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Larry, 

~~~~'mOrning at 10.00 we put the final touches on 

the next ser1es of roll1ng wave questions. Please feed 

in any 1tems to which you would l1ke responses by Fr1day. 

r,~
Do you wish a written report on the $QQV8 1~8M(and 1f so 

where should it be sent? 

Also -



Se ptember 30/0ctober 1. 

Th s report i s based upon 1, 230 responses from 

a random probabili ty sample in 9 northern batt,leground 

stiat es during the peri od 26-29 September (California, 

Missouri , Wisconsin , Illinois , Michigan , Ohio, Pennsyl

vania , New Yor k , Nel'l Jersey). Thi s yields a sampling 

error of plus or minus 3 per cent. 

(1) I'm going to r ead you s everal possible actions 

the U,S, could t ake in r egard to Vie tnam. For each one 

please tell me whether you would be for or against this 

type of action. 

(a) The U,S. should try to get more troops 

from other nations to help in the fighting in Vietnam. 

Fori 76%; Aga1nst : 18% ; No op1nion. 6%, 

(b) The U,S. should continue to bomb military 

targets in North Vietnam. Agree I 64%; Against 21%; 

No opinion. 15.%. 

(c) We shoul d use our Navy to close the port 

of Haiphong. For: 45.%; Against. 21%; No opinion. 34%, 

(d) We should send more of our o~m, ground troops 

to fight in South Vi etnam. For: 15%; Against: 74%; 

No opinionl 11%. 
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(e) The U.S. s hould withdraw all of its troops 

f r om Vi etnam immediately. For : 19%: Against : 71%; 

No opinion : 10% . 

(f) We s hould s e t up a new governm~nt in Vi e tnam 

that inclUdes Co~~uni sts r epresentatives. For 21%; 

Agains t: 55%; No opinions 24%. 

(g) We should u s e atomi c bombs tin end 'the war 

in Vietnam qui ckly . For : 10%; Aga i nst: 80%; No opinion: 10%. 

(2) In your opinl Q!! are the Paris negotiations between 

tlhe U. S. and North Vietna:n gGJ..ilg to bring the war in Vietnam 

to an end or not. Yesl 15%; Nos 66%; No opinionl 19%. 

(3) Af ter the election, do you t hink there should or 

should not be a summi t meeting bet\~een our new President and 

the Russian leaders. Should be 69%; Should not be: 16%: 

No opinion: 15%. 

(4) Who do you thinK would do a better job of dealing 

with Russia at such a summit meeting, HubeTt Humphrey or 

Richard Nixon. HHHI 15%: RNI 43%: No differencel 4%: neitherl 6%. 

No opinion: 21%. 

(5) Right now as you understand it are we ahead or 

behind Rus sian is space achievements? Ahead I 16%; Behind: 67%: 

No opinion: 17%. 



BO X LlTNCHES 
er Through Room Service) 

$ 1 .85 

Choice of one of these s andwic hes: 


Beef Sliced Chicken Ham 


Ch icken Salad Egg Sa lad 


And one of these : 

Peanur Burter and Jelly Peanut Butter and Honey 

American Che es e Cream Cheese and Je lly or Nut 

* 
F res h Fr it Hard Boiled Egg Celery and Pickles 

Cak e Salt and Pepper 

$2.25 


Choice of two of these sandwiches: 


Be e f Sliced Chicken Ham 


Chicken Salad Egg Salad 


* 
Fresh Fruit Hard Boiled Egg Celery and Pickles 

Cake Sa It and Pepper 

$2.50 


Fried Chicken ( Half) or Chicken Sa lad 


Hard Boi led Egg Celery and Pickles 


Fresh Fruit Cake 


Bread and Buner Sandwiches Sa t and Pepper 


Do y o u hav e yo ur the rm os ? We w ill g ladl y fill it with Ho t o r fe ed 

Coffee or Tea. No Extra Ch arge . 

• 




I, 

z. ~I 


tIo~ ~ 

-:..,: . .. .. .. -

..... :. 

I .I 
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(6) Compared to t e space e f forts of Russia, have the 

space efforts of the U,S. i ncreased\ decreased, or stayed 

about the same during the J ohnson Admi nistration. Increasedl 23%; 

Decreased: 20%; Stayed the sames 43%; No opinionl 14%. 

(7) Some peopl e s ay that since Hubert Humphrey was 

Vice President with t he Johnson Adminlis t ration he should share 

tthe blame for any mistakes t hat were made. Do you agree or 
., 

di sagree. Agree I 24%; Di sagree: 69%; No opinionl 8%. 

(This was a very parti san re~ponse, with Democrats heavily 

disagreeing and Re publicans heavily agreeing.) 

Note: In wave:; 2 the following item was askedl "Hubert 

Humphrey should not be held responsible for mistakes of the 

Johnson Adminis trati on. Do you a gree or disagree?" Agrees 66%; 

Disagree I 26%; No opinion: 8%. 

The conclusion from this question asked in two forms 

is that a general attack on Humphrey for his relationship 

with Johnson is undesirable. The relationship should be left 

to the imagination wi thout a direct attack by the candidate. 



October 3, 1 968 

ME MORANDUM 

TO : ~aldeman 
Finch 

FROM: El lswort h 

RE: Te xas 

Te xas sta t e organization has r e ceive d results of 

po l l done by Merril l-\~lirthland pollste r s ope rat ing out of 

Ari zona, the organization used by the Re publi cans in Te xas 

t o do t heir polli ng. 

Following is the r e s ults of the fi eld work done 

Se tember 23-29 , compared with the same organ ization' s poll 

of 4 month s a go : 
End of Sept. End of May 

Nixon 
Humphrey 
Wallace 
Undecided 

34 
27 
22 
17 

3 0 
32 
20 
1 8 

The Texas people a re not releasin g t h is becaus e 

t he pol ls t e rs wi l l not authorize it on a par t i al b a s is 

and the Texas people do not want t he results of t heir 

Gove rnor si t uation made public. It is pre t ty bad as fo llows: 

Demo crat Preston Smith 45 
Repub l ican Pau l Eggers 22 
Undecided 33 

NB: Also, Albert F ay reports that the Ni xon campa ign-

in Texas is now ful l y funded. 
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He al so reports that he has a t errible time 

communica ting wi th New York. 



- --

a g o 

The ,c, :d e Poll (C'llifo}"ni C1.. ) -- C(" t cb<:'l ; 6, 19 6h 

2 w ccL s 

43 

33 34 

'Wallac e 7 

2 1 

11 15 

H o w stro ngly cio you feel abou t you r choice ? 

Nix on Hum phr e y IVa llace Cleaver 

V el' y str011 r;ly 59 49 47 2,5 

Sornewha t s troD gly 22 27 34 42 

Not ver y stron~Jy 19 24 18 33 

o o 1 o 

R~ps. D errl s . Oth e rs 

Ni xon 78 18 42 

H Uinphrey 7 52 2 

WaJlace 5 9 13 

Cl e a vcr 0 3 18 

Don't Know 10 18 25 

HUDlphrey supporters i ndi.c ate strongc :c commitrn ent corn pared to the i r 

respo il;;es in the previo us survey, M arginal wea kenin g of c om.lnitrnen t 

to Nixon . ',\, ~.ll". c e 3D p por tel" s l cs s s t r o ng ly c 0ll1.1il. i t ted. H urn phr ey 

trails Nixon by less in Norther n C liim' nia t. a n in Souther n California . 

VI,-,Hace nO\\I rec eived h t': avieT SU p pOl' t in N o r th er n C n i f o"i"nj a theW 



) 

Alabama 21 17 55 7 -3l.j· 

~. la.ska 51 37 7 5 +llJ, 

Arizona 53 28 14 5 +25 

Arkansas 27 23 42 8 , -15 

'~'Ca1 ifornia 46 32 17 5 . +14 

i}Co1orado 46 35 Ill, 5 +11 

{('Connee ticut 44 34 12 10 . +10 

·;:.D elaware 41 25 25 
, 

9 +16 

Dis t rict of 
Columbia 22 53 15 10 -31 

*F1orida 38 21 34 7 -I- 4 

Georg i a 24 22 46 8 -22 

Hawa ii 43 45 7 5 - 2 

il-Idaho 49 28 18 5 +21 

';:'1 l1 1nois 51 25 16 8 +26 

*Indiana 48 22 23 7 +25 

·*1owa 57 26 9 8 +31 

*Kansas 62 22 8 8 +40 

*Kentucky 42 27 23 8 . +15 

Louis iana 19 21 53 7 -34 

.x.' laine 58 26 6 10 +32 .. 

aryl and 36 27 28 9 + '8 

1968 Presidential Electi on Simulati on based on Gallup Poll 
(September 20-22) (hy A.. &~...... rf"" ) 

(Est imated Vote) 

STATE NIXON HUMPHREY WA LLACE OTHER 
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srrATE NIXON HUMPHREY · lLfl.LLACE OTHER NI XON M RGIN 

*Mas sachusetts 40 39 11 10 + 1 

'~Mic higan 48 28 16 8 +20 

t ~'*Minnesota 52 33 7 8 .,.•..L 9 

,--Missi ss i ppi 13 15 OJ 7 -52 

*Mis s ouri 47 25 21 rr +22 

* Jonta a 48 38 9 5 -:-10 

·:t-Nebras ka 64 17 11 8, ~: . ? ' 

* evada 46 35 14 5 +11 

'K "ew ...a..rnpshlre 54 29 7 10 -:-25 

*New Jer s ey 42 28 20 10 -:-14 

'X'New Mexico 44 37 14 5 + 7 

+' 7 *Ne\v York 41 34 15 10 . , 

North Carolina 34 22 37 7 - -3 

o}lo ior th Dakota 62 2L~ 6 8 -:-42 

*Ohio 49 24 19 8 +25 

"*Oklahoma 45 24 23 8 +21 

o;:;'Oregon 48 35 12 5 +13 

*Pennsylvania 40 30 20 10 +10 

Rhode I s land 39 42 9 10 - 3 

South Carolina 28 21 44 7 -16 

*S outh Dakota 65 21 6 8 +44 

.;{°Tennes see 37 21 35 7 + 2 

Texas 37 26 30 ·, 7 + 7 

o}l- Ut a h 49 32 14 5 +17 

*Vermon'G 60 25 5 10 +35 



STATE NIXON 

-;;'Virgin a 37 

'* T s . ing ton 45 

':<-We st Virginia 38 

*Wi c onsin 52 

", W-YOIn ing 49 

(/, S . J1 3 

1J,)( d'-t 

,., &111M' k V"Y 
W al/llte 

- 3 -

HUMPHREY \' ALLACE O'l'HER JIXO N MARGI N 

26 

41 

32 

26 

32 

30 

9 

20 

15 

14 

7 

5 

10 

7 

5 · 

+ .7 

+ 4 

+ 6 

+26 

+27 

.1-.i" J.. I -tI S



~ ~ I ,, ~ - i~~ '1 rrr.l ../. 1\'tJ 1968 ELECTOP.AL VUYE PROJECTION 
(as of late September)...... 

NIXON B.l...'MPHREY WALLACE 

Ii !!!I
3 Alaska 3 Nevada 3 D. c. I 10 JUabama 

II I 
II 5 Arizona 4 New Hampshire Ii II 7 MississippiI 40 California 4 New Mexico I i

6 Colorado 4 North Dakota II !I8 Connecticut 6 Oregon I4 Idaho 29 Pennsylvania 
'1 I,Fairly Safe il 26 Illinois L~ South Ds,kota 


Iowa L~ Utah

II 9 

7 Kansas 3 Vermont 
11 I


II21 Michigan 9 viashington 
4 Montana 3 Wyoming I I' 

I II i
5 Nebraska I 

II (17)Ii (211) I 
1 (3) 

n 'I I II 
ii 

Del&'Hare 43 New York l~ Havaii \1 6 Arkans8.sII II
14 

3 
Florida 26 Ohio II ll~ Massachusetts 11 12 Georgia 

,\1 13 Indiana 8 Oklahoma 
I 10 Minnesota II 10 Louisillna'1 

9 I 12 I 13 lJo:rth Carolina IIII Kentucky 12 Virginia I Missouri 

Close 4 Maine 7 West Virginia ~. R.~ode Island 
 11 Tennessee III 110 Maryland 12 Wisconsin II 8 South Carolina 

17 NeH Jersey II 25 Texas 1 
I 
I.1 ' II (52)(178) (77)II II I II 

"'f ;! " II ~ 
. 

TOTAL 389 80 69 

Method: The allocation of states to the three Presidential candidates is based on an ar:.alysis of polling date. " 
not on so-called expert opinion or intuitive judgement. Tr"ere are two main SOUTees of information that have bee~ 
used: 1. Various trial-heat state polls b;y Opinion Research Corporation, as well as available data from other 0"'- A 
ganizations. 2. Projections to individual states of the most recent regional trial-hGat data. The s e region-to
state prOjections are given substantial "\-leight "I{hen the state and regional :results have maintained a consistent 
pattern in Presidential electioilS from 1948 to .1964. When the state-to-region pattern of results has been mixed 0_ 

erratic, less ,{eight is given t<;> such projections: vn:en both t~~al heat polls a.'ld regional projections are avail~~ 
able, estimates are based on a Judgement as to whlch lS more re.Llable. 

O~inion Research Corporation 
Princeton, Ne1'j Jersey 

http:ELECTOP.AL


EXPLANATORY NOTES 


Regional results are based on Gallup Poll results for early 
September, and major-party voting patterns in the 1948 through 
1964 Presidential elections. 

States are judged according to the consistency of ~he rela
tionship behreen the vote for the Republican candidate in that 
state, and in the region as a vIhole. 

Stable relationships are of hTo types: 

a) 	 states in which the Republican candtdate con": 

sistently received approxli~ately the same level 

of support in the state as in the region; 


b) 	 states in which the Republican candidate has 

received higher, or lower, support in the state 

than in the region -- but the difference be

tween the state and the region has been highly 

consistent for each election. 


Regional projections not marked "stable" are those for states 
which have exhibited a-somewhat mixed pattern of results, when 
comparing state and regional voting behavior. 

State poll results: Results based on ORC surveys are marked as 
such (ORC). Other poll results (uBless marked fragmentary) are 
believed to be based on relatively recent statewide surveys. 
Fragmentary results are those of unknown origin or date. 

EAST 

Connecticut 	 Stable regional projection 

Delaware 	 Weighted composite of state poll 
(ORC) and r egional projection-X 

m.strict of CollJlI1bia 	 Estimate based on 1964 vote and 
fra~flentary poll information 

Maine 	 Regional projection 

l>1aryland 	 Stable regional projection, con
sistent vrith fragmentary poll 
information 

DI'l'ERMHTED TO BE AN 
.ADMINI STRATIVE MARKtNG . .... g'oH.lot:;i r;j~j.~•• ;L 
E.O. A~ Seotion 1.1 A.J L ( 


By ~r_JiARS. Peh ~!7 
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EAST (Cont.) 

Massachusetts 

New Harnpshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

Pennsylvani a 

Rhode Island 

Vermont 

West Virginia 

MIDI-lEST 

Illinoi s 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Michigan 

Minne sota 

Missouri 

Nebraska 

North Dakota 

Oh i o 

South Dakota 

Wisconsin 

Reg ional projection 

stable regional projection 

State poll ( ORC) consistent with 
stable regional projection 

state poll ( ORC) consistent with 
stable regional projection 

State poll ( ORC ) consistent with 
regional projection 

Regional projection 

Regional projection 

Regional projection 

State poll ( ORC) consistent with 
stable regional projection 

State poll consistent ·Hi th stable 
regional projection 

Regional projection 

Stable regional projection 

State poll ( ORC ) consistent with 
regional projection 

State poll; Humphrey home state-l(-'* 

state poll ( ORC )'~ 

Stable regional projection 

Re gional projection 

We ighted composi.te of state poll 
( ORC ) and stable regional projection 

Regional projection consistent 
with fragmentary poll results 

State poll ( ORC) consistent with 
stable regional projection 

Confidential 

http:composi.te


- 3 

SOUTH 

Alabama 

Arkansas 

Florida 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Mississippi 

North Carolina 

Oklahoma 

South Carolina 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Virginia 

WEST 

Alaska 

Arizona 

California 

Colorado 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Wallace home state-~ 

Past regional results suggest 
close to toss-up 

State poll ( ORC) consistent with 
regional projection 

Past regional results suggest 
c lose to toss-up 

Fragmentary state poll results 
consistent ,<lith regional projection 

past regional results suggest 
close to tos s -up 

Racial is sues suggest heavy 
Wallace support*"* 


State poll ( ORC)-X'-x, 


State poll consistent with regional 

projection 


State poll (ORC)-B


St~te poll ( ORC )** 

State poll ( ORC) consistent with 
regional projection 

State poll ( ORC) consistent with 
regional projection 

Regional projection 

Regj.onal projection 

State poll ( ORC ) consistent _-rith 
stable regional projectj.on 

Regional projection 

Regional projection 

State poll consistent "l<Tith regional 
projection 

Confidential 

http:projectj.on
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WEST (Cont .) 

Montana Stable regtonal projection 

Nevada Stable regional projection 

New Mexico Stable regional project i on 

Oregon State poll consistent with regional 
projection 

utah State poll consistent with regional 
projection 

Washington Stable regional projection 

Wyoming Stable 1'egiorlal projectio\l 

* 	 Regional projections for these states are somewhat incon
s i stent with available state poll results. 

** 	 Regional projections have not been used for thes e states 
because of highly erratic relationships to regional votj.ng 
patterns, or because of special circumstances of the 1968 
contest . 

Confidential 



I nstant Re :::earch Resul t s for the Per10d Endi ng Seep"!:' lber ;30 

The fi ndi n€;s followin g are b o s ed on telep hone .im;erv i e\vs 'tT i th 
a random sampling of 1 ,1169 voter s in CalilOl"ni3, Illinois, 
Michigan, Mi ssour i , Ohio, Penn sy l~3niu , New Je ~sey , New York, 
and Wi sc:un sin. Th e int ervie;'ring ,,; 2,S star~ed o.n Septembe r 20 
and i nterrupte d for thl'ee s tate t :ciCll {l cat surv~ys and ·then 
started up ag& i Cl for t h !2 per iod Sep ter:tbe r 27-- 30. Sampling 
error i s ± 3 percentage pcints. 

1. !avorability of Can~}.date s 

There i s litt l e marked change in thc bal ance of fav ora
b ility tmvard t h e thre e candidat es. There u'e someVlhat 
felder voters saying they are "more favorabh;:" t oward 
Rtchard Nixon tha n i n the survey done two W-:~ 2ks earli e r 
31% compared t o 39% . A larger nwnber s ay t he i r opinion 
is the " same as before " --- 46% comp ared t o 37% . 

As for Humphrey and Hallace, the data are virtually the 
same as i n the survey tyTO weeks earlier . MOTC say t hei r 
opinion of Humphrey i s l ess favorable (32% ) than say it 
is more f avora b l e (17%). I n the case of Wal ace, there 
are about equal number s in both ca tegori es _.- 21% more 
favorable, 24% l ess favorable. 

All thr ee c:?Jl1pa~. gn s h ave increasec. in visibility since 
1":1id-Septemoel' . The snarpest gain, h ovievcr, ha s been 
registe:c crl by the 1 i xon/Agne'ti c&.mp'3. i gn . 

IV Sept . 30 

i;.Tixonj.Ar;;r:.e'tl 58~I "LCl"' m'''' ''T o=>,r/ 'TU S 1.rl· erIAl. 1 )1.. .. . ~ .) .. .....:: .... - . 50 
26';I!3.11ace 
, ,..

No opjni on 1.0 



3 . Issues 

Vi etnam (68%) remains the overriding i ssue of most impor
tance in the mi nds of voter s. Next most frequently men
tioned are civi l righ t s (29%), crime and violenc e (22%), 
riots /Civi l disorder ( 18% ), taxes and economic problems 
(18%) . .. 

A s i zable r:J.Ci jority (68%) think Lhe no\'! Presiden t should 
mee t at t he summit ",i i h l\ussian l eaders. vJhcn a sked 
liThe ther Hwnphrey or r ::"xon Hould do a better job, Nixon 
gets the choice -_. 1+3% to 27% for Humphrey. 

5. Vietnam Policy 

In a series of tests of poss ible U. S. action i n Vietnam, 
voters express themse l ves aga i nst vJ i thdr2,,'al and for con 
tinuation of the bomb ing of military targets . 

For Against 

Mor e troops from other nations to 

help in Vi etnam 75% 


Cont inued bombing of mili tar'.Olr targets 6LI% 

Closing the port of Haiphong 48% 

More U. S . ground troops in Vietnam 74% 

Wi thdrmva1 of all troops immediate ly 73% 

Vietnam gover nme nt that includes 
Communi sts 56% 

Atomic: bombs to end the Vietnam ivar 81% 

'GIro-thirds of the voters are skeptical of the Par is peace 
negotiat i ons , do not thi nk they will end the war . 

6. Fo- tas Nomi na tJ.on 

The rej ect j on of the Fortas nominat i o;l is mor e or les s 
in keeping Hi t h the ba ance of opinion among the mi llOr i ty 
Hho expressed an op i nion . As r:, :;.!~y as a th :_ rd had heard 
or read nothi ng about the case . On l y 19% express thern 



selves in favor of Fortas as Chief Justic e; 28% aga inst ; 
53% had no opini on . THo-thirds agr ee that the appo i nt 
ment of a nOT Chief Justic e shoul d \vait upon the newly 
elected President. 

Among the mino:ci ties \vho had an opun on on I'There 'the can
didates stood regarding t'le For tas nomi n:ttion, ..Humphrey 
was thought to be for it 35% to 3%; Nixon against jt 25% 
to 6%. 

7. u. S. vs . Russia in Spac e 

A l arge majority (64%) fe e l \ve are bcb ind Rus sia in'space 
ach ievements. There is dis<3.grE:: cment as to hO'fT the balance 
between the U. S . and Russia has changed during the Johnson 
Administration. 

"Compared to the space efforts of Russia , have 
the space efforts of the Unit ed States increased, 
decreased, or stayed about the same during the 
Johnson Administration?" 

Increased 23% 
Decreased 21 
Stayed the same 43 
No opinion 13 

8. Humphrey Responsibility for Johnson Administration Errors 

A maj ori ty disagree ,vi th the idea that Humphrey should 
share the blame for mistakes of the Johnson Administration. 
In the September Have II study , the same question ,vas 
asked from a different standpoint and vir tually the same 
result came out. Thus, 'iThether stated positively or 
negatively, voters r e j ect the argument tha t Humphrey is 
to blame for J ohn son Administration errors. 



STATE : 


RESFO ND};; '['I' 's Fj{oHE NUHBEH: 


INTERVI~HER : 
,--

Df\.':~ i'; : -------  - -  - -

LE G'I'H OF IN'I'ERVll:H: MI Nu 'rFS 

OPIN I ON SUtnr ;:y 

I'm and I'm wor king on a pol i ti cal survey being made for 
Opinion Resea:c ch Co:cporat i on in Princeton, l·ie ',-T J en:; ey. Th j s will only take a fev mi nutes, 
and I would very much like to have yc~,:~' vic,::;. 

1. 	 As you knmT, in Nove mb e:c of this year there 1 VERY SURE 
will be an election for President of the 2 FAIRLY SURE 
United States. Hov sure are you ~h~t you \ P~~~ABL,Y HOH' T VOTB 
viII be voting -- very sure, fairly sure, or 	 ~ ~''i' KNOTtl 
probably won't you vote? ~ DISCONTI NUE I NTERVI BH "j 

2. 	 If the Presidential election vere being held 1 NIXON/AGNEW 
today, which c a n d idates liTould you vote for -  2 HUMPHREY/MUSKI~ 

the Republican candidetes Nixon and Agncv, 3 WALLACE/GRI FFIN 
the Democratic candidates Humphrey and Mus1-;:ie, I 4 UNDECi~1 
or the Third Party candidates Wallace and 
Griffin? 

(IF 	"UNDEC I DED" ON Q. 2, ASK): 

/ /.L// '1. /}( / ~- -' 

-

3. 	 As of today, do you lean more tovrard 1 NIXON / AGHET,y 

Nixon/Agne'~T, Humphrey /Muskie or Wallace/ 2 HUl'1PHHEY /MUSKIE 
Griffin? 3 WALLACE/GR I FFIN 

UNDECIDED .--, " ~ ' (;, 1" :: ~, ~ ~'-; ~ ~ ft ~ ~f ... e '" ~ , ; l 'l 'I' ' r ;:5;, '" . R 'i' ", ('" 
4 - / "';._r i , I 1/ ' . " " 	 ' I" 

. r.--	 t...: .~....· ~ "u , ~ . " ~ ~" ~ c- ... ' .r tt' . j ,...- I .r t ~ ~ '"\.~~ I.. 


_" ~ -~: ' -" ~ ;-"~' _._ __l . .' __ -.~ , . :~. -"-';";"' _. _~_._.....- :.. ,..,;..~_ - 4 . .. . -,-- . ..=.-~-- .---• ....:.... .- _ .:: ----=:.........:... 

Hith i n the past f ew veeks, has your opinion 31 1 MORE FAVORABLE ,1 ~ ( 
of Richard Nixon become more favorable or It' 2 LESS FAVORABLE f )' 

'less favorable than it 'Has before? i~r6 3 SliME AS BEFORE ')' ') 
'~i 4 NO OPINION C'/ 

/ 	 1 

Within the past few weeks, has your opinion [7 I HORE FAVORABLE it, 
of !!..'::l:bert lI1J.illn lrcey beco:ne more favor\ble or ';;7_ 2 LESS FAVOR ABLE _-) ) 
less f avorable t han it was before? '-Li~ 2- 3 SAME: AS BEFORE ; , 

j C( 4 NO OPINI ON I 1_ 

( 


~ HonE FAVOR.!l.BL;~ -' 2~ 
of Geor g e Ha l lace 'oecome more favorable or 

. 6. With I n the past few weeks, has your opinion 
LESS FAVORABL1 'J L

- -:; [

less f a vora b l", than it vTaS before? ),- ~- 3 SAlY1E AS BE'F'OHE I 

)--7 4 NO OP I NI On '-- '1'I c, ~Ii \ r -:- ? 
r
J 

~~ ' . - _ (. , 

<;~ t l. ldhat , in your opinion, are some of the most i mp ortant prot] ems facing the country today? 
' I 
I , 

!j 

/0 
Lj
:)
7 ____, 

http:VOR.!l.BL


1 

f"'i \ ~ ~ . ' i e ' ~/' 	
--·2 

/:1 ,- "'/ (''-, j l t ~ . • ' t ,? t; f. . ~ . \. ~ 	 'l// J - .. / I.::>~.' 	 \", · c ' ,:. 
~. '. . j ;,'. 8. 	 In the presidential campaigns so far, which NIXON / AGJlTE\..f 


side have you be en hear ing the most about HUMPHHEY!-'1USKIE '. ' ;: 


L the Nixon/Agnew side, t he Humphrey /,vluskie side, HALLAC E f _ 
or the Wallace side? NO OPINION " • 

ij!t.."1 ), C r. r-:./r;;..,rz ,.~ ,'-: 
_~)O)~\ flll~.!1 ~ ~ " ,< ~. , 8 ( .~ ':..., 

.... '9, Aft er ' L Ie e l e ct':'on,' do you think thc :ce should t: (-/ 1 SHOULD BE SUMMIT ~,EETING 
" or should not be a SU1N .l.Lt meeting beb-re e n our I '7 2 SHOULD NOT BE SUMMrr MEETI NG 
~ new President and th~ Russian leade r s? I~::: 3 NO "OPINION 
i 
r 

fl 10, 	 Who do you thi nk would do a be tter job o f .2 '7 1 HU PlffiEY 
dealing with Russia at such a s ummi t meeting L-! 3 2 NIXON
~ Humphrey or Nixon? '1" 3 NO DIFFERE CE


/; &- 4 NEITHE 

,;)0 5 NO OPINION U 

\1 Ii " C: I i' l\ H. • j "". ? .f\ ?~ c e. f 
It, ' It. ' J __ .:; : ~ ) , I ._ \J 

11. '. 'I 1m going to read you several possibIe actions that 	the United States could take in 
~ 	 regard to Vietnam, For each one, pl ease tell me whether you ,-TQuld be for or 


against this type of action . 
.. 
" FOR AGAINST NO OPINION 

a, 	 The United States should try to get more troops 
from other nations to help in the figllting in 
Vietnam. r;j 1 1212 7 3 

b, 	 The United States shoul d continue t o bomb 
/L/_military targets in North Vi e tnam. 	 ()-J- 1 7..-- )- 2 3 

). 
c. 	 We should use our Navy to close the port of 


. L{ [( 1
Haiphong . 	 .)---0 2 32-3 

d. 	 We should send more of our O'tTn ground troops to 
fight in South Vietnam. i .C;- 1 rJLI- 2 If 3 

e. 	 The United States shoul d withdraw all its troops 
from Vietnam immediately. Ii 1 732 73 

f. He 	 should s e t, up a ne,·r governnlent in Vietnam that ., 2-)-	 1 S6 2 ;J-~j includes Commun ist representa tives.'~ 

g. He should use atomi c bombs to end the '-lar in 	 /

ell Vietnam quickly. 	 It 1 o 2 ~3 

12. In your oplnlon, a.re the Pari s ne gotiations 	 BRING WAR TO F.HD 
betwee n the United States and North Vietnam NOT BEING i-l.6 TO END 


J goi ng to bri.ng the ',ja r in Vietnam to an end NO OPInON

" 

j or not? 



l 

---3 

~ " . N ' \ 
._' ")... "l r13, 

r. 

. 14. 

~t 15. , 

, 

1 
1 

.; 

~ 16, 
.) 

~, 

~ 

,. 
'
~ 

l . ' ~)' 

20': ' 

21. 

':". '. ! I" " ~ l · ~ ~ ~. ~i 
~. ,. f:' ~, 'U ~') " ~ I " I ,. t""· . i1/, .> _ . . .:. r," ~ l- ,,~ 'J 

have yo~ heard~; ~'e~d' cCi1ything about. Abe Fortas 
bei!1g nominated for Chief Justice o f the Suprcrr:e 
Court ? 

Do you think Abe Fortas should be ma de Chief 
Just.ice o f the Supr eme Court or not? 

9 

1 

'I

you agree or disagree with t hi s? 

Some Senators say they are going to block Fortas by a 
filibuster, that is, a continuous debate. Do you 
approve or disapprove of Senators doing this? 

As you unde r stand it, is Hubert Humphrey for or 
against the appointment of Fortas? 

As you understand it, is Richard Nixon f or or 
against the appo in tment of Fort as? 

•. ' . (,';I ~'l 'L I :. \ I I . . 
'Of ':,.' ~ 

Ri ght nc)',., ,'as you ·u.r'i·ci.'e·y~ s t aI1d it, are we ahead or 
behind Rus s ia in space achi evements? 

Compared to the space efforts of Russia, have 
the spa.ce efforts of the Unit ed States increa s ed , 
decreas ed , or s ta.yed about the same dur ing the 
Johns on Ac..r!1in j.stration? 

YES 
NO 

I? 1 YES 
2-c/ 2 NO 

,)3 3 NO opn I ON 

AGHEE 
DISAGREE 

NO OPINION 

APPROVE 
DISAPPROVE 

NO OPINION 

3,) 1 FOR 
3 2 AGAINST 
6 2. 3 DON'T KNOll' 

b 1 FOR
;2.> 2 AGAINST 

C(' 3 DON'T KNOW6 

i ?l l AHEAD 

{,t./- 2 BEHHiD 

/ c/ 3 NO OPINI ON 


7- 31 INCREASED 
'2--1 2 DECRKtl SED 
Lf} 3 STAYED THE SAf.'lE 

4 NO OPI NION1 3 



. 1 ---4 
t (\;,. 1 ~ . iJ ..

~ 

~; 1_ ' ." 

1 22. So~e :;:; f.·ople say that since Hubert Humphrey was AGREE 
..< 

Vice P!"cs i den t Hith the Johnson Administration, DISAGREE
he should share the blame for any mist al..:-cs 

NO OPINIONI that were made. Do you agree or disaeree? 
li 

23. In poJ . i~ics as of today , do you consider 
yourself a Democrat, a Republican, an 

I:-,Qcpendent , or vrhat? 


(Specify)
Ir 5 UNDECIDED 

( IF "INDEPEN DE Til ON Q . 23, ASK): f
24 . To vihlch pari~y -- Republica n or 

13 1 REPUBLICAN
Democrat - - do you lean? 

/ 1 2 DE,10CRAT 
3 NEITESR 

25 . wo at is your age , please? 
26 . Sex: 1 MAN 

1 2t - 25 YEARS 2 HOMAN 

2 26 - 29 YEARS 
3 30 - 39 YEARS 
4 40 - 49 YEARS 

5 50 - 59 YEARS 
6 60 - 64 YEARS 
'r 65 YEARS AND OVER 

THANK YOU VERY MUCH! 
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