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THE WHITE HOUSE
W A S H I NGTON

Janua.ry 18, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM THE PRESIDENT

\

~/

I wou ld like for you to have a discussion w ith Finch and Mitchell
prior to the tim e that you, Dole, Mitchell and I meet after the
State of the Union wi th regard to our long-r a nge political activities .
L et us begin with the proposition that for .the whole of 1971 I want
to keep my own political activities to an absolute minimu m. Th e
tough question wi ll come w ith regard to what we do in the primary
states in 1972. For example, if we have to make a decision to
enter the prirnari es, it will have to be made before the end of
1971 in order to handl e th e situation in New Hampshire. Vn1at
I see' ourselves being drawn into is a whole year of campaigning
in 1972 in New Hampshire, Wisconsin, Oregon, Nebraska and
California due to their laws which put candidates! names on the
b a llots whether they approve it or not. There will be a tendency
for some of our people to want us to m .ove in this direction in
order to preempt th e field. My own view is that if possible
I ought to avoid getting involved in any of th e primary states,
including California, even if it meant that this might open up
tho se states for someone else to get their votes at the Con
vention. Far more important than getting support in such
primary state s for the Convention is to allow me to conduct
myself in 1972 for as long a time as possible in a way that will
help us win the e l ec tion.
In any event, I wi ll under no circumstances agree to do any cam
paig ning wha tever in the primary states. What I am thinking of
is going even further: aV0iding becoming a candidate at all until
shortly befor e the Convention. I am sure that you can see the
great advantages of this approach. Talk this over with Finch
and Mitchell and then at a later tim e we wi ll t a lk it over in a
broader group.
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What led me to write this memorandum is the fact that several
of those who attended the National Committee reception asked
about corning in to see me about the political situation in their
states. Greg Evens (sp. ?) for example said he'd like to corne
in to talk about th e situation in South Carolina. Bill Fettridge
said that he had written me a letter about Sam Witwer, and I
assume that the letter dealt with either Witwer's being used
in our campaign or perhaps for some other appointment. When
Buz Lukens carne in to see me, he talked about the situation in
Ohio and his de sire to work for us in Ohio.
\

Taking each of these individuals in order, I should under no
circumstances have any discus sions with Greg Evens (?) about
the political situation in South Carolina and this should be a
rule with regard to anybody during the year 1971. You, Mitchell
and Finch should find a way, however, to follow up with a fellow
like Evens (?) so that he feels that the me s sage is getting through
to me. Incidentally, in his case, you will have to determine whether
or niJt Evens (?) and Dent get along. I am not sure that they do.
In the case of Witwer, the Illinois situation requires a very thorough
examination of all the power units there. In any event, a fellow
like Witwer should be used but it is important immediately as you
can see that we have some one man in char ge in Illinois so that
when I get a que stion about somebody like Witwer, I will know
where to refer it.
In the case of Lukens, as you know, this involves John Andrews,
the Ohio political hierarchy and a lot of other wheels within wheels.
My general impression of him is about what yours is but, on the
other hand, he has a lot of drive, a lot of friends and could probably
turn out to be quite useful to us provided it will work out in coopera
tion with Andrews and other s in Ohio. I would like for you to see

that all three of these are followed up so that they know that I have
passed the information on. Lukens, incidentally, tells me that the
County Chairman in Cuyahoga County, Hughes, was the real culprit
in the 1970 elections and is bad news as far as we are concerned.
My guess is that Andrews is our best contact in Ohio but again
let's be sure that we just don't line up with one power faction against
another. Lukens, incidentally, also wants to talk about political
activitie s in other state s where some of his PR people will be
working. Just see that somebody responsible handles him in a
proper way.
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All of this, of course, points up the necessity at the earliest
timE:) possible of having our political situation put down state
by state as far as the major states are concerned, in a way
that we can use the people who will be helpful to us and keep
them from getting me involved.
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