

‘-?hat the convention was both leftist und tightly
controlled is no accident. A guoty svstem Tengds isell -
superbly _to an elite of disciplined estremists--as
w: the name o) Broader
Tpresentation for the masses. Mussolint sepregated
the process of election, not by gevgraphical districts
as hus been done by every real democrucy. but by
classes.

‘In this way, argued # Duce. poor people. workers
and farmers wonld win the Topresentation they had

relopers saant tor Nebrusba, and for nuany states

Been denied by sell-Financed pobitioans, Abulishing

lkedl

The reformers, including Mrs. Gion and Rails-
back. pay constant lip service 10 the goal of an “open
party.” But in reulity there is no system that could
be less open than a quota system, even one that ac-
curately reflects the purts’s focul and group strengths.

I vou are 3 40-yeur-old mun, seeking u delepate
post. the party is not “open” 1o vou if the seul you
are secking must be won by a woman.

M vou are a 60-vear-old woman who has lubored
for the Reputin i otoian o qha in ar o na-
1o or Leal chections, the parly 1 gel osen”™ if
the seat von seek mrust, ber rgsons of “hiliaee < g
GG SO Tt oF o s by el belare

vaded 10 g nadional election,

Nothing could be worse for party mordale than for
highly motivated. losal Republicany to be shunted
aside in fuvor of pofitical nusices who would never
have won clection on their own record or myerits, but
who are necded in the mad scrumble for exact nu-
merical quotas, A strong and open parts s one in
which men and women who would be elected on their
merits or their hard work are, in fuct. the ones
elected.

Democrats are discovering these teuths in the
most dramatic possible fushion, Yeterun parey regue
lurs, swept aside by inexperienced newcomers using
quotas as their Moo 1 weapon, are sitting out this
election inlarge numbers,

In Chicago, a legally clecied hloc of 39 delepates
was thrown iside by one of the most unrepresenta-
tve groups ever 1o Urepresent’” o mapor oy at g
Aational comention, @ group tod by rdieals who
W avera helminaly oo

b the Hlinoix prinary
Tt March by the men and somen who were rected
from the convention,

.
Apparently die Danecratic peety under ity
new cules is comiderably more open to some peo-

{herole of the Tnuddle man,” or politcien, would
enable thc poor und uneducated to represent them-
sclves.

Mussolini was not as naive as the people who be.
leved him. Like Gury Hurt, he knew that incxperi-
enced people (however wellintentioned) who owed
their sclection to their status in lite and to the domi-
nant party ¢lite would be not enly willing but anxious
to please their benefuctor.

Mussolini promised the people “direct™ und
“epen” representution. without the evil peliticians,
but what they ot wus one-man rule and ne represen-
tation at afh.

Thoughtful Democrats, including many liberals,
are coming Lo these conclusions- 1o late for 1972,
but perhaps not teo luig o reverse this course of
folly in future years.

Nothing contd e mare dronic than for the Re-
LD S LR UAURLU B L
publicans—sn o gow huve Justibicauon o cathiay
theniseives e tralv open PArty an this ranirs
ano sl dre bovivame (o receine defocion from
the clesed Pty o Loorre SicGanyn - (o diss

AleGovern’s ruinsus example,

“Never has the mindless apportunism that is the
hallmark of hheral Republicanivm pused 3 graver
threat to the future of the party.

Republicuns would du well 1o reject every form
of the quoty system, including the most seemingly
innocuous, and 1o tuke their case to the Amerncun
people this fall. After alic there isssomething to be
suid for o party open encugh not 1o attich conds
Hons of rave, sex, lass and ape 1o the e election
al s mest ot decison-puaten crery fer
yeurs,

That is an argument that most Americans, as well
av adt Ttalions ol enough to remember Bomig Mus-
solini, will readiiy understand

6 / Human Events /avcusts. 1972
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 23, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT  (As Requested)
FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

SUBJECT: The Vice President and the Campaign

Because the Vice President rermains, outside RN, the biggest gun
we have, the Veep should be staffed up -- at least on the level of

the 1970 campaign. Full plane, and gear and constant contact and
communication with the White House and Re-Election Committee.

1, He will have to visit those states the President cannct visit,
as of course the first responsibility.

2. However, as often as possible, the Vice President shonld be
scheduled into those areas and among those groups -- that are the
battleground in 1972. And that is not Republicans. We, by and

large, have the South now. In the North, it is Catholic, ethnic,
urban, Jewish, middle-income, working class Democrats who are the
swing votes, the ones who will decide by how large a margin we will
win this one, if we do win it.

Therecfore, schedulers should look to Pulaski Day Parades, Columbus
Day Parades (What about a WH function, along the lincs of the

St. Pat's Party), union halls, Knights of Columbus, Quecens, PBA,
and cthnic community meetings.

This is vital, in my judgment -- and we should schedule Lvle.and
MacGregor into the GOP functions, using the Veep for those areas
where he can do us the most good -~ among the Wallace Democrats
in the North, in places like Michigan and elscwhere,

3. The Vice President should have a sct-picce speech, as the
President had, and instead of an entire new text every day -- as in
1970 - - we should have a new "Ten Graphs'' in each gpeech. This
is one hell of & lot easicr on spevch writers, and gives us greater
contrel of the material that the press runs.,
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4. The Vice President should carry the fight to the opposition
ticket, by and large ignoring Eagleton -- and zcroing in on McGovern,

The Veep has the Assault Book. What is needed now more than
anything is co-ordination of the attack strategy so that we don't pee
away everything in the first weeks, and so thal our strategics can
be co-ordinated.

5. Frankly, we nced better press relations betwecen the Vice
President and the national and local press; this might well require

a more conciliatory attitude on the part of the Veep's stalf toward
the traveling press. (We had good rclations we thought, by and
large, in the 1970 election.) Certainly, the Vice President should
do somcthing for the locals at each stop. And we ought, of course,
to shelve for the campaign the broad anti-media attacks; unless

a) it proves politically necessary in light of their shafting., We have
the political dividerds out of this -~ our target is McGovern.

6. Contact on a regular basis between the President and the Vice
President would be especially helpful -- not simply for morale purposes,
but to review the success of failure of a given strategy and to maintain

campaign {lexibility.

7. We should, on the campaign trail, avoid I think, the epithet

and make our charges -- bascd strictly anthe record. So that
McGovern is forced to respond to what he himself szid -- not to what

we called him. However, the extremism of the McGovern positions
and statements, and the "elitism'" of the New Left controllers of the
Democratic Party remains an effective theme appealing to Democrats.

8. We should remember that the swing voters in this election are
Democrats -- and strictly Republican appeals this fall are only useful
for rallying the troops, nothing more. The "McGovernites' is right
on the mark.

9. The situation of 1370 where the President's people were on
board the Vecp's plansz-- at the Veep's invitation -- was a good onc.
Since the President is not going to be stumping, his top wriling talent,
or much of it, should be withtihe Vice President,

10. I recognize the need to defend the President and his Administration,
but what the press conziders "news"” is usually ncgative news, i. o, , 4
an "attack' rather than a Jdefense. And we must not allow MeGovern

to swing over onto the offensive -- i.e., T would arguce that the Vice
Presideut should be carrying the struggle to their ticket, rather than

waiting for them to attack, and dofending the Presidont,
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In my view, whercas in 1968 it was relatively easy to scare the
voters, with attacks on RN's economics and position on medicare,
etc. -- that tactic on the part of the other side won't work today.
Whether they agree with RN or not, very few Americans are
"frightened' by the prospect of another RN term. The same cannot
be said of McGovern; and this is the factor which opens up the
possi'bilii:y of a landslide, Thus, a campaign which continually raises
specters about McGovern's extremism, and the crazyness of his
ideas, is the only kind of campaign I think that can win us a major
landslide. A defensive strategy, thus, does not commend itself to
me -~ cspecially for our biggest gun outsidc of the President., We
ought to have other views on this,

11. We have to be wary of making George a Martyr., Mean-spiritedness
has no place in this campaing; thus, it is important that the campaign
staff not be tired and bitchy as the campaign heats up. The humor

used should be light and needling -- not mean in character.

Again, on this score, though unfair, it is true that we have a smaller
margin for crror than the Democrats. The Veep can call McGovern a
"fraud" and be excoriated for it -- McGovern can compare RN to Hitler
and his policy in Victnam to the "extermination of the Jews' and get
away with it, without cormment. Without tcaring into our friends in the
media, we have got to keep pointing this up.

12. Vitally important that we not allow a situation to develop, as

in 1960 with RN or 1968 with the Veep, when the candiate and his
traveling precss were at sword's point. Even if the press is shafting
us, it is not to our advantage to conduct a Cold War with them -- when
they are reporting what we say and do. In the fall, on the Vice
President's plane, there should Le some who will bring that "can of oil"
when necessary, and will, in a good cause, eat a little crow and
hunmible pie. '

13. Essentizal that the Vice President, this fall, {feel that he has

the full confidence and support of the President, and regular backing.
My view is that in 19068, when the Vice President was under attack,

we would have done belter by bringing him on to answer the charges
against him. In 1972, we can be surc that the Vice President will be
an issue ~- the answer to this is to put him on the air, on national
television, and to let him in his own calm way, with his own accents,
answer the allegations that will be made against him. To show he doces
not have horns. We might even consider a visit to some campus -- o
a youth confrontation on the fube -- for the campaign. As in 1952, a
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harsh and strident and unfair attack tn a Vice President can be made
to back-fire against its perpectrators.

Considering that onc of the advantages of McGovern is that he may
be perccived as the underdog, the anti-Establishment candidate, it
might be good to get the Vice President into this role, and come
fighting back fairly, against all these elements and institutions that
are out to get him.

14. Lastly, the major appearance the Vice President -- the major
national impression -- will corme {rom his acceptance speech. This
speech can do a tremendous job for him, and for us, in laying out the
record of the Democratic ticket, in appealing to thosc Democrats who
have bolted, and in leaving an impression of the Vice President before
the country.

PJIB would like to help put some of this together for the Vice President,
. and if the President suggested that, would be most helpful.

15. Recognizing that there are many within the White House and

the Hill who are not exactly enthusiasts of the Vice President, word
should go forth that this is a "team" effort, there should be no
"background' knocking the Number Two man, who will be shouldering
as RN did, much of the nasty workload of the party and the campaign,
Nothing is more cmbittering than to pull off the wire some holier-than-
thou statement from a fellow Republican, when-- in the interests of the
Administration -- we are throwing Goodell to the sharks., Even a
word from RN to all involved that this is a team effort; that no good

is served us or the Party by background back-stabbing, and that this

is an all-for-one, one-for-all operation, would be bencficial in the
campaign, I would think -- from the 1970 experience.

Buchanan
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON d

July 12, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (THRU HRH)

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

Observations from a study of the McGovern primary ads, TV,
radio and press -- and the interesting McGovern biography.
Points worth noting:

1. Despite the ideological liberalism of Mr., McGovern, there
is a clear conservative thrust to many of his issues ads --
particularly those for "cleaning up the welfare mess, ' and
relieving the property tax burden on the average citizen. The
McGovern proposals to increase the welfare payments and rolls,
and the manifest inconsistency in proposing $150 billion in new
spending -- while appearing to be for a reduction in and
redistribution of the tax burden are not present in these ads.
Further, late in the primaries, his new ""hard-line' on Israel
was a major topic of his advertising. Could find nothing in the
way of elitist, new left ad themes in McGovern's primary
Campai{ggi. Amnesty, abortion, pot, soak-the-rich, slash
defense, $1000-a-person were clearly not major themes. There
are, however, several old-liberal approaches which he has
pushed in his advertising. These include:

a) Social Security benefits beginning at 62 years of age --
a straight shot appeal to old folks, along traditional
liberal Democratic lines.

b) An interesting emphasis on "occupational health and
safety.'" For example, a number of TV spots focusing
ity

on how workers were losing life and limb in unsafe

plants, and this was a serious problem. Imagine

this approach to be one with great appeal where McGovern
is weak -- among production workers.
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c) Medical care for everyone. This is one of the positive
"liberal" programs, which McGovern emphasized in the
primaries. Again, it is traditional Scammon-Wattenburg
economic liberalism., Again, there is hardly a trace of
what one might call social liberalism, or ''radical chic"
politics in the McGovern advertising campaign. And,
clearly, our people should never cease making references
to his "elitist' '"radical chic' positions -- and focus on
them, rather than leaving the debate to resolve around
his more traditional '"liberal' approaches.

d) A relatively hard-nosed approach on drugs.

OTHER APPROACHES

The KENNEDYS -- Mr. McGovern is clearly running
on the coattails of two dead men, John and Robert Kennedy;
his documentary is almost a Kennedy Documentary; his TV
and radio spots make extensive use of the Kennedy endorse-
ments of George McGovern as the '"most decent man in the
Senate.'" We can expect much of this in the fall.

PERSONALITY -- McGovern's campaign consistently
contrasts Mr. McGovern as an honest, open, straight-forward,
candid, consistent candidate -- with Mr, Nixon's Administration,
which is portrayed as deceitful, closed, secretive, distrustful.
This is clearly in the McGovern campaign judgment a winner
for them -- and a loser for us. They focus upon the '"personality"
of the two candidates and the two campaigns, as much as upon
any two issues. The need for us, again, in my judgment, is t
move early to get out the record of both the McGovern wafﬂesN o]
on positions, that McGovern compromises on principles,
McGovern's nasty and vindictive attacks upon the President and
his political adversaries. The press, which nails Mr. Agnew
to the mast for his rugged rhetoric has allowed Mr. McGovern
to get away with some of the more incredible statements in
American politics. We have Mr. McGovern's cruel and nasty
statements recorded, but these, along with his waffles and
back-downs, have to'be moved into the public record. As with
Mr. Muskie, one of our problems is to contradict this idea
that, whether you agree or disagree with McGovern, you
""know where he stands, ' and you know he can be trusted.
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Other attributes the McGovern camp is playing up are such

as "'warmth, humanity, sympathy, compassion,' and they are
attempting to contrast them with a cold-blooded, super-efficient,
rather heartless White House and President. Such as RN's visit

‘/to the flood-stricken areas of the country is most helpful as an

antidote to this kind of approach. We could do more of the last,

Also, an openness, and a new accessibility to the press and public
on the part of the President might, in my view, be helpful in
working against this ""inaccessibility'' allegation that is part of the
McGovern mode.

ISRAEL -- McGovern's extraordinary sensitivity on this
issue is manifest in the 180-degree turnabout on the issue, and the
astonishing hawkishness of his latest ads. He is vulnerable here;
and the lesson 1is obvious that we ought to continye to focus upon
his opposition to the Eisenhower Doctrine, to measures to promote
Israeli gsecurity, etc. He is vulnerable here; and aware of it,

POPULISM -- While "Professor McGovern' is a representative
of the ""outs' against the ''ins, ' the fighter against the "interests" for
the common man who bears too much of the burden, while powerful
corporations and institutions get off without paying their fair share.
The clear need is, as stated in previous memos, to portray McGovern
as a Candidate of the Elite, "Professor McGovern, ' the leader
of the party of the PHds. and limousine liberals, whose elitist
shock troops took over the party of the people, the '""noise-makers"
and the "exotic, " the tiny minority who are imposing an asinine
social policy of bussing on a country, eight-five percent of whose
people do not want bussing.

There are few larger imperatives in our campaign than to move
McGovern into the position of the Establishment Candidate --
running against the candidate of Middle America. Crucial to our
success this fall is to put McGovern in the bag with the "radical
chic'' and this message it seems to me, has to be impressed upon
our speakers. If we allow him to be perceived as his ads, and
previous campaigns portray him, we ¢ould have a serious problem.
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VIETNAM -- McGovern's approach is that he is the one man
in the country, who has been ""right from the start,' about this
miserable, horrible war. This should be confronted, not ignored,
and surely, not conceded. These are three basic approaches,
some of them not complementary, if not consistent:

a) McGovern has been a waffler on the war; he voted for the

Gulf of Tdi(in in 1964, against its repeal in 1966, for appropriations
for the conflict throughout the early and mid-sixties, and only voted
to get out -- after a Republican had come in to clean up the mess
McGovern's Presidential choices (JFK, LBJ, HHH) had made of

the situation. His bitter attacks on RN thus come not from

principle but from the effort to pick up partisan dividends from under-
cutting an American President trying to get us out of a war into which
he voted us.

b) McGovern has repeatedly made predictions as to what the
enemy would do if we made concessions -~ and every single
McGovern promise and prediction has been wrong. Nobody had

a.worse record on Viefgam in terms of understandin ¥y

than McGovern.

e

c) McGovern's attacks on the President who is now honorably
ending American involvement in this war are not something to be
proud of -- they rank among the most shameful episodes in
American history. While President Nixon sought courageously to
ext ricate America from this conflict -- with his two objectives,
American honor intact, and our commitment not defaulted --
McGovern badgered and sabotaged this courageous effort every step
of the way.

Again, our people should not concede the war is immoral, should
not concede that McGovem was right, but we are right too, and
we are trying to end it as best we can. We should challenge him
on this issue, on many grounds. We should confront his claim -
not co-opt it, by saying: "Well, we are against the war, too, and
we are trying to do our best to end it."

McGovern should be conceded nothing on Vietnam. He is a back-
stabber who would go "begging' to Hanoi -- and abandon our
prisoners to the enemy, without any guarantee we would ever get
them back. We should view his positions, not with disagreement,
but with contempt.
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THE STRENGTH & WEAKNESS OF GEORGE MCGOVERN THE MAN --
From reading McGovern, a most interesting and sympathetic
biography, and observing the man, the following becomes clear,
McGovern's great strength and great weakness lies in hi g

personality; he is a minister in his own right and a minister's son;

he is a True Believer, his is the !"Passionate State of Mind;" he

sees issues in moral terms, not simply mistaken versus wise, but
evil versus good. At the same time he is extraordinarily ambitious --
unlike Goldwater, Frankly, he bears striking similarities to our
present Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, Mr. Romney,
Thus it is that McGovern can both shift positions and express a righteous

faith in his new position to match his faith and fanaticism in expressing
his old.

Thus, it is that McGovern can compare RN with Hitler and his bombing
policy with extermination of the Jews -- and still believe in his

own mind that Mr. Agnew is the '"demagogue' who says horrible
things. McGovern's self-righteousness can be a great strength --

he has a preacher's appeal; against us his is the appeal of a man

who believes deeply in a "faith' against the man who is the
quintessence of the pragmatist.

His weakness is, again the weakness of Romney -- he is, not
unlikely to state and re-state his convictions about RN being like
Hitler, when pressed on the question, rather than backing off, In
a pressure situation, he will fall back upon the "Gospel" of the
left, rather than frame some non-committal neutral response.
Very probably, he will be mor e sensitive, more likely to move to
outrage, with the suggestion that he is a waffler, a hypocrite, than
against the blanket charge he is a radical., Indeed, his campaigns
1 have shown that he is extremely effective in combating the charge
" that he is a "radical'; he has been at his most effective against the
i, straight-on smear attack and his worst defeat -- to Karl Mundt --
came when his zealotry and hatred of Karl Mundt got the better of him.

This analysis of McGovern's character reinforces my belief that

our best attack against him is not the heavy-handed direct charge

that he is a radical and extremist, not a shouting denunciatory

approach -- but repeatedly elevating hiswitd positions;his-slanderous

statements about the President, and suggesting and pointing to his
\“":“\w e T e e o N . —————

radicalism and extremism without Taging agalnst it, NO meat ax;

A1nst 1t,

the scalpel is to be preferred.
it

B



Keep his positions and statements in front of the public, but
a posture of humor, of incredulity about the wildness of his
positions, of indignation and justified anger at the character
of his slanders of the President and other decent, good men
will, in my view, be far more effective than for us to think
up another new way to call McGovern a jackass every
morning. What McGovern the radical has going for him is
something which Jim Buckley had going for him -- when you
look at the guy on the tube and listen to him, it is hard to
accept him as a radical, We have the media which will be
helping him clean up his past for this election; and our job
1s to con 51 stentlgrv:'é.“nd 1n31s£énd§' get that past ‘on the-public
“f'é’é”é“&f “Z"and make McGovern defend or talk about that
“record and, hopefully, hysterically denounce us as SOBs,
which his sense of moral worth and righteousness is fully
capable of leading him to do.

WAR HERO -- Look for Guggenheim, his documentary

«——>than, and his ad campaign, and his statements, to appeal to

his lost constituency by focusing heavily upon his war record
as a bomber pilot; and one will find, I would think, that the
national media will help out with regular reminders that
George McGovern was a medal-winning bomber pilot in the
war against Nazi Germany, and thus can hardly be considered
a woolly-headed peacenik. McGovern has expressed
consternation that the press was constantly referring to

"War Hero McCloskey' and not to "War Hero McGovern. "
Their documentary also focuses heavily on his war record.

Buchanan



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

DATE
TO:
FROM: DWIGHT CHAPIN
FYI PLEASE HANDLE
OTHER:

A 7°
e



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 12, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (THRU HRH)

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

Observations from a study of the McGovern primars} ads, TV,
radio and press -- and the interesting McGovern biography.
Points worth noting:

1. Despite the ideological liberalism of Mr. McGovern, there
is a clear conservative thrust to many of his issues ads --
particularly those for '"cleaning up the welfare mess, ' and
relieving the property tax burden on the average citizen. The
McGovern proposals to increase the welfare payments and rolls,
and the manifest inconsistency in proposing $150 billion in new
spending -- while appearing to be for a reduction in and
redistribution of the tax burden are not present in these ads.
Further, late in the primaries, his new '""hard-line'" on Israel
was a major topic of his advertising. Could find nothing in the
way of elitist, new left ad themes in McGovern's primary
campaing. Amnesty, abortion, pot, soak-the-rich, slash
defense, $1000-a-person were clearly not major themes. There
are, however, several old-liberal approaches which he has
pushed in his advertising. These include:

a) Social Security benefits beginning at 62 years of age -~
a straight shot appeai to old folks, along traditional
liberal Democratic lines.

b) An interesting emphasis on "occupational health and
safety.' For example, a number of TV spots focusing
on how workers were losing life and limb in unsafe
plants, and this was a serious problem. Imagine
this approach to be one with great appeal where McGovern
is weak -- among production workers,
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c) Medical care for everyone. This is one of the positive
"liberal" programs, which McGovern emphasized in the
primaries. Again, it is traditional Scammon-Wattenburg
economic liberalism. Again, there is hardly a trace of
what one might call social liberalism, or "radical chic"
politics in the McGovern advertising campaign. And,
clearly, our people should never cease making references
to his "elitist' ‘'radical chic' positions -- and focus on
them, rather than leaving the debate to resolve around
his more traditional ''liberal' approaches.

d) A relatively hard-nosed approach on dl:ugs.

OTHER APPROACHES

The KENNEDYS -- Mr. McGovern is clearly running
on the coattails of two dead men, John and Robert Kennedy;
his documentary is almost a Kennedy Documentary; his TV
and radio spots make extensive use of the Kennedy endorse-
ments of George McGovern as the '"most decent man in the
Senate.'" We can expect much of this in the fall,

PERSONALITY -- McGovern's campaign consistently
contrasts Mr. McGovern as an honest, open, straight-forward,
candid, consistent candidate -- with Mr., Nixon's Administration,
which is portrayed as deceitful, closed, secretive, distrustful.
This is clearly in the McGovern campaign judgment a winner
for them -- and a loser for us. They focus upon the ''personality"
of the two candidates and the two campaigns, as much as upon
any two issues. The need for us, again, in my judgment, is to
move early to get out the record of both the McGovern waffles
on positions, that McGovern compromises on principles,
McGovern's nasty and vindictive attacks upon the President and
his political adversaries. The press, which nails Mr. Agnew
to the mast for his rugged rhetoric has allowed Mr. McGovern
to get away with some of the more incredible statements in
American politics. - We have Mr. McGovern's cruel and nasty
statements recorded, but these, along with his waffles and
back-downs, have to be moved into the public record. As with
Mr. Muskie, one of our problems is to contradict this idea
that, whether you agree or disagree with McGovern, you
""know where he stands,! and you know he can be trusted.



Other attributes the McGovern camp is playing up are such

as "warmth, humanity, sympathy, compassion,'' and they are
attempting to contrast them with a cold-blooded, super-efficient,
rather heartless White House and President. Such as RN's visit
to the flood-stricken areas of the country is most helpful as an
antidote to this kind of approach, We could do more of the last.

Also, an openness, and a new accessibility to the press and public
on the part of the President might, in my view, be Helpful in
working against this "inaccessibility" allegation that is part of the
McGovern mode.

ISRAEL -- McGovern's extraordinary sensitivity on this
issue is manifest in the 180-degree turnabout on the issue, and the
astonishing hawkishness of his latest ads., IHe is vulnerable here;
and the lesson is obvious that we ought to continue to focus upon
his opposition to the Eisenhower Doctrine, to measures to promote
Israeli security, etc. He is vulnerable here; and aware of it.

POPULISM -- While "Professor McGovern' is a representative
of the ""outs' against the "ins, " the fighter against the "interests' for
the common man who bears too much of the burden, while powerful
corporations and institutions get off without paying their fair share.
The clear need is, as stated in previous memos, to portray McGovern
as a Candidate of the Elite, "Professor McGovern, ' the leader
of the party of the PHds. and limousine liberals, whose elitist
shock troops took over the party of the people, the '"noise-makers"
and the "exotic,' the tiny minorily who arc imposing an asinine
social policy of bussing on a country, eight-five percent of whose
people do not want bussing.

There are few larger imperatives in our campaign than to move
McGovern into the position of the Establishmernt Candidate --
running against the candidate of Middle America. Crucial to our
success this fall is to put McGovern in the bag with the ''radical
chic' and this message it seems to me, has to be impressed upon
our speakers. If we allow him to be perceived as his ads, and
previous campaigns portray him, we could have a serious problem.
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VIETNAM -- McGovern's approach is that he is the one man
in the country, who has been ""right from the start, ' about this
miserable, horrible war. This should be confronted, not ignored,
and surely, not conceded. These are three basic approaches,
some of them not complementary, if not consistent:

a) McGovern has been a waffler on the war; he voted for the

Gulf of Tokin in 1964, against its repeal in 1966, for appropriations
for the conflict throughout the early and mid-sixties, and only voted
to get out -- after a Republican had come in to clean up the mess
McGovern's Presidential choices (JFK, LBJ, HHH) had made of

the situation. His bitter attacks on RN thus come not from

principle but from the effort to pick up partisan dividends from under-
cutting an American President trying to get us out of a war into which
he voted us. '

b) McGovern has repeatedly made predictions as to what the
enemy would do if we made concessions ~-- and every single
McGovern promise and prediction has been wrong, Nobody had
a worse record on Vietnam in terms of understanding the enemy
than McGovern. '

c) McGovern's attacks on the President who is now honorably
ending American involvement in this war are not something to be
proud of -- they rank among the most shameful episodes in
American history. While President Nixon sought courageously to
ext ricate America from this conflict -- with his two objectives,
American honor intact, and ocur commitment not defaulted -~
McGovern badgered and sabotaged this courageous effort every step
of the way.

Again, our people should not concede the war is immoral, should
not concede that McGovem was right, but we are right too, and
we are trying to end it as best we can. We should challenge him
on this issue, on many grounds. We should confront his claim -
not co-opt it, by saying: '"Well, we are against the war, too, and
we are trying to do our best to end it."

McGovern should be conceded nothing on Vietnam. He is a back-
stabber who would go ""begging' to Hanoi -~ and abandon our
prisoners to the enemy, without any guarantee we would ever get
them back. We should view his positions, not with disagreement,
but with contempt.
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THE STRENGTH & WEAKNESS OF GEORGE MCGOVERN THE MAN --
From reading McGovern, a most interesting and sympathetic
biography, and observing the man, the following becomes clear.
McGovern's great strength and great weakness lies in H s

personality; he is a minister in his own right and a minister's son;

he is a True Believer, his is the '"Passionate State of Mind;" he

sees issues in moral terms, not simply mistaken versus wise, but
evil versus good. At the same time he is extraordinarily ambitious --
unlike Goldwater. ZFrankly, he bears striking similarities to our
present Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, Mr. Romney,
Thus it is that McGovern can both shift positions and express a righteous
faith in his new position to match his faith and fanaticism in expressing
his old.

Thus, it is that McGovern can compare RN with Hitler and his bombing
policy with extermination of the Jews -- and still believe in his

own mind that Mr, Agnew is the '"demagogue' who says horrible
things. McGovern's self-righteousness can be a great strength --

he has a preacher's appeal; against us his is the appeal of a man

who believes deeply in a '‘faith' against the man who is the
guintessence of the pragmatist,

His weakness is, again the weakness of Romney -- he is, not
unlikely to state and re-state his convictions about RN being like
Hitler, when pressed on the guestion, rather than backing off. In’
a pressure situation, he will fall back upon the "Gospel' of the
left, rather than frame some non-committal neutral response.
Very probably, he will be mor e sensitive, more likely to move to
outrage, with the suggestion that he is a waffler, a hypocrite, than
against the blanket charge he is a radical. Indeed, his campaigns
have shown that he is extremely effective in combating the charge

that he is a ''radical'’; he has been at his most effective apainst the
strajight-on smear attack and his worst defeat -- to Karl Mundt --
came when his zealotry and hatred of Karl Mundt got the better of him.

This analysis of McGovern's character reinforces my belief that

our best attack against him is not the heavy-handed direct charge

that he is a radical and extremist, not a shouting denunciatory
approach -- but repeatedly elevating his wild positions, his slanderous
statements about the President, and suggesting and pointing to hig
radicalism and extremism without raging against it. No meat ax;

the scalpel is to be preferred.
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Keep his positions and statements in front of the public, but
a posture of humor, of incredulity about the wildness of his
positions, of indignation and justified anger at the character
of his slanders of the President and other decent, good men
will, in my view, be far more effective than for us to think
up another new way to call McGovern a jackass every
morning. What McGovern the radical has going for him is
something which Jim Buckley had going for him -- when you
look at the guy on the tube and listen to him, it is hard to
accept him as a radical. We have the media which will be
helping him clean up his past for this election; and our job
is to consistently, and insistently, get that past on the public
record -- and make McGovern defend or talk about that
record and, hopefully, hysterically denounce us as SOBs,
which his sense of moral worth and righteousness is fully
capable of leading him to do.

WAR HERO -- Look for Guggenheim, his documentary
man, and his ad campaign, and his statements, to appeal to
his lost constituency by focusing heavily upon his war record
as a bomber pilot; and one will find, I would think, that the
national media will help out with regular reminders that
George McGovern was a medal-winning bomber pilot in the
war against Nazi Germany, and thus can hardly be considered
a woolly-headed peacenik. McGovern has expressed
consternation that the press was constantly referring to
"War Hero McCloskey" and not to "War Hero McGovern., "
Their documentary also focuses heavily on his war record.

Buchanan



CTHE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 12, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (THRU HRH)

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

Observations from a study of the McGovern primarir ads, TV,
radio and press -- and the interesting McGovern biography.
Points worth noting:

1. Despite the ideological liberalism of Mr., McGovern, there
is a clear conservative thrust to many of his issues ads --
particularly those for '"cleaning up the welfare mess,' and
relieving the property tax burden on the average citizen. The
McGovern proposals to increase the welfare payments and rolls,
and the manifest inconsistency in proposing $150 billion in new
spending -~ while appearing to be for a reduction in and
redistribution of the tax burden are not present in these ads.
Further, late in the primaries, his new '"hard-line'" on Israel
was a major topic of his advertising, Could find nothing in the
way of elitist, new left ad themes in McGovern's primary
campaing. Amnesty, abortion, pot, soak-the-rich, slash
defense, $1000-a-person were clearly not major themes. There
are, however, several old-liberal approaches which he has
pushed in his advertising. These include:

a) Social Security benefits beginning at 62 years of age -~
a straight shot appeal to old folks, along traditional
liberal Democratic lines. .

b) An interesting emphasis on "occupational health and
safety.'" TFor example, a number of TV spots focusing
on how workers were losing life and limb in unsafe
plants, and this was a scrious problem. Imagine
this approach to be one with great appeal where McGovern
is weak -- among production workers,



s

N

- - .

c) Medical care for everyone. This is one of the positive
"liberal" programs, which McGovern emphasized in the
primaries. Again, it is traditional Scammon-Wattenburg
economic liberalism. Again, therc is hardly a trace of
what one might call social liberalism, or '"radical chic"
politics in the McGovern advertising campaign. And,
clearly, our people should never cease making references
to his "elitist' ''radical chic' positions -- and focus on
them, rather than leaving the debate to resolve around
his more traditional "liberal' approaches.

d) A relatively hard-nosed approach on dxrugs.

OTHER APPROACHES

«
¥

The KENNEDYS -- Mr. McGovern is clearly running
on the coattails of two dead men, John and Robert Kennedy;
his documentary is almost a Kennedy Documentary; his TV
and radio spots make extensive use of the Kennedy endorse-
ments of George McGovern as the ""most decent man in the
Senate.' We can expect much of this in the fall,

PERSONALITY -- McGovern's campaign consistently
contrasts Mr. McGovern as an honest, open, straight-forward,
candid, consistent candidate -- with Mr. Nixon's Administration,
which is portrayed as deceitful, closed, secretive, distrustful.
This is clearly in the McGovern campaign judgment a winner
for them -- and a loser for us. They focus upon the ""personality”
of the two candidates and the two campaigns, as much as upon
any two issues. The need for us, again, in my judgment, is to
move early to get out the record of both the McGovern waifles
on positions, that McGovern compromises on principles,
McGovern's nasty and vindictive attacks upon the President and
his political adversaries. The press, which nails Mr. Agnew
to the mast for his rugged rhetoric has allowed Mr. McGovern
to get away with some of the more incredible statements in
American politics. We have Mr. McGovern's cruel and nasty
statements recorded, but these, along with his waffles and
back-downs, have to be moved into the public record. As with
Mr. Muskie, one of our problems is to contradict this idea
that, whether you agree or disagree with McGovern, you
"know where he stands,' and you know he can be trusted.



Other attributes the McGovern camp is playing up are such

as "'warmth, humanity, sympathy, compassion,' and they are
attempting to contrast them with a cold-blooded, super-efficient,
rather heartless White House and President. Such as RN's visit
to the flood-stricken areas of the country is most helpful as an
antidote to this kind of approach. We could do more of the last.

Also, an openness, and a new accessibility to the press and public
on the part of the President might, in my view, be helpful in
working against this "inaccessibility" allegation that is part of the
McGovern mode.

ISRAEL -- McGovern's extraordinary sensitivity on this
issue is manifest in the 180-degree turnabout on the issue, and the
astonishing hawkishness of his latest ads. He is vulnerable here;
and the lesson is obvious that we ought to continue to focus upon
his cpposition to the Eisenhower Doctrine, to measures to promote
Israeli security, etc. He is vulnerable here; and aware of it,

POPULISM -- While "Professor McGovern' is a representative
of the ""outs" against the "ins,'' the fighter against the '"'interests'' for
the common man who bears too much of the burden, while powerful

. corporations and institutions get off without paying their fair share.

TSN

The clear need is, as stated in previous memos, to portray McGovern

! as a Candidate of the Elite, "Professor McGovern, " the leader

of the party of the PHds. and limousine liberals, whose elitist
shock troops took over the party of the people, the '"'noise-makers"
and the '"'exotic, ' the tiny minority who are imposing an asinine
social policy of bussing on a country, eight-five percent of whose
people do not want bussing.

There are few larger imperatives in our campaign than to move
McGovern into the position of the Establishment Candidate --
running zgainst the candidate of Middle America. Crucial to our
success this fall is to pdt McGoveran in the bag with the '"radical
chic’ and this messagc it seems to me, has Lo be impressed upon
our speakers. If we allow him to be perceived as his ads, and
previous campaigns portray him, we could have a serious problecm.
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VIETNAM -- McGovern's approach is that he is the one man
in the country, who has been '""right from the start, " about this
miserable, horrible war. This should be confronted, not ignored,
and surely, not conceded. These are three basic approaches,
some of them not complementary, if not consistent:

a) McGovern has been a waffler on the war; he voted for the
Gulf of Tokin in 1964, against its repeal in 1966, for appropriations
for the conflict throughout the early and mid-sixties, and only voted
to get out -- after a Republican had come in to clean up the mess
McGovern's Presidential choices (JFK, LBJ, HHH) had made of

the situation. His bitter attacks on RN thus come not from

principle but from the effort to pick up partisan dividends from under-

cutting an American President trying to get us-out of a war into which
he voted us. '

b) McGovern has repeatedly made predictions as to what the
enemy would do if we made concessions -- and every single
McGovern promise and prediction has been wrong. Nobody had
a worse record on Vietnam in terms of understanding the enemy
than McGovern. '

c) McGovern's attacks on the President who is now honorably
ending American involvement in this war are not something to be
proud of -- they rank among the most shameful'episodes in
American history. While President Nixon sought courageously to
ext ricate America from this conflict -- with his two objectives,
American honor intact, and our commitment not defaulted --
McGovern badgered and sabotaged this courageous effort every step
of the way.

Again, our people should not concede the war is immoral, should
not concede that McGovem was right, but we arc right too, and
we are trying to end it as best we can. We should challenge him
on this issue, on many grounds. We should confront his claim -
not co-opt it, by saying: '""Well, we are against the war, too, and
we are trying to do our best to end it. "

McGovern should be conceded nothing on Vietnam. He is a back-
stabber who would go '"begging' to Hanoi -- and abazndon our
prisoners to the encmy, without any guarantce we would ever get
them back. We should view his positions, not with disagreement,
but with contempt.
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THE STRENGTH & WEAKNESS OF GEORGE MCGOVERN THE MAN --
From reading McGovern, a most interesting and sympathetic
biography, and observing the man, the following becomes clear.
McGovern's great strength and great weakness lies in i s

personality; he is a minister in his own right and a minister's son;

he is a True Believer, his is the '""Passionate State of Mind;" he

sees issues in moral terms, not simply mistaken versus wise, but
evil versus good. At the same time he is extraordinarily ambitious --
unlike Goldwater. Frankly, he bears striking similarities to our
present Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, Mr. Romney.
Thus it is that McGovern can both shift positions and express a righteous
faith in his new position to match his faith and fanaticism in expressing
his old.

«

.

Thus, it is that McGovern can compare RN with Hitler and his bombing
policy with extermination of the Jews -- and still believe in his

own mind that Mr. Agnew is the ""demagogue' who says horrible
things. McGovern's self-righteousness can be a great strength --

he has a preacher's appeal; against us his is the appeal of a man

who believes deeply in a ''faith" against the man who is the
quintessence of the pragmatist.

His weakness is, again the weakness of Romney -~ he is, not
unlikely to state and re-state his convictions about RN being like
Hitler, when pressed on the question, rather than backing off. In
a pressure situation, he will fall back upon the "Gospel' of the
left, rather than frame some non-committal neutral response.
Very probably, he will be mor ¢ sensitive, more likely to move to
outrage, with the suggestion that he is a waffler, a hypocrite, than
against the blanket charge he is a radical. Indeed, his campaigns
have shown that he is extremely effective in combating the charge

that he is a ''"radical'’; he has been at his most effective against the

straicht-on smear artack and his worst deicat -~ to Karl Cundt --
came when his zealotry and hatred of Karl Mundt got the better of him.

This analysis of McGovern's character reinforces my belief that

our best attack against him is not the heavy-handed direct charge

that he is a radical and extremist, not a shouting denunciatory
approach -- but repeatedly elevating his wild positions, his slanderous
statements about the President, and sugoesting and pointing to hig
radicalism and extremism without raging against it. No meat ax;

the scalpel is to be preferred.
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Keep his positions and statements in front of the public, but
a posture of humor, of incredulity about the wildness of his
positions, of indignation and justified anger at the character
of his slanders of the President and other decent, good men
will, in my view, be far more effective than for us to think
up another new way to call McGovern a jackass every
mozrning. What McGovern the radical has going for him is
something which Jim Buckley had going for him -- when you
look at the guy on the tube and listen to him, it is hard to
accept him as a radical., We have the media which will be
helping him clean up his past for this election; and our job
is to consistently, and insistently, get that past on the public
record -- and make McGovern defend or talk about that
record and, hopefully, hysterically denounce us as SOBs,
which his sense of moral worth and righteousness is fully
capable of leading him to do.

WAR HERO -- Look for Guggenheim, his documentary
man, and his ad campaign, and his statements, to appeal to
his lost constituency by focusing heavily upon his war record
as a bomber pilot; and one will find, 1 would think, that the
national media will help out with regular reminders that
George McGovern was a medal-winning bomber pilot in the
war against Nazi Germany, and thus can hardly be considered
a woolly-headed peacenik. McGovern has expressed
consternation that the press was constantly referring to
"War Hero McCloskey' and not to "War Hero McGovern, !
Their documentary also focuses heavily on his war record,

Buchanan
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WASHINGTON

July 5, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT {Per HRH)

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

At HRH's request, some thoughts on 1968 and 1960.

First, it is imprecise to say that ""in 1968 there was a substantial
decline during the campaign.' (If there is a single hallmark of RN's
runs against both JFK and HHH it is the rernarkable stability of the
Nixon vote from August through November.) The President did not

so much lose votes from August to November of 1968 -- as we lost a
historic opportunity, the "lost landslide' as someone has referred to
it. While we failed to edge upwards in the slightest, Humphrey closed
a 13 pant gap. What were the reasons for this?

A) Some of the HHH gains were inevitable; the Democratic candidate,
if he performed reasonably well, was simply going to win back some

of the traditional Democratic vote, horrified at the Chicago convention,
but not a Nixon voter at heart.

B) We failed utterly to pick up the Wallace defectors in the North,
who slipped away from Wallace through Nixon, back to HHH. This
return to HHH is partly due to the efforts of the AFL-CIO, probably
partly due to RN's "anti-union' image from the fifties, partly due to
our own short-comings. (Incidentally, we are in better and the
Democratic Left in worse shape with these voters than in 1968; our
opportunity is renewed.)

The startling thing about the Gallup Poll, 1968, is the almost precise
correlation between the Humphrey rise and the Wallace fall in the polls.
Wallace, too, by holding onto Southern votes and Southern states which
surely might have been ours, had a hand in preventing the "landslide"
that might have been.
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But, in my judgment, our own campaign had serious short-comings
in 1968. Basically, they were these:

a) A lack of flexibility., We established a game plan, and followed
it through, although by early October, it should have been evident that
we were losing the interest of the press and the country as well. The
hoopla campaign -- to demonstrate RN had the kind of enthusiasm and
unity HHH did not, was ideal for September. It was not for October.

Once Humphrey made his Salt Lake City speech, the President should
have, in my judgment, attacked him directly and vigorously, to force
back the split in the Democratic Party between the pro-bombing and
the anti-bombing forces who had fought at the convention and who were
yet at sword's point. We let HHH off the hook on this. By so doing,
he got off of that petard and went over onto the attack.

On the attack, he began to move, to make new and different charges,
to attract interest.

b) The President in the fall campaign of 1968 was plagued by the
identical problem he had in the fall campaign of 1960. A Hostile Press.
Teddy White testifies to this in 1960 and Miss Efron in 1968, In addition,
I have on personal knowledge that a group of 19 Washington press types
who had divided 10-9 pro-RN in September, were 18-1 pro-HHH at
election time. )

What explains the bad press? We are partly at fault I believe. We shut
down communication with them -- compared with the primaries where

we got good press. We also, because of circumstances, were maneuvered
into the upper-dog position. We were the more conservative of the two
leading candidates. We did not deviate from the set-speech-Man-in-the-
Arena-handout routine sufficiently to attract their on-going attention or
interest. They were more concerned with reporting a breaking story,
The Humphrey Comeback, which was exciting news, than the RN Radio
Speeches, which with few exceptions only got a stick of type or two.

Our personal relations with the traveling press deteriorated from the
campaign, partly due to the ""size' of the corps, the natural hostility of
liberals, and our natural antipathy toward them which was coming through
late in the game.
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c) But, rather than strict comparison of 1960 and 1968, which may
or may not be useful, and rather than belabor the shortcomings of
the various campaign, which are many -- but which are as well
counter-balanced by the right decisions, let me rather enumerate
those dangers which lurk for us, in my view, in 1972 -~ based on the
campaigns presidential of the last 12 years. What we face in my
view is:

THE DANGERS OF 1968 & THE OPPORTUNITY OF 1964
If McGovern is nominated, in my judgment:

1 We must place him on the defensive from the outset, and not
let him off of it until Novemnber. In our 1968 and 1970 campaign, we
did this for the first three weeks -- then either HHH "'got well" on
Vietnam, or the liberals ""got well' on "law and order, ''and our issue
hand had been played. Again, we have enough on McGovern to keep
him on the defensive throughout the fall -- we ocught not to blast it

out of the cannon at once; our speakers should be on the attack.

2) We have to maintain a flexibility that I do not believe existed in
1968, and from what 1 read did not exist in 1960. As Ike said, 'planning
is essential; plans are worthless. We should have a mapped-out

game plan before the campaign starts -- both {or attack on the
Opposition, and for presentation of the candidate, but there should be

a '""Review Committee'' to look over that plan, and over our media at
least once a week.

3) While we should rule out the President -- for the time being -- on
the Attack Role; I would not rule out a Presidential address to the
country, splitting RN off from McGovern on the issues, right now.

4) We should have ourselves a strategy meeting on dealing with the
press and media between now and November. In my view, we have
discredited them for the bias of which they are guilty for three yecars --
indeed, public confidence in their performance is on the dedine. DBut
should there be a ""detente' betwecn the White House and national press
corps between now and November? While I am more than willing to
carry my hod in a campaign to discredit the national media as pro-
McGovern, would such a campaign be in our interest, at this point in
timie. This is something which should not be determined ad hoc --
because in my view a hostile media is one of the prime reasons why
RN's presidential campaigns have never secn him rise in the national

polls by a single cubit.
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5) We should keep in mind that it was not LBJ's performance and
personality which won him 60% of the vote -- it was the portrayal
of Goldwater as an extremist, which frightened even Republicans.

In my view, given the antipathy of the national media, and the
smallness of the GOP, there is no way we could conceivably do better
than a 54-46 victory over a centrist, popular Democrat with a united
party. Against a divided Democratic Party, however, with a candidate
who is far out on the issues, with a press that is less concerned with
their antipathy toward RN than with the wild schemes of his opponent,
we could go up to 58 to 60 percent.

Thus ~~- it will not be how wonderful we are, but how terrible McGovern
is -- that will make the difference this fall between a respectable clear
victory, and a Nixon landslide. Seems to me vital that we keep this

in mind.

To get that good media, we should confront McGovern on the '"issues, "
clearly; we should be almost generous to him personally; we should
deliberately avoid any nasty, smear attacks, We have enough on the
record to hang the guy -- what we have to avoid at all costs are such
media-negatives as the 1970 '""ads' and the 1972 Watergate Caper, which
they are trying to hang around our necks. We should hammer the issues
and his positions-- and let McGovern come off as the '"name-caller, "

6) One great concern of mine is the "Humphrey Phenomenon'' -- of
McGovern, if nominated, being case into the role of "under-dog"
"anti-Establishment, ' "come-from-behind' candidate -- whose campaign

will provide one hell of a good deal more media interest and human
interest than ours.

We should have some real-life "drama' in store for this fall -- to
attract national attention. We should, in a pleasant enough way, but
unmistakably imake this the campaign of Richard Nixon and the Average
Man agains the Establishment and the Radical Chic.

Goldwater was kept on the bottormn through his own and his campaign
shortcomings -- and through the media. Again, how the media handles
this will determine much. The media could treat McGovern like
Goldwater, or they could make him into an inept, but good ""under-dog"
like IIHH -- in which event, they could make a run out of it,
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7) As for the suggestion that RN go out and do more, a la 1960, I
would say, no -- if that means ''political campaigning, " However
Richard Ilixon on the move as President, yes; and Richard Nixon in
action in the White House, as President, yes, and Richard Nixon
addressing the nation -- for fifteen minutes as President, to strike a
contrast with McGovern, yes. But not the stump-speaking. RN as
President is a far more effective campaigner than RN as campaigner.

8) Scheduling. This campaign, unlike 1968, we should schedule RN
into the '""undecided! arenas, union halls, Columbus Day activities,
Knights of Columbus meetings, etc. We should keep in mind that there is
only -- at most -- 20 percent of the electorate that will decide this, not
who wins, but whether or not it is a landslide, and quite frankly, that

20 percent is not a principally Republican vote. FPerhaps RN has to make
appearance at GOP rallies -- but when he does, he is not going where the
ducks are. .In a McGovern race the ducks are suddenly in city areas of
the North we never carried before.

9) Perhaps this has been repeated before -- but again, of maximum
importance is that we not convince the media to make McGovern a picked-
on under-dog, by name-calling, We have to massively confront him with
his positions, and if we need any characterization -- we can take that
from the Democrats. Regretlably, the media does not allow us the same
latitude in name-calling it will give McGovern who has already charged
the Administration with "racism'' Hitler-like conduct and war-mongering.

Buchanan
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 7, 1972

THOUGHTS ON THE POST -CONVENTION
(Democratic)

MEMORANDUM TO: H.R. HALDEMAN
CLARK MAC GREGOR

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN
KEN KHACHIGIAN

This memo deals with strategy thoughts strictly for the period
between the conventions.

DISENCHANTED DEMOCRATS

This is the first priority. No sooner should the dust have settled
from the Democratic Convention (a few days following, perhaps) than
a National Democrats for Nixon should be formed publicly to serve
as an "umbrella' for all of the less bold fence-straddlers to join.

We should move fast on the Democrats, post Miami Beach, as they
will be most vulnerable immediately following the convention. If

we have a number of Democrats already locked in, to either abandon
their ticket, or bolt the party -- we should trickle thesc out, state-by-
statec -- not drop them all at once.

In our judgment, if we have a choice it is far better for Democrats
to stay in their party, and denounce McGovern -- than to switch parties
now,

Elitism and extremism in the Democratic Party should form the
basis of the abandonment of McGovern -- followed by support and
endorsement of RN. But, in my view, the former is the more important
news story,

Also, if a figure is irmnmensely prominent, his departure should
be for national television. But somceone like Mills Godwin should
have done it from a platforim in Riclunond.
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In addition, we should focus upon.and publish not simply
the major names, but the minor oncs -- state legislators and the
like -- and publish those names in ads in the "swing states"
especially. The purpose is to leave the impression of massive
defections, not just major ones, from the Democratic Ticket.
We should be working on these people right now ~- all over the
various swing states.

Sometime during the campaign, this fall, we need a national
press conference, and a national mailing to all political writers
etc. listing the hundreds of Democratic party officials who have
publicly abandoned the McGovern ticket. The idea, of course,
is to create a stampede so that the fence-straddlers and others
who might want to hang in there will at the least be publicly
disassociating themselves from McGovern.

Also, in this time, GOPers running for State Legislature,
Governor, Senator, Congressmen, should be instructed to force
their opponents to take a stand for or against McGovern and his
positions. (This might well involve mailing a copy of the McGovern
Assault Book to every GOP candidate, with instructions on how to
use it).

THE SHAFTING OF WALLACE

If this is a credible argument, it should be made intensively
by our people. That Wallace who had more votes than any other
candidate, bcfore California, was stripped of delegates and dignity
by the radicals at Miami. That the convention which was supposed
to be "'democratic’ ended up stealing his delegates, and denying
him the rightful claim to a voice in the platform. The Party is
highly unlikely to buy the Wallace positions as announced today
on national TV; we should go directly to these voters -- and the
GOP Platform should mirror some of the Governor's concerns.

On matters of defense, bussing, welfare, responsiveness of
government, etc. this should not be difficult.

1701 (RNC) should be collecting assiduously all of the negative
statements by Wallace people about their treatiment at Miami and
about the Democratic Platform; we already have some excellent
ones that will go into the Briefing Book.,
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CONVENTION

The theme, "If they can't unite their party, how can they
unite the country; if they can't even run an orderly convention,
how can they run the United States, ' the same onec used in 1968
is a natural.

THE MC GOVERN SMEAR

Again, clearly the McGovern answer to any and all attacks
will be to charge the "Old Nixon" with his "smear' tactics. The
response to Stein demonstrated this. We will have five or six of
the most egregious McGovern attacks listed -- and out to all
speakers, with a short memo by convention's end -- if McGovern is
nominated. At that point we ought to elevate all of these horrible
statements, and demand to know if McGovern intends to campaign on the
issues -- or to continue in this vein of comparing RN with Hitler,
calling his Administration '"racist” etc. McGovern is still being
allowed to get away with being "'the most decent man in the Senate"
and his rhetoric has been the wildest of any man in recent political
history.

THE ESTABLISHMENT THEME

We ought to set this early that McGovern is not the candidate
of the pcople, but of a small elite, of New Leftists, the elitist
children, ctc. Again, this impression should be made early
in the campaign, before many voters have made their minds up.
McGovern theme is certain to be to make himself the "candidate of

the people' against the ''candidate of the politicians, " i.e. us. We
have to get in early with this elitist idea; we have to capture the

anti-Establishment theme early.

Again, my great concern is that McGovern may successfully
establish himself as underdog, anti-Establishiment, "out" candidate.
Our spcaking resources, carly, should be directed to thrusting
us into the position of the candidate of the coinmon man, in the
titanic struggle with the power of the Eastern Ilstablishment.
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THE WAFFLER

Again, another strength of McGovern's which will necessarily
be weakened post-convention is his reputation for 'candor, honesty,"
“"'wou know where he stands, ' nonsensc. He will start moving, he
already is moving on the issues right now -- and there is no
contradiction between nailing him with his $1000 giveaway program
one day, and denouncing him for "trimming'" by abandoning it the
next. I'or McGovern, movement in and of itself can be damaging -~
because his whole campaign program is '"Right from the Start.” We
should nail every shift, every movement -- and nail that "Right from
the Start, ' right from the start.

Buchanan

Note: Have read the McGovern Book in part and analyzed
his ads to a degree, and will have some followup thoughts on the
Yehavooter" of MeGoern -- and where he is investing his resources,
what 1ssues, what personality traits,



e

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 25, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

SUBJECT: McGovern Problems with Party Regulars (News Summary Note)

Cronkite is right. The McGovern camp is divided between True
Believers and Pragmatists; the former of whom would be distraught
with a McGovern '"deal' to save the Daley delegation, for example.
The True Believers are notunlike the Goldwaterites in the galleries
at the Cow Palace, who gave Rocky the treatment before a national
audience, while Cliff White and the others on the floor were holding
their people to a respectful silence.

The Pragmatists in McGovern's camp, however, are themselves
divided, essentially over the question of what course to follow:

A) Stay on his positions, with little fudging, thus running against
the President as a truthful, honest, candid, far-reaching reformer,
who does not back off what he believes. (By doing this, he will force
some Democrats to bolt).

B) Or move to the center, right in the public glare, by "embracing"
a Democratic Platform more moderate than his own on welfare, taxes,
defense, etc.

Manckiewicz and some of the others who are pragmatists apparently
feel that the pragmatic thing to do is to stand fast -- to try to win not
on coalition politics, but win on the undiluted Prarie Populism
approach, which keeps the True Believers happy.

On the challenge at the convention, however, all of McGovern's
pragmatists wish they would go away. They don't want Dick Daley
kicked out of the Convention; they are not supporting the challenges
openly; though it is inevitably their people (Jesse Jackson & Co.) who
are carrying out purges.

The point of the matter is that right now, McGovern does not control
his delegates, the way Cliff White and the others could control the
Goldwater delegates. They are "issues' people, many of them, who
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are womens lib, pro-abortion, anti-war, etc. types first, and
McGovern delegates second. They are for McGovern because of
his stand on these issues, not for the issues -- because McGovern
is for them. Their first loyalty is, in many cases, not to form

a coalition that can win -- but to guarantee the success of the
particular and independent causes in which they are working. Some
of them are using McGovern as a vehicle for the advancement d
their own objectives, which McGovern's best interest may or may
not dictate at this point in time.

And if McGovern tries to turn them off, they will raise hell publicly;
and if he does not -- and lets the purges and challenges run amok --
he risks the outrage and alienation of the party regulars, because

it is his animals raising hell in the cage.

Buchanan will be astonished, and we will be in for some difficulty,
if those Gay Lib, Women's Lib, black militant, etc. types -- all of
them camera hogs -- do not raise hell if they do not get their way
at Miami Beach. At this point, it seems to me impossible for the
Democrats to quietly reconcile the basic differences they have --
and highly improbable that the resulting internecine war can be kept
off the television cameras.

Some of the preliminary caucuses promise exciting events for Miami,

Buchanan
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 24, 1972
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LR MORANDUM FOR: THE STAFF SECRETARY -
¥ ROM: CH ARLES COLSON \K
SUBJECT: Action Memorandum #P-2105

Democratic Convention
Request

It was requested in Presidential Action Memorandum P-2105 to comment
on a comment noted in the June 23 News Summary by Walter Cronkite
as to McGovern's position on the Democratic Convention.

Response

I think Cronkite's point was absolutely accurate. It is a thesis that I
have also been arguing. McGovern'is in a very difficult position. The
left forgives him moving to the center; the conservative regulars in
the Democratic Party, the Meanys and the Daleys, etc., really do not
trust him and will not believe him if he does shift positions. Moreover,
he is beginning now to get some pressure from the left as he did in the
Wicker column this week, challenging his credibility and in effect
making it harder for him to shift.

The fact that he now controlsthe Platform Committee -- and that has
been made public -- puts him in an extremely difficult position. If the
platform comes out in moderate terms, he can be held accountable for
the ''sell-out"; if it comes out as a radical platform, we will call it
the McGovern Platform. Either way he will try not to accept responsi-
bility for it but he should be vulnerable to one side or the other.

Most of the press analyses that suggest that McGovern will clean himself
up have been predicated on the fact that he can embrace a moderate plat-
form and that is his excuse for moving to the center. He may no longer
use that excuse, however, since he controls the Platform Committee.
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Indeed, as Cronkite pointed out, the rules and credential fights also
will be within his control. He can hardly avoid being held accountable
for actions of the delegates and it is almost impossible for him to avoid
taking sides himself., I don't think that Cronkite was simply trying to
build suspense; Ithink he was reporting one of the toughest problems
McGovern has,

YA




MEMORANDUM

THE WIIITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 23, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. CHUCK COLSON
FROM: BRUCE KEHRLIW
SUBJECT: Dem Convention

The June 23 News Summary had the following note on the Democratic
Convention:

-- CBS had half-hour special (4:30-5:00) on Dem pre-
convention hearings. McG seems well on his way,
said Cronkite, but ahead lies a booby trap -- the
rules, credential, and platform hearings., If McG
extremists crowd out regulars and take extreme
position it'll confirm worst fears of his opposition,
said Walter, and it could even drive away supporters.
If he sides with his backers, he'll risk alienating
center and right, but if he backs the regulars in the
interest of party harmony, he'll risk alienating his
supporters, -~

Referring to the above, the question was raised as to whether this
was really a possibility or just a way to keep interest up.

Please forward your response to the Office of the Staff Secretary
by close of business, Monday, June 26.

cc: H.R. Haldeman
Alexander P, Butterfield
Patrick Buchanan
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 25, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO:  JOHN MITCHELL
yH. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: PAT BUCHANAN

Last week or so, Mills Godwin, a respected former Governor of
Virginia, announced that he could not support McGovern & Co.,

and was going for Nixon in November. That was good news, but
terrible timing. Godwin got a nice little spread in the "metro"
section of the local paper. If we have lined up, or know of,
Democrats about to bolt to RN -- they should be called upon to

hold until after the Conventlion, when it becomes major political
news in terms of November, and then to do so, with Maximum
Fanfare in their State Capitals., Also, this is probably being done,
but we should orchestrate them, so that they fall sequentially, one
or two major figures a week -- and then on a rcgular basis, the

RNC or Re-Election Committec can send out a release listing major
national Democrats who cannot support the "extremism' of McGovern.
Muskic did most things badly, but one thing he did extraordinarily
well was to drop the endorsements he had lined up with the kind of
skill that made it appear opposition to him was hopeless. The fellow
looked like he was filling up a straight, with ease, only to turn over
nothing on the last card. But the buildup was impressive; and we
should orchestrate similarly,

Buchanan
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