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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESl@

September 6, 1972 (L

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON C. STRACHAN

FROM: ROBERT C. ODLE, JR. ¢1(~

Attached is a resume of another gal
Friday.




RESUME

Dolores Ulman - Telephone: office 333-3940
1200 North Nash Street home  527-6835
Arlington, Virginia 22209

OBJECTIVE

To apply extensive working experience to a position of challenge and responsi-
bility, and which requires flexibility and creativity.

BUSINESS EXPERIENCE

Administrative - My recent positions have required a mature judgment of people
and situations in order to make correct decisions; resourcefulness to obtain
information or material and to solve prob?ems requiring efforts thru out-of-
the ordinary channels; initiative to recognize and begin projects where results
would Qe of value; thoroughness to ensure correctness and completeness of
assignments, and adaptability.

My teaching experience contributed to a deeper understanding of peop]e and
developed my ability to supervise persons and to create enthusiasm in them
for their assignments.

Planning and Development - I have developed a keen organizational ability, recogni-
zing priorities in ovder to be able to effect assignments in a timely fashion.

I have demonstrated the ability to develop facets of a job so as to be of

increased value to my employer.

Public Relations - I believe I have a discerning perception of human nature which
evolved from my experience in placement of female employees at The White House,
in which position I also functioned as a counsellor.

In addition, I worked in the Public Relations Department of General Motors

Corporation through which 1 gained knowledge of basic PR functions and the
news media.

Political - Through recent involvement in politics I have a much deeper appre-
ciation of the workings of government and its far reaching effects, and I know
my way around the departments and agencies of the federal government.

POSITIONS HELD

May 1971 to the present - Administrative Assistant to Mr. Harry Flemming at

the Conmittee for the Re-election of the President, in his function as political
head of the campaign (organizing state leadership in all 50 states), serving as
campaign liaison with gubernaterial, senatorial and congressional races, and
doordinating National Convention efforts. [ handled all financial paperwork
for the first nine months of the campaign, i.e., formulating a monthly budget,
paying the taxes, payroll and all biils.




February 1971 to May 1971 - Personal secretary to Mr. Paul Mellon, philanthropist.
I was responsible for delivery and payment of art purchases, mostly from abroad,
several checking accounts, in addition to usual duties of such a position. The
pasition required a great deal of discretion and judgment.

January 1969 to February 1971 - Administrative Assistant to Mr. Harry Flemming
in his position as Special Assistant to the President, The White House., 1
planned and coordinated administrative functions of the office, performed
liaison work between Mr. Flemming and his staff assistants, handled placement
of female personnel at The White House and government departments and agencies
where assistance was requested.

Prior to working for Mr. Flemming, I was a member of Mr, John Ehrlichman's staff.

October 1968 to January 1969 - Secretarial Assistant to Mr. John HWarner, Office
of the President-elect, and prior to that in the campaign to elect Mr. Nixon.

In the office of the President-elect, our function was to staff the new admini-
stration. As National Director for United Citizens for Nixon-Agnew, Mr. Warner's
office was the funneling point for nation-wide campaign problems as well as
directing the Washington contingent of the national campaign.

1957 to 1968 - General Motors Corporation in various capacities commencing in
Milwaukee, Wisconsin with the Public Relations Department from which I was

promoted to run the Special. Projects Section which had the responsibility of
familiarizing the public, educators, the military and business with GM's missile
guidance development through tours, speeches, d1nners and convention participation.
I handled all aspects of these functions.

General Motors Corporation transferred me to Washington, D. C. in 1960 where I
worked as a secretarial assistant in various divisions until 1968.

Previous Positions - Secretary to a Vice President of American Can Company in
Wisconsin; teacher in the Business School of an adult education program sponsored
by the city for five years.

Education: - Completed two years at college level

Skills: Handie varied correspondence, write news releases, operate most
business machines, shorthand 120 wpm, typing 90 wpm.

Personal interests: Tennis, skiing, riding, travel and reading.

Personal data: Born September 15, 1930 in Wisconsin, single, height 5'7" -
weight 130 1b. health excellent
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ADMINISTRATIVELY COMPFIDENTIAL—

December 14, 1972

MEMORANDUN FOR: E. R. BALDEMAN
FROM: GORDOM STRACHAN
S8UBJECY s Cowputer Data Base

Assets at CnP

The CRP collected and used 31 million names for the
direot mall programs. The infermation related to
these nanes ~- address, income, make of car, ete.,

is stored at UCC of which Sam Wyly is Chairman. In
addition to Wyly, eccess to the information is limited
to Jeb Magruder, Bob Marik, and Bob Morgan.

After November 7, Magruder asked Bob Moxgan to prepare
uwuw&.wlmefmmmmanQbm
Moxgan's proposal is at Tab A. The proposal makes two
ansential points. Pirst, the mobllity of Americans
resnlts in 208 noving esach year. To maintain accurate,
usable lists they must be malled and cleaned periocdically.
Secend, no one currantly at the REC has the loyaity or
talent to use the lists correctly.

The valus of these lists should not he underestimated.
Bob Dole's first comments to the press after the
elaction included refersnce to seeing White House Staff
norbers to get the liats to the RIC, The Dempocrats use
the Ninnesota~based firm of Sherman-Valentine, which
zopctualy has 30 million names which are used at
Husphrey's direction. Sam Wyly has written the President
urging iz to maintain and use this resource for the
1974 Congressional and State races. (Letter at Tab B.)

oz has been in touch with ®Wyly to indicate that he
will de advised of a decision soon.

Row that it is public information that Georxge Bush will
be taking over the HNC on January 19, you should consider




transferring these mailing list assats to him. They will
substantially increase his clout and remove one of the
last points of dispute between the CRP and the 80P, Por
the assets to be saintained and used correctly, we need
one technical person familiar with the collection and use
during the campaign. 7The candlidate recommended by Magruder
and Morgan is Jin White, who worked during the caspaign for
Moxgan, The salary recommanded iz $30,000, which is too
high. He probably could be cbtained for $25,000.

To transfer thase assets to Bush at the RNC with appro-
priate esphasis of m is to direct thcir use, I recommend
mtem eall Geoxge Bush., A talking paper is attached at

GS/ib
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{EMORANDUM FOR: MR. JEB S. MAGRUDER

e}
7
FROM: BIB MORGAM 2.7 . i e?
L
SUSJECT: ' Fuature ¢f Dazt: Base

This memorandum is designed to give an overview of the Data Base
and present viable alternatives for its future maintenance and

.
use.

The Voter Registration Dzata collzcted for the 1972 Presidential
Election could be used at President Nixon's discretion to support
Republican candidates dur;ng the next four yegars. However, since
the mobility of thz American poruiace is such that 20% or more
move each yzar, the validity of the lists in 1975 will be minimal
Uniess a Luucuuxn Java Lase HQ;uuQﬁdnvv rng‘am iy dﬁvaicpad.

The results of integrating the VYoter ldentification Program with
the Political Direct Mail Program contributed greatly to the
higher turnout of voters favorable to President Nixon. This
concept will most lTikely be utilized in future campaigns at the
local level, as well as in future Presidential primaries and most
certainly in the General Election in 1976. The key states and the
volume of voters will remain approximately the same. The costs of
recreating the Data Base far exceed the cost of a four-year Data
Base Maintenance Program as shown at TAB A. This maintenance
program could either be funded through remaining campaign funds or
through a self-liquidating process. .

RECOMUENDATION:

That a separate non-profit corporation called, "information Systems,
Incorporated’ (1S1), be created to control the Data Base and have
ownership of the system at President Nixon's discretion. A draft
contract between UCC and ISI is attached as TAB B.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE ' COMMENTS




" APPROVE

_ RECOMMENDAT 1 ON:

. RECOUMENDATION:

That at the first Board cf Directors Meeting of 15!, the Finance
Committee to Re-elect the President assign ownership of the Data
Base, systems, and all other computer files of volunteers and
contributors to ISl, including thas Finance Committee lists.

et L

 DISAPPROVE S COMMENTS

That *a Ceneral Manager be named. The Gencral Manager should be a
marketing-oriented systems expert able to sell these services, as
well a3 plan orderly, sophisticated improvements.

.

APPROVE __ °  DISAPPROVE " COMMENTS

e ——

| personally recomnend Jim White for the position of General Manager
at ISl at a salary of $30,000 annually, plus expenses. Jim was a
Project Manager on the Political Direct Mail staff and as such, was
the trouble shooter in the systems area:. His background includes
both marketing and systems experience so he fits the needs perfectly.
The fact that he is knowledgeable about the Data Base makes him
uniquely qualified for this assignment. His resume is attached as
TAB C. This could be a self-supporting program if --

- Republican Senators and Congressmen utilize the list
for monthly segmented franking mail at $15.C0 per
thousand.

w2 list for polling and other

~ The Administration uses ti
¥
8] 'SI.

-’.
selective mailings throug

~ The list is used by commercial mailers through the
Direct Mail Standard Rates and Data Book. :

RECOMMENDATION:

That services be sold to all approved Republican office-holders and
candidates at $15.00 per thousand as a base price, and that computer
services be made available at breakeven costs.

APPROVE D1SAPPROVE ' "COMMENTS
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It seems more logical to expect a loss of $50,000 to $100,000

in 1973, however, the loss would be made up in 1974. Breakeven
could be expected in 1975, and substantial savings accrued for
the 1976 Election. A pro rata Profit and Loss Statement is
shown at TAB A. TAB A shows that if only 5,000,000 names were
used each year from 1973 through 1975, $31,750 viould be lost
versus creating a new Data Base in 1976 for over $1,000,000.

1f between 10,000,000 and 39,000,000 names were used each year
through the franking privilege, gross profits would be generated
that could be put back into the system to develop voter registration
lists in other battleground states.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Data Base for eight (8) states be registered in the
Direct Mail Standard Rates and Data Book for lease at $30.00 per
ﬁhousand.

APPROVL DISAPPROVE v + COMMENTS

-

in order to determine public reaction and opinion to various
domestic and international issues, stratified samples including

all voter types, could be retrieved from the Data Base. The sample
size should vary with the reliability desired. Selected samples
could also be retrived for opinion to specific programs, i.e.,
older voters, urban voters, ethnics, youth, etc.

RECOMMENDAT ION:

That the Administration sources request that polling samples be
purchaced through 1SI. (Just provide the source, not conduct the poll).

APPROVE DISAPPROVE COMMENTS

PRESENT VOTER IDENTIFICATION DATA BASE SUMMARY

The Political Direct Mail Department developed a Voter Registration

Data Base of approximately 31,000,000 registered voters in nine (9)

key states at a total cost of $1.1 million without any application

of overhead costs. During the first phase, individual vendors were
contracted to collect the voter registration lists of specific states

and to computerize this information into a standard format. Standard
edit programs were supplied to each vendor to validate the data. In

the second phase, at University Computing Company in Dallas, the Yoter
Registration Data Base was expand-¢ with specific demographic information
added. '
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In the nine (8) key states, those non-Republicans who were identified
. as favorable to President Hixon were indicated on the file. These
states are: ’ :

STATE NO. OF REGISTERED VOTERS
CALIFORNIA e - 8,626,372
CONNECT { CUT 1,373,465
ILLINOIS 2,682,289
MARYLAND 1,349,118
MICHIGAN 1,688,634
NEW JERSEY 3,196,192
OHIO 3,381,464
PENNSYLVANIA 5,157,088
TEXAS 3,970,274
TOTAL ‘ 29,736,262

Additionally, partial lists of registere& Republican voters were
developed for Tour (4) states. These are:

STATE
FLORIDA i . SR
MASSACHUSETTS . :

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW YORK

EXPENDED EFFORT IN DATA BASE DEVELOPMENT

The development of the Voter ldentification Data Base initially began
in those states which conducted Presidential primaries. The effort
for the nine (9) key states took about 3 1/2 months toc obtain, convert
and edit the voter registration lists. Another month was spent
updating the names of favorable non-Republicans.

COMPUTER LISTS DEVELOPED AS BYPRODUCTS

The Committee for the Re-election of the President presently has
computer files containing over 56,000 names of centributors and
voluntcers and 51,000 names of active youth volunteers. These
Contributor/Volunteer Lists are presently being converted to the
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standard 200-character format. TAB D shows the '"Survey of Volunteer
and Contributor Files' outlining the title, format and quantity
of records for each list.

There are several lists of contributors and volunteers that are
potcnatially available from the 1972 Campaign organizations. These
lists are: :

Telephone Program Key Leaders Lists (approximately 2,400
names)

Telephone Centers' Volunteer Lists (approximately 75,000
' names)

State Chairmen's Volunteer Lists (approximately 170,000
names) :

- Finance Committee Contributor Lists (quantity unknown)

.

Democrats for Nixon Volunteer Lists- (from ether than Direct
' Mail returns)

Another alternative would be to tuin the Data Base and systems over
to the RNC. This alternative is not suggested for these reasons:

1. . President Nixon lcoses direct control.

2. The Republican National Committee does not really
have a professional staff for control of the systems.

3. The Republican National Committee does not get
involved until after the candidate is nominated and
the President might want to support a candidate early
in the primary campaign.,

L, The system in 1976 must be developed in January 1976,
at the latest or a useful product will not be ready
for voter identification after the Republican Convention.

Attachments:
TAB A
TAB B
TAB C
TAB D

cc: Dr. Robert H. Marik

o - . Ty
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Sam WyLy
P. 0. Box ez=za
Darias, TeExas 7rseee

November 28, 1972

The President
The White House
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. President:

My family and associates are most grateful for America’s
overwhelming affirmation of your record of accomplish-
ment and powerful leadership. .

While it's fresh in my mind, I want to call to your attention
the existence of a very powerful direct mail campaign tool
in the combined data base, programs and expertise which
exist in the Committee to Re-Elect and in University
Computing Company.

This asset was created by work that was done for the sole
purpose of your re-election this year (and in retrospect you
most certainly would have won without it or most any other
specific campaign investment for that matter), but it is an
asset that can be used to add Republican Congressional
support for your Administration in 1974 and to assist the
Republican Presidential nominee in 1976 and in later years.

But unless you maké a decision to maintain this resource
with a few people and a small budget over the next two years,
its value to you will quickly dissipate.

ARl

T




Bob Morgan (under Jeb Magruder) knows those resources in

detail.
Sincerely,
Sam 4
Sam Wyly

P.S. The obvious answer seems to be to turn it over to

cC:

the Republican National Committee, But the talent to
make good use of this system, and to improve it,
simply is not in the Republican National Committee at
this time. It is in the Committee to Re-Elect the
President.

Mr. John Ehrlichman
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SaM WywLy
P.O. Box ezzs
Davrras, TeExas rsese

To The President

Through Mr. Bob Haldeman



TALKING PAPER FOR CRORGE BUSH
Re: Direct Mail Lists -~ Transfer to RNC

1) During the csspaign 31 aillion names wers
oollected and used in the direct mail, get-out-the-vote
program. The President sent 9 millica teleyrame based
on thess lists.

24) The lists and backup computer information are
currently held at UCC (Bam Wyly). Only Jeb Magruder
and two technical people have access. These assets must
be msintained and used to make them fully effective in
1874 And 1976,

1) %he GOP through Rob Dole has sxpressed a desire
for them to be transferred to the RHC. The President has
decided to do this, but I must emphasize that in every
respect these assets, which cost $5 million to develop
duxing the campaign, are his persemal property to be used
as I direct.

4) One pavson who worked on the collection and use
of thesas assets during the campaign is Jim White. As
you ra~staff the REC you Ma consider hirxing hiw at
the approximate salary of $15,000.

GS
127147712
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Decexber 14, 1972

MENORANDUN POR: B, R. HALDEMAN

FRON: GORDOY STRACHANW

SUBIBC?: Preliminary Election Turmout
Analysis

A substantial anmcunt of information has been received
concer voter turnout oo Hovember 7, 1972, BSome
reliable information on turnout in certsin demographically
interesting political units has been analysed. rznlmm
conclunions by Tom Benham, Bod Teeter, John Davies at
Gallup, and ¥Fred Malek are presented below,

A great deal more definitive information will be receivad
during the next four weeks. John Davies has promxised me
the opportunity to go through the desmographic tables of
the Gallup post-election survey. Although Davies has not
yot delivered on his promise, I plan to insure my access.
Bcbh Tester's partner, Pred Currier, is supervisging part

of the Survey Research Csater's post~election study.
Preliminary reesults will be available in early January,

in spite of the fact that the formal study will not be
available until April. Bob Teseter also conducted post—
election surveys for unrelated clients in Michigan, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Indiana, and Illincis. In Ohio an additional
survey will be conducted only among those who 4id not vote.
The first data will be available the first weak of January.
Pinally, precinct abstracts frozx nost counties are regquired
te be mtiﬁué by states during Decender.

Tc¢ swsoarise the curreatly available information and
conclusions:

l) ‘Tom Bepham says the addition of 285 million 18-20
yoar old voters to the rolls substantially reduced the
overall percentage turncut. Under 30 year olds historically
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hawve the lowest turnout percesntage and thé addition of
this low vots turnout group browght the perceatage of the
antire population down. Only 12 million of the 25 million
youth vote went to the polls, confirming the pattern of
only 508 turnout by the under 30 year olds. Teeter calcu~
lates this only accounted for 2% of the 7% rnational turnout

perventage 4rop.

2) Benham bslieves there was a low level of interest
in the election. His discunsions with the Gallup Organization
confirm that thers was apperantly little enthusiassm for either
the President or MoGovern. Banhan's perscnal view is that
the generally low sorasle of the regular Denocrats and thelr
Bosses resulted in little effort to turn out their votews.

3) Benhawr also belisves that many dedicated Wallace
voters would not vote without their candidate on the Lallot.
NeGovgrn also lost some of his most ardent s
hecause of his post-Democratic Convention activities
(Zagleton, waffling, etec.).

4) Senham contends that the gensral trend in turnout
percentage since 1960 (1960-64%; 1964-62%; 1968-61%; 1972~
$54.5%) has been acoentuated by the increessed mobility of
poople which disenfranchises them because they 4¢ not get
ro-registerad, Benham again relies heavily on the Callup
poat—election suxvey which indicates that 38% of thae 45.5%
didn't bother to registereor vere prevented from registering
by residence regquirements.

$) Bob Tester has reviewed the demographic information
gathered by the RNC on the top 15 SMBAs (statistical units
that are basically the large metropoliitan areas). The
conclusion is clear that in big cities there was a signifi-
cantly lower turnout. Teeter theorizes that this was attxi-
butable to the decline of big city machines, disenchantment
of lsbor jjossea with McCovern, and apathy among the suburban,
upper-niddle incoms ticket splitter.

6) Teeter does not believe that the decrease in
turnout was partially attributable to the fewer number
of statewide contests. Many states have shifted to electing
their Governors in non~Presidential wears. Some people
argus that the statewide races fucresse the perceatage of
turnout for the Presidenmtial contest. Teeter cites Ohio
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and P lvania wvhexe there were no Gubsrnatorial nor
Senatorial races. In 1968 the Ohio turnout was 63%
oonpared with 56% in 1972, Pennsylvania had §3¢ in
1968 and 3558 in 1972. Yet in Illincis where both
Senatorial and Cubernatorial seats were contested the
tuxnout in 1968 was §9% and the turnout in 1972 was 58%,
a drop of 1l% compared with Pemnsylvania‘s 10% depp and
Ohio's 7% drop.

7} Tester says that states which have historically
high turnouts dropped in 1972, while states with histori-
cally lower turnouts remained relatively oconstent. PFor
example, the Miannesota turnout trend is 19€60-76%, 1964~
768, 1968-74%, and 1973~64%. MHew York continued its
downward trend: 1960-67%, 1964-63%, 19%68-60%, and 1972~
5378, Yet the Hew Mexico trend is 1960~62%, 1964~62%,
1968~61%, and 1972-59.8%. In the South the historically
low turnout 4id not dvop precipitously. In Blabasma the
1960 percentage was 31%, in 1964-364, in 1968-53%, and
in 1972-448,. Bo the 1971 deviation from the 1960, 1563,
and 1968 aversges was not great.

8} Concerning the toughest question of whether the
Republican Paxty, both orxrganizaticnally apd in high
Republican precinct aress, delivered their wote, the
tentative conclusion is % The wont accurate information
available is from Ohic., MHalek considersd it one of his
hest states, organisationslly. Yet the ﬁmw of total
turnout dropped from €3% in 1968 to 356% 1972. In Teeter-
identified core Republican precincts which in 1964 and 1968
turned out 91-93%, in 1972 only 8$5% turned out. Rowever,
in a poorly organised state such as Pennavivania, the drep
was 10% (l’t&-ﬁt to 1972~55%). Malek argues that the
organizational e¢ffort kept Chic from dropping from 78 to
108. The CRF efforts could also be credited with holding
the California turnout drop to 28 (1968-60%, 13972-58%).

In those statas where a purely Repusblican organization was
responaible, the dmop in turnout was even more precipitous.
In ldasho, the 1968 turnout was 738 and in 1972 it was 5N,
Even in states with statewide races and limited CRP efforts,
the drop in XYowa was from 70t is 1968 to 638 in 1972 and in
Kansas the dxop was from €638 in 1968 to 56% ia 1972. Both
of theae drops are more than the national average of 6.58.
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9) On the mors theorvstical level, Teeter has dis-~
cussed the reasons at length with Jack Saloma, the MIT
political science professor and suthor of % m&b

- Helther can point to any specific factor, agree

that the intensity of opposition to Nctovern couvinced

many to vote for the President and many not to vote at

all, Also, the President held a falirly firm 208 lead

which inoreassd the apathy/slection sewed-up attitude.
rinally, neither can establish that the Watergate and

related incidents had any substantial influesmce on the
turnout. Sindliager of course contends otharwise. -

CRP Analysis

Malek received two detalled commentaries on the 19572 election.
One was prepared by Rick Pore, whe wrote the original analysis
of the MoGovern California caspaign., Fore asnalyzed the indi-
vidual Senate reces. %The other is by Bob Marik wvho supervised
2ll the research, direct mall, and telephone cperations at
1781. MNarik's memorandum describes the plans for complete
analysis of the 1972 election. MNalek spproved all aspects
asxcept the naticowide mt«»ah@uea survey. Both memoranda
ars sttached., Several of Fore's cobpments on the Senate

races deserve your considexation:

1) Republican Senators lost seats because of poor
individual cenpalions;

2) Alabana -~ The President carried Alabawa with 768
while Blount received 34% to Sparkman’s €6%. Wallace and
major newspapers endorsed Sparkman. Alsbamans falt thers
was no White Houwse support for Blount. Bleount's personality
and media canmpaign turned voters off,

3) Haine -~ The President received 70% and Sxmith only
478, Her age had bean an issue in the primary. She would
not accept assistance from the Mainistration or CRP. She
caspaigned only on weekends while Hathaway campaigned
aggressively:

4} EKentu -= The President received 63% hut Nunn
received Yy « GOP infighting in Kent becane a
liability. Runn's tax increasse resulted in his being tagged
"Rickle Hann",
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%) Colerado ~-~ The President received 64% and Allott
49%,. All wags over-oonfident until it was too lats.
Allott was ahﬁ and was on the wroang side of the ecology
issus and Winter Olywpic referendum;

6) Quoxry ia ~- mu: President received 75% and Thoaspson
only 45%. Thompson r campalgn staff d4did not tle in with
the Pmidlmt’a M sing, canvassing, and get-out-the-
vote efforts;

7} Iowa -~ The President raceived 59%¢ and Millexr 45%.
Miller wvas over-confident and a2 poor campaigner. MNiller
did not cooperate with elther the CRP or COP, and had wvoted
sgainst Butss

8) Delaware ~- The President received 60% and Bogys
49%. Biden's aggressive personal campaign was made wore
effective because of good media. Boggs' age and tie to
unpoptlar Governor Peterson were negativas)

9) == The President received 60% and Hibbard 45.8%.
Ho one in ngtor thought Hibbard had a chance and so ne
m&r; surrogates, or sifective CRP leadership were sent to
-1

10} Bouth Dakota ~- The President raceived S4% and
Hirach 43%. arezk was s popular, good campaigner while
Hirsch's chances were over-rated because he had poor nane
identification, no professional wanagement and little money;

11} Rhods Islasnd -~ The President recelived 53% and
Chafos ran away {rom the President to 463. Chafee had ppor
smanagement and an ineffective personal cempaign.




. Commiitee 1or tii2 Be-election of the Fresident

-

e udnd : Novenber 20, 1972
VEYORANDIM FOR: FRED MALIX ', '
. - ,,;/ i .
. : ~"
\? Ea) Al
FECM: BOB ....RI.‘//f e
SUBJECT: Aralysic™ ff”EEE”E;“;Z;;?
- Effoct cn the 1972 Election
This memo cutlines recommendaticns for znelyzing why Republican
candidates for statewide and locel cffices did not fare better
in the wake of the landslide for Presilent Nixon.

The election of 1972 had several unique aspects:

«* A landslide of unprecedented proportions for a =~
Republicen President.

- .

« LUrnexpectedly poor showincs by Republican candidates
fer Senate, Coverrer, Cenzress ard state legislatures.,

o Tho lowsat worcopt turnout of eligible voters for a
Presidential electicn since 1948. .

N .

+ The participation of 18-20 year olds for the first time
ir a Presidential election. .

« One of the most concerted person~to-person grass roots
effort ever conducted by 2 national Republican campaign.

Kevin Phillips has suggested that 1arge nunbers of Republicans
and Republican~leaning Independents stayed home on Election Day,
possibly because of Watergate. Othoers have suggested that the
President's overvhelming lead in the polls created apathy on the
part of his partisans. Conversely, mary candidates for statewide
end locel races felt th it tha Cemmittee turned out many Democrats
who voted for the Fresident and then voted for Democrats on the
rest of the ticker,

-

The last minority party Presidentizl lﬂvcsilde took place 16

years ago. Since then, the voters have beceme nuch more sophis—
ticated in the splitting of their tichet. In addition, some
profcund party vealignments appear to be in progress. Elements

of the Rocsevelt ceoalition, especially blue collar ethnics,
Southern wvhites and Jewish voters are stowing incrcaced inclinatien
to vote for the Peooublican Presicdential candidate, At the same
tice, urper-middle iucewe suburbonites, the "high-end" ticket-
splitters, are tendinz to vote more oftsn on the Democratic line.
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coing reascns, the reneralizations of the past

For all of the Zfore

relatlng to lavdslides and ceattails moy not Zit the 1972 veszing
results., A& carsiul, In-ceptl cnalysis of the electicn returns
nust b& made bcliore any firm ceornclusions can be drawn about zhe
Presicdcent's elsct on the rect of ths ticket.

Proposed Method of Anzlvsis .

Three projects are contecplated to analyze the election fesults.

Post-Election Poll. 3ob Teeter has proposed a poll to be cenducted
on a naticnwide sample of registered voters. The purpose is to
determine the reasons why support wasg-.given to the Presidentiz
candidates, and how that suppert extended down the ticket. The
survey will also exarine the reasons why the non-voters staved
home. The questionnaire is projected to go into the field on
Bovember 24 or 25. It will require about ten days in the field

and another ten dayvs to twp weeks for znalysis. Early resul:
would be available by mid-December, with the completed analws?
by the last week of the month. .

-
-
<

In addition, several post-election surveys are being conductad in
separate states. Mariet Opinion Research is conducting polls in
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinols, Michigan and Indiana. Californi
and Colorzdo are being surveved by ArPAC. Those results will be
available within a short time. I )

Anaivsis of Votina Results bv Ccunty. Dan Evans of Eob Teetar's
Re-election Committee stail is collecting voting results fer all
counties across the country. He will compare these turnout ressults
with 1968 statistics, and construct maps to graphically display the
trends. Although this apalysis will be too coarse to discerz
detailed patterns, 4t may uncover some of the basic factors +hich
combined to yield the extremely low turnout of 1972. “fue county
analysis is useful beccuse that data is available much earlisr than
precinet data in most states. .

‘important votcer segmon

" Analysis of Vetine Results by Precincts, Precincts will be szlected
£o analyze turnout peotterns by voter segment. For example, =2

‘oh
Republican precincts will be studied to see whether Rcpublican
turnout fell off more than propor ctionately frem 1968. High Jzno-
cratic yrecincts vhich supported the Fresident will show vhezher
those Democrats turned out in high numbers and contributed to the
defeat of local Republican candidates. - A complete ¢rid of a2l

ts should be constructed, so that the ¥
turnout and ticket-splitting of each type can be analyzed, Sone of
the more important choracteristics are:

Party .
e e s o .
Republicans
Demoecrats Ve
Pro-Nixen
Pro-XcGavern
Preo~Vallace dn primarics
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Niddle~income urban (Perlpberal Urban Ethnic-type)
High incon . .
Peripheral urban ethnlcs (blue collar)
Spanish surnzme ~ .

Locaticn
Urban
Suburban
Rural

Impact of Campaien

Precincts of high telephone/door-to-door canvass/dlrect mail
Precincts of low campaign activity.

#

Bob Teeter has already begun some analysis of Ohio precinct results.
This work is being coprdinated with this overall project to aveid
duplication. The RNC is also collecting and analyzing local election
-data. Their activities should also be brought into the context of
one coordinated effort, I am working with Ed DeBolt to accomplish
"that objective. )

Data for many precincts will not be available until after January 1,
1973, Therefore, the analysis will have to extend until mid-January
or later. Interim results would be available sooner. )

Most of the people now associated with this project will be working
at other jobs by January. A project coordinator is needed who can
maintain continuity and give proiessional judgment to the anzlysis.

That Bob Teeter be engaged, in a consulting role, to oversee the
precinct analysis until its completion. Beb is already coordinaticg
the first two parts of the overall post-election evaluation, as well
2s doing somz precinct analysis. The RNC vould provide the staff

to perform the data collection and tabulation. Bob could spend

a few days per menth to give the rvequired overall direction.

-

Approve Disapprove

Comment ) e .

P
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

MEMORANDUM November 28, 1972
MEMORANDUYM TOR: FRED MALEK
FROM: RICK FORE
SUBJECT: U. 8. Senate Race Losses

In my post-election memo to you, I pointed out that our Senate race
defeats were cases of poor individual campaigns rather than a pattern,
After checking with our campaign leadership across the country, we
found that most of the losing campaigns had negative factors.

Following is a list of Senate races, along with the reasons that we
feel each Republican candidate lost,

ALABAMA  Xixon 76%
Sparkman 66%
Blount 34% )

1. Sparkman ran a strong campaign in a Democratic state.

2. Major newspapers endorsed Sparkman.

3. Wallace endorsed Sparkman more than nominally,

4, Alabanmans felt there was no real White House support of
the Blount candidacy.

5, Sparknan reminced people that if he lost, Proxmire would
be the Banking Ceormittee Chairman. This strategy brought
Sparkzan a grezt ceal of money for his pre-election TV and
newspacver blirtzes.

6. Blount was not a good personality for campaigning,

7. Major criticism of TV advertising. The more exposure Blount
received, the rore he lost.

MAIXNE Nixon 70%
Hathaway 53%
Smith 47%

1. Snith ran campaign alone., Little if any coordinated effort
with GOP or CREIZ.

2. Refused all tvpe of help from administration -~ money, etc.

3., Snith's relatioaship to her administrative assistant,

4., The greatest nesztive of the race in Maine was the fact that
Senator Smith was 75 vears old. This was an issue that
carried over ircx= the GOP primary.

5. Snith canmpaigned very little -~ mostly on weekends.

6. Hathaway campaigned aggressively in 482 communities.
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Nixon 657 ;
Huddleston 52%
Nuan 48%

The GOP infighting in Kentucky proved to be a liability,
The greatest negative of the Nunn campaign was that he
reneged on his prozise of no new tax increase during his
term as governor. In raising the sales tax from 3¢ to 5¢,
the Governor becaze known as "Nickle Nunn'’,

Another negative from Nunn's term as governor was his use,
or misuse, of patronage.

Huddleston was a clean candidate with no reasons for Demo-
erats to dislike him,

The incumbent administration of Governor Ferd used all

Nixon 647
Haskell 517
Allott 49%

Senator Allott was ever-confident =< éid not feel he needed
the help until it was too late.

Allott upset farzers and ranchers by siding with ecologists
on the predator issue, ) '
Allott supported a referendum for the Winter Olympics coming
to Colorado. This was defeated by the voters overwhelmingly,

was a negative,

a8

Nixon 75
Nunn 557

Poor campaign leadership and staff.

Xo tie with President in advertising, canvassing and get out
the vote.

Thompson did not campaign on issues of concern to the voters,
but rather engaged in name calling with the opponent. He
failed to present himself as a statesman to contrast with Nunn.
Got caught abusing Congressional francing privilege.
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Iowa Nixon 59%
Clark 55%
Miller 45%

1. Miller was tremendously overconfident.
2. He was not a good campaigner
3. Huge lead in polls, 35% in spring, 20% sixty days before
November 7.
4., Operated alone; no cooperation with CREP or GOP.
5. Clark ran an excellent campaign., Walked across the state for
P.R.
6. The greatest negative was a Tax Exemption Bill introduced by
Miller. Clark used this as a "special favors" issue.
7. Turned off press - Des Moines Register battered Miller,
endorsed Nixon, Ray and Clark.
8. Miller voted against Butz.
9. In six months, Miller lost 40 points.
10. Miller is 56 years old.

DELAWARE Nixon 60%
Biden 51%
Boggs 497

1. Biden was aggressive, vouthful and personable. Outspent
Boggs. Good media and lots of personal contact with the
voters. ($70,000 supplied Biden from COPE, rumored.)

2. Boggs remained on the Senate floor and did not return to the
state often to campaign.

3. Boggs campaign, especially in King County, was tied too
closely with the Governor's campaign. This was harmful as
Governor Peterson was not popular and was also defeated.

4, Boggs' age —- 63 years old -- was a negative.

- MONTARA Nixon 60% o
. Metcalf 50.2% i
7+ - " Hibbard 49:8% ~ .0 ¢ ..t

1. No one in Washington ever thought we would have a chance to
win, Senatorial Campaign Committee, etc.

2. Montana CREP leadership was weak. They also did not believe
Hibbard had a chance.

3. There was little liaison between the Nixon and Hibbard campaigns.

4. No major surrogates were sent to help.

5. Hibbard was only average as a candidate, his campaign manager
was less than average caliber.
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SOUTH DAKOTA Nixon 547

Abourezk 57%
Hirsh 43%

1. We overrated Hirsh's chances originally.

2., Abourezk was popular and a good campaigner,

3. Hirsh did not have money; poor name identification.
4, No professional campaign management.

5. Bitter Primary.

RHODE ISLAND Nizon 53%

Pell 547%
Chafee 46%

1. Pell ran a most effective campaign.

4. Chafee ran away from the President -~ misjudged the
temper of the electorate.

3. There is a tradition of liking WASPish Newport Set.

4. Pell was non-controversial,

5. Chafee had poor, amateur campaign management.

6. Wouldn't effectively campaign -- wasd't warm.

7. Rhode Island is one of the most Democratic states in
the U. S.

25, P st ., B et e EeEeL . ., -
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cc: Jerry Jones
Gordon Strachan ///
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ManyVoE'ers Skip the Blg One

~ By ROBERT WALTERS
Star-News Staff Writer

Voters by the thousands in .

last week’s election refused to
make any choice in the contest
for the presidency, even after
they had entered to s
vote on other races.

* The emergence of that vot-

ing pattern, evidenced - this
year in at least 12 states, con-

trasts with a tradition of voter ',
participation in presidential’

elections at levels generally -

far higher than in any other -

contest on the ballot.
There is no evidence of a-
similar pattern in the returns

for 1960 or 1968, -and there:

were only a few instances in *
1964, when voters were faced -
with a mirror image of this\
year’s presidential race —an
outspoken conservative run-:
ning on the Republican ticket
and a middle-of-the-road Dem--

In previous years, there has
been a drop-off of total votes
cast, ranging from 1'percent
to 25 percent or more, reécord-
ed in races for ‘governor -and

other statewide offices as well L

as Senate seats.

o

.cent of those eligible cast
their ballots — has been wide-
ly discussed in recent years.
But there has been no men-
tion of the phenomenon which'
this year produced so many

- voters who were inside the

.- voting booth and the touch of a
ﬁngertip away from a presi-

dential choice, but chose to." -
‘ignored that race,

Some examples:
e In six states — Kansas,
Montana, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Vermont and West
Vlrglma — voter participation
was mgher in the gubernatori-

dl race than in the presidential -

contest.

e In Alaska, Alabama, Idaho,
- Maine and South Dakota, thou-
sands of persons cast their

"ballots in races for Senate

seats, but did not votefor any
presidential candidate.

_® In Alaska, Hawaii and Wyo-
. ming, the total number of |
votes cast in races for House

seats exceeds the number of
ballots in the presidential con-

test. (Alaska and Wyoming |

‘are-‘alloted only one House::'. .
seat apiece, so that post is, in *
reffect, a statewide office. Ha- ¢
 many persons who in the past

") .waii has two House seats.)

Famihanty A Factor"'

Below. the statewide level, -

the number of voters casting’
their ballots in' House races
and in contests for local of-

fices usually, falls off even,
. ernment,

ally attributed to the belief =

more sharply, a pattern gener~

that many voters are neither

interested in nor familiar withA

" the candidates and-issues in-
volved in the lesser elections. -

The decadeold pattern.of .

decreasmg participation |, in
presidential elections on the

part of those qualified to regis-'
‘ter and vote — reinforced this, .
. year when only about 55 per-.

That new voting pattern ap-.
pears, in large measure, to be

a manifestation- of growing -

‘voter alienation, frustration

rand apathy, directed particu-

larly toward the federal gov-.

‘Protest’ Vote

the support of more than 9,7
million voters-(13.6 percent of
the electorate) after stressing

! Arizona, Connecticut,
.LoulsLana, Minnesota, Missis-

his belief that there was ‘“not
a dime’s worth of difference”
between the two major party
candidates..

Support for, that theory
comes from an analysis of the
votes cast this year for Rep.
John G. Schmitz, R-Calif., a

highly conservative protest .

candidate who was in the bal-
lot in more than half of the

' states as the nominee of the

American Independent party.
Although Schmitz’ campaign

.was far less effective than

Wallace’s effort ‘in attracting
publicity and voter support,

his presence on the ballot was '

the only factor which prevent-
ed the votes cast for all presi-
dential candidates from drop-

" ping below the total votes in
./ some other statewide contest

in at least 11 other states —
Towa,

sippi, New Mexico, North Car-

olina, Oregon, SoUth Carolina
and Utah.

Dilemma for Some °

widely discussed belief that

" followed a rigid pattern of vot-
" ing only for the straight Demo- -

cratic ticket were umable to
accept Sen. George McGovern
as their party’s presidential
nomiinee but unwilling to cross

over into the Republican col-
.- umn, to cast a hallot for Presi-
: - 'dent Nixon.

Another ‘factor. may have’
been the absence on the presi-/
dential ballot this year of a‘-
.popular “protest” figure such

~as Alabama Gov. George C.:
- Wallace, who in 1968 received:

Complete ‘and official ele_é-
tion results will not be avail-

able in some states for at least -

several weeks, and the mar-
gins of difference i voter par-

ticipation levels in the presi- -
‘. dential race and other contests

are so close in some states
that the final figures may al-

In . addition, there. is the.

ter the relationship of the var-
ious races.. -

(Alaska, for example, is the
slowest of all the states to
complete its . official count be-

. cause of harsh winter weather

and the isolation of some com-
munities. The current, incom-
plete figures show a drop-off

.of 609 votes from the House
' contest

to the presidential
race and 425 votes from the

"Senate contest to the presiden-

tial race.)

But the most current statis- .
tics on the election — figures -

which provide almost com-
plete results in most statesin
the races for the presidency,
House and Senate seats and
governorships — show that at
least 102,676 voters nationally
abstained from indicating any
choice in the presidentia] race
though they voted in otber
contests,

That figure representsonly
a very small fraction of the
total votes cast last week
across the country, but it does
not take into account the
hundreds of thousands of per-

- sons who in the past have bal-

loted in the presidential race

. but not in other contests —

and who this year reversed

: that pattern. -

West Virginia

“ In West Virginia, for exam-
ple, when Republican Gov.
Arch A, Moore sought his first

term in 1968, the gubernatorial

contest attracted 11,694 fewer

voters than the presidential _
race.
This year, Moore sought

re-election in highly contested

‘race against. Democrat John
'D. (Jay) Rockefeller III, and
12,850 West Virginians who re-

fused ‘to participate in the

presidential race voted in the
gubernatorial contest.

The only state in which the
drop-off at the top of the ticket

' was greater than West Virgin-

ia was Alabama, where $43,501

! yoters chose between Demo-
. cratic Sen. ,John Sparkman
‘and Republican challenger
- Winton M. Blount, but only

" 876,615 indicated their prefer-
ence of Nixon or McGovern —
a drop-off of 66,986 votes.

A particularly heated race
for a Senate seat appearsto
have been a factor in
Maine, also. There, 6,643 vot-
ers saw no reason to side with
either presidential candidate
but did vote for either Republi-
can Sen. Margaret Chase
Smith or Democratic Rep. Wil-
liam Hathaway.

In Vermont, a hard-fought

gubernatorial race attracted

3,233 more voters than did the

- presidential contest. The mar-
gins of difference in voter par-

ticipation in other gubernatori-
al races and the presidential
contest were: Xansas, 1,867
votes; South Dakota, 1,661
votes; - North Dakota, 1,237
votes, and Montana, 641 votes.

In Hawali, 4,902 persons yot--

ed for candidates for House
seats in two congressional dis-

tricts but ignored the presiden-

tial race. And in Wyoming, the
race for the at-large House

i seat attracted 1,110 voters who

indicated a preference for nei-
ther presidential candidate.

Marcos Woos Tourists

MANILA (AP) — President
Ferdinand E. Marcos decreed
all foreign tourists exempt
form hotel room taxes, as a.
means of attracting more visi-
tors.

=
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTOMN

November 9, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: HARRY S. DENT

As you can perceive from news reports, there is some griping
in Republican ranks regarding the outcome of the Republican
election which is being hailed as a great personal victory
for the President but less than that for the Republican
Party. 1In addition, Dole, Evans and others at the RNC were
piqued because supposedly the President did not refer to the
Republican Party and the RNC in his remarks of gratitude at
the Shoreham Hotel Tuesday evening. Some big contributors
and other staunch friends came a_ long distance with the
expectations that they would see the President in a private
meeting after the President's talk at the Shoreham.

Regardless of the merits of the gripes, I think it would be
wise for a Presidential letter to be sent to all members of
the RNC, the Finance Committee and top Republican leaders
across the country as soon as possible. This way no one can
say they were not thanked directly by the President in any

g.5.- T abade - B8 g 1B



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

November 15, 1972
11:00 a, m.,

MEMORANDUM FOR: H, R, HALDEMAN
FROM: STEPHEN BULLJ%

RE: Post-Election Acknowledgments

Last week two separate memoranda were sent to you relating to letters
and gifts for campaign workers and principal campaign contributors,

This memorandum is an update to my previous one with some new recom-
mendations and some status reports,

Campaign‘ Gifts

On Tuesday, November 14, I spent the better part of the day in New York
City working with the company that is developing the campaign gift,

Up until now they have been working on the reproduction of the Steuben
Star from photographs and descriptions, Only one individual from the
Company had actually seen the Star down here, Yesterday I took the

Star up with me (and to my great relief returned it to the President's desk
undamaged) so that we could compare the reproduction with the actual,
Although, understandably, the reproduction will not match the quality of
the original, I believe that the concept will work,

As a result of our observations and efforts yesterday, I sent them back to
their drawing boards and it will be six days (Tuesday, November 21) before
we have samples to present to you, The reason for the delay is that we

have found areas for improvement in the Star, which is the focal point of

the campaign gifts, Without getting into all the details, some of the improve-
ments involve deepening angles on some of the facets that will result in
better optical qualities relating to light, changing the base, replacing an
identifying plaque, thickening the center of the Star, and redesigning the

box for the expensive gift in a manner that provides more strength, dignity
and utility,



It appears that lucite is the material that will be used for the Star, This
conclusion was reached for the following reasons:

1. Lucite is considerably lighter than glass and will reduce
mailing costs.

2. The lucite star will appear almost as nice as glass, and there
is nothing to be gained,

3. To go to glass would require six to eight weeks just for the
molds, The mold for lucite can be done in a considerably
shorter period of time.

The Seal on a lucite star can be silkscreened with retention of
good resolution and at a relatively low cost (approx, 25¢) whereas
a Seal on glass would have to be etched at a higher price, probably
using an acid process,

&
]

One disadvantage of lucite is that it is more expensive than glass, In looking
at the approximate costs, I am coming to the conclusion that we have two
rather than three categories of gifts, What we have lost is the low cost gift
that I wanted to come in with at around $7.00, What remains is the inter-
mediate gift, running approximately $12, 00, and the more expensive gift
running somewhere in the neighborhood of $24. 00 or $25.00, The absence
of an inexpensive gift is a disappointment to me since I wanted to have one
in order to provide a gift for as many people as possible, In the absence of
one, I now think that we should go ahead with that Certificate (Tab A) and
distribute it to everyone who will eventually receive a gift, all White House
Staff members, and miscellaneous volunteers at 1701/1730 who worked
sufficient hours to warrant such a Certificate, Since we will not have an
inexpensive gift, this Certificate will be the tangible item of recognition

for those individuals such as White House and CREP secretaries who we
were previously considering for an inexpensive gift, Also, by getting the
Certificate out now, we do pay recognition to everyone, and this provides
time for proper development and finalization of the other gifts,

Prepare and distribute Certificate immediately:

Approve Disapprove



Letters of Recognition

The letters that were submitted to you last week, and which were pre-
pared by Roland Elliott, must now be revised to delete any reference to
a gift since there will be a delay on the gift distribution, These letters
(attached at Tab B) would be prepared immediately and distributed to the
following categories;

1, Major Contributors ($1, 000 and above).

2. Top CREP Staff, Surrogates and Volunteers,

3. Top RNC Staff and Volunteers,

4, .State CREP Chairmen,

5, State GOP Chairmen,
6, Top Dems for Nixon Staff and Volunteers,
(A National Committee Men and Women, . ‘ L
8. Key White House Staff,
| 9. | Local CREP and GOP Staff,

10, Selected Lo?ver Level Volunteers,

11, A&vancemn‘. |

12, Smaller Contributors,

The Certificates would be enclosed with the letters, although the letters
would not refer to them,

Approve Disapprove
Draft letters as proposed by Roland Elliott:

Approve Disapprove

cc: G. Strachan
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THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES
Presents This
CERTIFICATE OF APPRECIATION

To

For Outstanding Contributions to the 1972
Presidential Election Campaign, and for

Helping to Build a New American Majority.

November, 1972 s/
The White House Richard Nixon




P-490 Major Contributors

Dear

The splendid results of November 7 now give us the
opportunity to finish the work we have begun -- to win
a lasting peace abroad and to gain a new prosperity

and progress here at home,

But this opportunity would not have been possible without
your generous support in helping us to bring our message
to the American people. For this, I am of course deeply
grateful, and I pledge to you that I shall do everything
possible to make the next four years the very best in

America's history.

With kindest good wishes,

-

-

Sincerely,

RN:MBS:RLE:




P-491 Top CRP Staff and Volunteers

Dear ////:

The splendid results of November 7 are outstanding
tributes to your dedicated work in the 1972 campaign.
Such an overwhelming victory confirms my belief that
the vast majority of Americans across the land wants
us to finish the work we have begun -- to win a lasting
peace and to gain a new prosperity and progress here

S\/
at home.

Our success last week would not have been possible,
of course, without your superb help and, needless to
say, I am deeply grateful. I look forward to your
)continued"support as we work together to make the

next four years the best four years in America's

history.

With my best wishes,

Sincerely,

RN:MBS:RLE:ki

32



P-492 ° Top RNC Staff and Volunteers

1111111117, 1972 EXECUTIVE
PL/NIXON

Dear ///1/1/1/1/:

Thanks in good measure to your dedication and hard work,
our election message has been successfully carried to the
American people. Now, with the backing of the vast majority
of our fellow citizens, we can continue the programs we began
four years ago -- to win a lasting peace abroad and gain a new

prosperity and progress here at home.

Your personal efforts during this campaign have meant a great
deal to me, and I deeply appreciate all you have done, I look
forward to .y_oxfr continued support as we work together to make

the next four years the best four years in America's history.

With my best wishes,

Sincerely,

117171111171
1117111117
11111711171
RN:MBS:RLE:

32



P-493 State CRP Staff

11111 11, 1972

Dear ////:

As I said on Election Night, no one knows before
the votes are counted how it is going to come out. But
we do know for certain that for an election victory as
substantial as ours, there had to have been a first-rate
campaign organization to bring about such a success.

I want to tell you how deeply grateful I ain for the
leadership you gave to our campaign efforts in /////////].
I look forward to your continued support as we work
together to make the next four years the best four years
in America's hisfory.

With my best wishes,

Sincerely,

11117
111171
11111

RN:AVH:MBS:RLE:///



P-494 State GOP Chairmen

11111177, 1912

Dear ////:

Anyone who has been active in political affairs knows
it is the State Chairman who carries a major share of the
burden in an election year. Your hard work and splendid
cooperation did much to assure our success in ///////]/],
and I am deeply grateful. I look forward to your continued
support as we work togethexj to make the next four years
the best four years in America's history.

With kindest good wishes,

Sincerely,

11
1111
1111

RN:AVH:MBS:RLE:///



P-495 Top Dems for Nixon Staff and Volunteers

Deaxr /11111111
The impressive results of November 7 are outstanding
tributes to your dedicated efforts in the 1972 campaign.
Such a victory confirms my belief that the vast majority of
Americans across the land wants us to finish the work we
have begun -- to win a lasting peace abroad and to gain a

)

new prosperity at home.

Our great margin of success would not have been possible
without your splendid contributiéns and those of so man}
bthers who served in the Democrats for Nixon campaign.
I am deeply gr?teful for all you have done, and I look for-
ward to you~r.cc;ntinuing support as we work together to

make the next four years the best four years in America's

history.

With my best wishes,

Sincerely,



P-496 National Committeeman/Committeewoman

Dear

Without your leadership and hard work in //////////, the
November 7 victory would not have been possible. [It was
expecially encouraging to note that our margin in ////////
exceeded the 1968 results.] The Republican Party is indeed
fortunate to have you in one of its key positions, and I want
youd to know of my deep gratitude for your outstanding efforts
which contributed so much to our success in bringing ////////

(3

into the winning column.
With kindest good wishes,

Sincerely,

RN:MAF:MBS:RLE:



P-497 Key White House Staff

Dear ////:

In thanking all those who contributed so much to our
victory on November 7, I want you to know how grateful
I am for your splendid efforts throughout the entire

campaign.

I am well aware of the long hours which the dedicated
men and women of the White House Staff spent in the
months prior to Election Day, and I.am especially
grateful to yoﬁ for ///1///. Ilook forward to your
continued support as we work together to make the
next four yea&‘s the best four years in America's

-

" history,

With warm good wishes,

Sincerely,

RN:MAF:MBS:RLE:




Local CRP and GOP Staff

P-500

Dear ///////:

As anyone who has stood for public office know, the
success of his candidacy depends in good measure on the
dedication and sheer hard work of his supporters at the local
level. Such was certainly the case for this year's Presidential
elactions, and our success on November 7 was made possible
b\ecause of your personal contributions to our cause. Needless
to say, I am very grateful, and this note comes with my warmest
thanks and kindest good wishes,

Sincerely,

RN:DH:MBS:RLE:



P-501 Lower Level Volunteers
o-1

» 1972 EXEC
PL/NIXON

Dear ////

Anyone who has stood for public office knows that
the success of his candidacy depends in large
measure on the dedication of his workers at the
grass-roots level. Certainly, this was the case
on November 7, and I am deeply grateful for your
outstanding volunteer efforts which made my last

*

campaign the very best one of all,

With kindest good wishes,

Sincerely,

111117
111117
11111
RN:DH:MBS:RLE:

32



P-502 Advancemen

» 1972 EXEC
PL/NIXON

Dear ////

As it has so many times in the past, the Advance
Team did an outstanding job throughout the entire
campaign, Our victory on November 7 was in
large measure due to their dedicated and effective
work, and I am deeply grateful to you for your
contributions of energy, time, and talent as a

member of that team.

With my best wishes,

. Sincerely,

11111
)
/1111
RN:DH:MBS:RLE:

32



Smaller Contributors

Dear ////1/1111]:

As anyone who has stood for public-office
knows, the success of his candidacy depends in
good measure on the generosity of his supporters
at every level., Certainly, this was the case with
our splendid victory on November 7, and this note
is just to thank you for your contribution which
~ helped to make Election Day -- and my last campaign --
the very best one of all. .

With kindest good wishes,

‘ Sincerely,

RN

-

. RN:MBS:RLE



THE WHITE HousE

WASHINGTON

L....

This was dex'd toc Wash.
at about 1:00 p.m.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

TO BE DEX'D TO WASHINGTON November 14, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR : GORDON STRACHAN
FROM : L. HIGBY

Would you please get together with the CIEP types and any of
the other analysis-types. We need a complete analysis of the
Repulblican vote and the Republican Party performance in the
election. I realize some of this might be done in the Malek
operation, but if we can break out this part and get it together
now, it would be helpful.

We lost a net of one Governor and a net of four state legislatures.
This shows the total ineffectiveness of the Republican Party, at
least at the lower level, since these races were not effected by
the Presidential status and it shows the Party was a terrible
drag.

We need a check as to whether we really made the effort to get
all the Republicans out, or did we rely too much on Dole and the
National Committee for this. I know you have some biases here
on Malek and that Malek has some biases on the Committee, but
I need your totally unbiased objective analysis of this situation.

With only a 55% turnout, we should have won a huge Republican
victory and it must have been a weak Republican effort that cut
into this. This should be examined ruthlessly, with no excuses,
because we need to know where the strengths and weaknesses are.

If it is necessary, get together with who%\ver you feel would be
appropriate in doing this, but let's make sure this is one of the
best items we do.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGYDN

TO BE DEX'D TO WASHINGTON November 14, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR ; GORDON STRACHAN
FROM ¢ 1.. HIGBY

Would you please get together with the CREF {ypes and any of Fone
the other analysis-types. Ve nced a complete analysis of the 08 @I
Repuhlican vote and the Republican Parly perfomnance in the
clection, 1 reabize rume of this might be done in the Malek
operation, but if we can break cut this part and got it together

now, it would be helpful. .

We lost 2 net of one Governor and a net of four slate legislatures. Loy

" This shows the total ineffectiveness of the Republican Party, ot See &

least at the lower level, since these races were not effected by
the Presidential status and it shows the Party was a terrible
drag.

6Y- L¥

We need a check as to whether we reatly made the cffort to get &,DTU
all the Republicans out, or did we rely too much on Dole aud the G
National Commiltee for this. I know you have sume biuses here:
N . M . K W
on Malek and that Mzlek has some bizses on the Committee, M9 ke
. S . C il g
1 need your totally unbiased obicctive analyvels of this situation,

W—

With only a 55% turnout, we should have won a huge Republican
victory and it jnusi have been a wesk Republican effort that cut
inte this., 7This should be examined rulhlessly, with no escuses,
because we need to know where the strengths and weaknesses are.

I 3t is necessary, get together with whoever you Jeel would be
approupriaste in doing this, but Jet's make sure this is one of the
best items we do.

M



ACTION MEMO

We need a complete analysis of the Republican vote and the
Republican Party performance in the elsction.

Wa lost a net of ons Governor and a net of four state lagislatures.
This shows the total insfiectiveness of the Republican Party at
mimruhni, since theas races were not effected by the
WMﬂkanhMmautm
dxag. .

We seed & chock a8 to whether we really made the effort to get
all Republicans out, or did we rely too mmch on Dole and the
Rational Committes for this.

With only a 55% turn out, we should have won s buge Republican
victory. There must have heen & weak Republican affort that cut
into this. This should be examinsd ruthlessly with no excuses
bocanss we need to know where the strengths and weaknesses are.

HRH :pm
11/13/72




1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTIES

" Total % Turnout of % Turnout of
) Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
State Nixon McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Population
* Missouri
Jackson 129,922 92,836 222,758 459,932 48.3
St. Louis 253,102 154,731 407,833 645,564 485,345 83.3 63.0
St. Louis City 69,744 113,782 183,526 446,358 263,917 65.3 41.1
* Wisconsin
Waukesha 59,399 34,573 97,620 146,823 65.8
Dane 56,020 79,567 137,177 203,415 67.4
- Milwaukee 190,755 209,754 413,813 739,576 491,801 66.4 55.9
Washington
King 251,055 181,467 447,211 816,713 ‘?01,243 63.8 54.8
* Texas
Dallas 304,850 129,809 434,659 896,934 631,457 68.8 48.5
Harris 365,670 215,916 581,586 1,164,513 847,779 68.6 49.9
Colorado ¢ 3,495 1,502 4,997 12,515 8,068 61.9 38.9
GCeorgia
Dekalb 102,676 29,727 145,317 280,155 181,000 80.3 51.9
Fulton 92,256 74,329 192,650 432,287 44.6
* Florida
Dade 256,529 177,693 434,222 920,094 592,659 73.3 47.2
Pinellas 179,541 77,197 256,968 416,764 - 324,802 79.1 61.7




1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTILS

Total % Turnout of % Turnout of
Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
State Nixon McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Population

Chio

Ashtabula 22,769 15,222 39,692 66,541 47,235 84.0 50.7

Athens 9,735 9,977 19,915 42,575 25,500 78.0 46.8

Butler 49,981 21,042 73,081 155,758 198,691 74.0 47.0

Cleveland City 319,825

Cuyahoga 329,567 316,263 680,077 1,214,412 883,984 ~«76.9 56.0

Franklin 218,472 116,752 343,264 576,075 430,644 79.7 59.6

Greene 25,349 12,736 38,904 83,993 52,099 74.7 46.0

‘Hamilton 248,013 119,204 373,598 636,801 457,379 81.7 58.7

Cincinnati ) - < 208,086

Montgomery 120,312 81,447 207,138 417,320 - 268,124 77.3 49.6

Mahoning 63,956 61,395 127,843 214,144 158,487 80.7 - 59,7

Shelby 9,089 4,721 14,703 24,646 . 17,768 . 82.7 59.7
Colorado

Denver 122,025 97,972 223,373 375,480 301,692 74.0 59.0

% New York

Bronx 197,441 245,757 443,198 1,053,437 703,902 63.0 42.0
Erie . 251,869 203,939 445,808 774,650 596,692 75.0 58.0
Monroe 192,888 118,643 311,531 492,962 356,840 87.0 63.0
Nassau 440,219 253,095 693,314 992,377 828,799 83.0 70.0
New York 179,867 353,847 533,714 1,229,878 43.0
Onondage 133,521 56,081 189,602 324,134 237,328 80.0 58.0
Queens 423,429 328,462 751,891 1,517,183 1,039,869 72.0 50.0
Suffolk - 316,623 131,991 448,614 714,964 526,506 §5.0 63.0
Westchester 263,067 148,655 411,722 643,194 471,630 87.0 64.0



State

Kentucky

Jefferson,

* (California

Yuba
Fresno
Mendocino
San Francisco
Marin

~ San Diego
Los Angeles
Orange
San Mateo
Tuoclume

Nixon

140,216

6,433
79,049
11,104
127,826
53,687
365,644
1,516,832
442,587
134,870

5,894

1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTIES

McGovern

86,692

4,433
72,677
9,402
170,702
46,959
203,722
1,163,205
174,695
109, 301
4,596

Total
Turnout

232,123

12,164
163,328
22,492
317,098
105,494
605,470
2,835,769
648,263
260,920
11,107

Total % Turnout of % Turnout of

Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age

Population Voters Voters Population
474,891 301,769 77.0 49.0
29,134 15,320 79.4 41.8
281,343 201,396 §1.1 58.1
36,142 26,876 83.7 62.2
573,998 426,338 74.4 55.2
147,059 126,928 83.1 71.7
973,656 725,501 83.5 62.2
5,017,447 3,597,963 78.8 56.5
952,515 794,174 81.6 68.1
398,567 310,204 84.1 .65.5
16,500 . 13,205 84.1 67.3




State

Kansas
Sedgewick
Shawnee

Johnson
Wyandatte

Minnesota
Hennepin
Ramsey
% J1llinois

Cook
Metro

Suburban

DuPage
Lake
Marion

Rock Island

Mississippi

Harrison
Hinds

Nixon

83,949
43,727
76,161
34,112

227,630
97,138

1,197,818
529,517
668,301

166,346
78,332

. 10,755
36,684

¥

28,889
49,700

1672 ELECTION RESULTS -~ KEY COUNTIES

McGovern

34,220
20,383
24,324
28,405

205,062
109,427

1,006,793
708,206
298,587

64,000
41,371

6,968
32,159

4,744
12,888

Total

Turnout

122,701
69,249
104,136
64,968

440,852
212,410

2,204,611
1,237,723
966,888

230,346
119,703
17,723
68,843

36,640
63,964

Total % Turnout of % Turnout of

Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age

Populat_.on Voters Voters Population
239,103 156,975 78.2 51.3
239,103 83,388 83.0 29.0
144,015 120,407 86.5 72.3
127,480 82,265 79.0 51.0
671,121 522,650 84.3 65.6
326,993 64.6
3,840,387 3,140,500 70.2, 57.4

1,990,500 62.1

" 318,031 290,432 79.3 72.4
258,885 165,357 72.4 46.2
27,962 27,740 63.9 63.4
115,441 100,000 68.8 59.6
58,000 91,212 63.0 40.0
98,706 143,561 65.0 45.0



CALIFORNIA

ILLINOIS
WISCONSIN

MISSOURI
TEXAS

FLORIDA
NEW YORK

1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTIES-

#* Footnotes

The Orange County figures for turnout include only votes
cast for Nixon, McGovern, Schmitz and Spock; no other
minor candidates are included.

Major party vote only - Schmitz not on ballot

Registration is mandatory only for communities of
5,000 or more.

Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot
Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot
Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot

Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 8, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT

FROM : HERBERT G. KLEIN ///»//{

The voting pattern in California I related to you earlier
this morning is pretty much supported in later figures.
It now appears that you will carry Los Angeles County by
about 350,000; Orange County by about 275,000, and San
Diego County by approximately 165,000.

73
In San Francisco city, it appears you lost by roughly 35,000
votes, but this was made up by carrying San Mateo and Santa
Clara Counties; thus you lead in the overall area.

You lost Contra Costa County by 35,000 votes, but carried
Kern County two to one and Fresno by an 8,000-vote margin.

In Sacramento, with all precincts reported and absentee
ballots counted, you received 139,921 or 48.9 percent;
Senator McGovern, 136,293, or 47.6 percent. One interesting
sidelight is that this is the first time that a Republican
presidential candidate has carried Sacramento County since
Herbert Hoover, in 1928. According to an unofficial reading
in the city of Sacramento, Senator McGovern is winning 63,892
to your vote count of 50,600. That, too, is significant.

A preliminary look at the small northern counties indicate the
only one you lost was Shasta, and that was by only 1,000 votes.

Unfortunately, this did not translate to the state offices
where Republicans took losses based largely on state politics
and taxes.

All this adds up to what appears to be a million vote victory
in California. Congratulations.

cc: H. R. Haldeman



A later report will include television and radio stations.
A majority of the stations which made endorsements also
supported your re-election,

Attachments: Tab A - Endorsements for President Nixon
Tab B - Endorsements for Senator McGovern
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Outlook '73/Nixon sees victory as mandiate to pursue goals;
White House faces fiscal struggle with D2mocratic Congress

The White House:

President to make changes
in personnel and programs
By Dom Bonafede
Buoyed by an unprecedented victory
in his bid for reclection, President
Nixon turns to the task of remodeling
his Administration as 2 vehicle to sell
his policies and programs to the nation

and the Congress.

To the White House. the only off-
note in the President’s triumph over
Sen. George S. McGovern, D-S.D.. is
the fact he once again will have to deal
with a Congress dominated by the op-
position party.

But in contrast to his first term.
when he governed as a minority Pres-
ident, Mr. Nixon now has 6} per cent
of the electorate on his side.

Consequently. in a showdown with
Congress, he can take his case to the
people and be assured of a sympathetic
hearing.

Broad picture: It is within this setting
that a picture emerges of the broad
outlines of Mr. Nixon's <econd term:

& There will be fuwer innovative pro-
posals on the domestic front in favor
of attempts to refine and repair earlier
measures.

® | ess emphusis will be made on mak-
ing the grand gesture in the field of
foreign policy and more movement in
the area of international trude and
commerce.

¢ There will be a face-lifting of the
White House sttt with manyv loyalists
leaving the Administration or being
shifted to other positions.

® Now that the expertmental period
has run its course, there will be u re-
shaping of some agencies within the
executive branch, such as the Domes-
tic Council and Ottice of Management
and Budget.

Prospective shakeup: Wasting little
time o sasor s victeny, Mro Nivon
announced through the White House
press otfice the day after the Nov. 7
clection thut there would be an immi-
nent shakeup at the top levels of the
executive branch.

“You can guess by that, that the old

{ man means o zet craching this second

term.” commented a0 White House
aide.

“But, don't leok for a lot of dramat-
os around hieres Thers will be some
new action hat mosthy s going o be
a4 ume of hearimg down on programs
earlier kud out”

{Consinued on p. 1729,

1972

Election Results
At a Glance

Popular Vete
Richard M. Nixon
45,861,690

George S. McGovern
28,402,465

Electoral Vote

Nixon 521
{49 states)

McGovern 17

(2 states)
Senate
92nd 93rd
Dems 55 57
Reps 45 43
House
92nd 93rd
Dems 255 242
Reps 177 192
Vacancies 3 —_
Undecided - 1
Goveinois
Old New
Dems 30 31
Reps 20 19

The Congress:

Senate and House leaders
to fashion own priorities
By Andrew J. Glass

Democratic leaders are discounting
President Nixon's triumph at the polls
while relying on solid Democratic ma-
jorities in the new 93rd Congress 1o
help fashion their own legislative pro-
grams.

The Nov. 7 election returns did noth-

ing to narrow the wide political breach
between the White House and Capitol
Hill.
Democratic gains, losses: The Senate
—~where much of Mr. Nixon's legisla-
tive troubles were concentrated during
his first term in office—is apt to be
even less friendly to his Admimistration
than heretofore.

The Democrats posted a net gain of
two seats but their ideological gains,
as reflected in future voting tallies.
may be cven wider than that because
some conservative Republicans who
were elected are taking seats vacuted
by conservative Democrats, while
some delfeated conservatives are being
replaced by hiberal Democrats.

The outlook for the President’s pro-

grams in the House appears more un-
certain, although the Democrats, by
limiting their losses to an estimated 12
seats, remain firmly in control of the
legislative machinery,
Rebuke to McGovern: In the after-
math of the election, Democratic con-
gressional leaders concurred for once
with Sen. Robert Dole, R-Kan., the
Republican national chairman, when
he said that the outcome was a per-
sonal victory for Mr, Nixon and not a
purty victory for the GOP.

In a series of interviews, these Dem-
ocrats said privately that perhaps the
volers were even more euger Lo rebuke
the candidacy of Sen. George 5. Me-
Govern of Scuth Dakota, the Demo-
crutic challenger. than to reward Mr,
Nixon with o returbished  poliical
mandate. Moreover, they said, with
the next Presidential election now four
years awayv. pressures among Demo-
crats o manuever for the nomination
will, for the tme being. remain rela-
tively muted.

in all probability, this means that
the Democrats will spend more energy
focusing on broad lepsslative batties
with the Nivon Admunistration and
pay comparatively less attention 1o the
intra-party pohiteal strupgle.

(Continued on p. 1738.)
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1972 Presidential Vote

Total Electoral Votes

states carried by Nixon 521
(numbers indicate electoral votes)  bu..id states carried by McGovern 17
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Cutliook 773: YWhite House

President’s goais during second term
parallel demands of ‘the new majority’

{Continued from p. 1727.} ,
Policy and philosophy

In his first inaugural address on Jan.
20, 1969, Mr, Nixon asked Americans
to join him in “a high adventure™ and
envisioned his role as that of a healer
to a people “ragged in spirit.”

Four years later, as reflected by one
of the most bitter campaigns in Presi-
dential history, the country continues
divided between contlicting interests.
With his dream as a unifier untullilled,
Mr. Nixon talks of the birth of a “new
American majority,” which he has de-
fined as ‘“‘a majority of Americans
from all parts of the country who agree
on certain fundamental values and
principles that are basic to America’s
ideals.”

Mutual aims: It is as the leader of the
“new American majority that My
Nixon will serve his second term. Thus,
in a radiv address Oct. 21, Mr. Nixon
said, “Fortunately, what the new ma-
jority wants for America and what |
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want for this nation basically are the
same.”

To a large extent, in Mr. Nixon’s
view this means: a brake on new taxes,
opposition to forced busing of school
children, a holddown on federal-
spending “extravagance,”’ no amnesty
for draft dodgers, maintenance of a
defense posture “second {o none,” aid
to nonpublic schools, and resistance to
job quotas and income redistribution.

1 shall not hesitate to take the
action 1 think necessary to protect and
defend this nation’s best interests,
whether or not those actions meet with
wide approval.” the President said.
“*At the same time vou can be certain
of this: on matters aftecting basic hu-
man values—on the way Americans
live their lives and bring up their chil-
dren-—1 am going to respect and re-
flect the opinion of the people them-
selves. That is what democracy is ali
about.”

Public approval: Hence, Mr. Nixon’s
victory can reasonably be interpreted
at the White House as public endorse-
ment of his political philosophy and
encouragement to pursue his programs.

On Oct. 28, in another radio address,
one of several delivered by the Presi-
dent on major issucs during the cam-
paign, Mr. Nixon said:

“There is no reason to feel guilty

about wanting to enjoy what you get
and get what vou earn: about wanting
your children in good schools close to
home: or wanting to be judged fairly
on your ubility. Those are not values
to be ashamed of: those are values to
be proud of; those are vajues that |
shall always stand up for when they
come under attavk. ... On these basic
concerns, the majority view must pre-
vail, and leadership in 4 democraey is
required 1o respond to that view. That
is what “majority rule” and “the consent
of the goserned’ reully meuns—and we
would all do well to tuke these wdeas
seriousv.”
Guiding principles: In essence, Mr.
Niron was citing the principles that
would guide his decisions over the next
four years.

As the croamns aiorsy of & tene and
turbulont pobical carver. e gt last
cnjoyvs o comfortabie cushion of muor-
ity support, He can now et the conm-
pass of his Administration, Tutly anare

that he has a reservoir of strength
among the voters. Should he fail 1o
receive approval of his programs from
a Democratic-controlled Congress, the
President, relieved of the political pres-
sures of seeking reelection, can appeal
to the electorate,

As he observed, “That is what de-

mocracy is alt about.”
Ehrlichman: John D. Ehrlichman, as-
sistant 1o the President for domestic
affairs, said in an interview that there
is likely to be little philosophical dif-
ference in Mr. Nixon's approach from
one term to another,

“The President’s philosophy really
hasn’t changed,” Ehrlichman said.

However, he indicated that Mr.
Nixon's progrums and policies will be
redefined and given new impetus.

Sketching a blueprint for the second
Nixon Administration, Ehrlichman
said:

“1f you had to draw a course line
and you needed two points of reference,
one point of reference would be the
State of the Union address in which
the President stated his six great goals,
and the other point of reference might
very well be the radio speeches he has
given, basically on poiicy matters. If
vou draw a line between those two
points and projected that into the sec-
ond term, it would give you a pretty
true sense of direction.”

{The six great goals, alluded to by
Ehrlichman, were listed in Mr. Nixon’s
1971 State of the Union message and
included welfare reform, economic
stimulants, environmental measures,
health-care programs, revenue sharing
and government reorganization.)
Focus: Ehrlichman said that while
there would be “new initiatives™ taken,
such as those in the area of tax reform,
the focus would be on previous propos-
als. "We have a lot of projects that are
not vet completed that relate to health
and education. housing. economic de-
velopment and 2 whole wide range of
ssues,” he said. “That's not the exclu-
sive list by any means, but [ would
think that a number of those study proj-
ects will result in fegislative proposals.”™

He said the New Federalism es-
poused by Mr. Nixon to decentralize
the federal governmental  structure
would be pushed and that “the scene of
a myjor battleground in the second
term™ would tnvobe special revenue
shanay, whereby more than 10 cate-
vorical propram prants would be con-
verted to block grants, providing state
and  local governments greater dis-
cretionary spendimy prisileges,
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Presidential Election Results

Listed below are the unofficial results of the 1972 Service and trunsmitted by United Press International.
election for President in the 50 states and the District of  Percentages do not always total 100 because of votes for

Columbia. Returns were compiled by the News Election  minor-party candidates.

L 5 -

— Popular Vote 1 Plurality I—Percentagesq
Nixon McGovern Nixon McGovern

Ala. 692,480 215,792 476,688 76 23
Alaska 41,809 24,362 17,447 59 34
Ariz. 381,532 188,892 192,640 65 32
Ark. 427,014 190,598 236,416 70 30
Calif. 4,546,396 3,433,568 1,112,828 _ 56 42
Colo. 572,540 320,482 252,078 63 36
Conn. 798,266 534,116 264,150 59 40
Del. 139,796 91,907 47.889 80 39
D.C. 29,697 109,974 80,277 21 79
Fla. 1,752,230 690,546 1,061,684 72 28
Ga. 794,333 264,751 529,582 76 24
Hawaii 167,414 100,617 66,797 63 37
idaho 186,432 79,199 107.233 85 26
1. 2,748,252 1,863,731 884,521 80 40
ind. 1,401,547 705,808 695,739 67 33
lowa 702,398 492,642 209,756 58 41
Kan. 605.632 265,158 340,474 68 30
Ky. 671,198 369,051 302,147 64 35
La. 701.455 314,309 387.146 6 30
Maine 251,327 160,845 90,482 61 39
Md. 795 358 486,105 309,163 62 37
Mass. 1,104,310 1,323,843 219,533 45 55
Mich. 1,895,071 1,411,132 483,939 57 42
Minn, 881,326 789,473 91,853 52 47
Miss. 498,680 125,756 372,924 78 20
Mo. 1,125,256 678,650 446,596 63 a7
Mont. 177.892 116,486 61,408 58 as
Neb. 384,157 162,600 221,557 71 29
Nev. 114,593 65,258 49,335 54 36
N.H. 212,232 115,474 96,758 85 34
N.J. 1,769,458 1,068,451 711,007 62 38
N.M. 233,036 138,756 94,280 62 36
NY. 4,149,761 2,884,949 1,264,812 58 41
N.C. 1,051,583 437,299 614,284 70 29
N.D. 166,131 94,927 71,204 63 35
Ohio 2,361,238 1,524,118 837,120 80 39
Okla. 745,810 242,957 502,853 74 24
Ore. 483,229 390,867 92,362 53 42
Pa. 2,703,975 1.788.034 315,941 60 39
R.1. 209,166 185,239 23,927 54 46
s.C. 463,333 186.244 277,089 71 28
S.D. 163,746 137.432 26,314 55 45
Tenn. 812.484 355,817 456,667 68 30
Tex. 2.096.676 1,062,250 1,034,426 87 33
Utah 315,195 122,466 192,729 68 26
Vi, 115,453 67,508 47,945 63 a7
va. 982,792 439,546 543 248 89 30
Wash. 679,156 475,553 203,603 57 39
W, Va. 471,838 271,858 © 199,982 64 36
Wis. 986.751 805.726 181,025 54 44
Wya. __ 100222 .. 44288 . §5.961 70 30
Total 45,861,690 02,465 17,459,225 51 38

John Schmitz, American Independent Party candidate, polied 1,047.030 votes, 1.38 per cent of the tolal votes cast.
Benjamin Spock, Peoples Party candidate, polied 73,678 votes, .09 per cent of the total votes cast.
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Budget ceiling: Mr. Nixon's in«istence
on a $250-billion budget ceiling, Ehr-
lichman said, would not seriously affect
the Administration’s legislative priori-
ties.

“The federal budget was actually
less than that this fiscal year.” he said.
“There have been some add-ons be-
cause of the Agnes {hurricane) disaster
and because of the unexpected high
level of the black-lung legislation. But
beyvond that, we are going to {ulfill our
budget expectations.”

He acknowledeed, however., there
would be some timssninL of social pro-
grams “‘because of the overage we are
now experiencing. As [ understand it,
there is between 36 billion and $7 bil-
lton of overage that will have to be
trimmed back. But this would be ex-
pected to affect oniy growth programs,
rather than whole programs them-
selves.”

No programs would be completely
washed out, Ehrlichman said.

Modest agenda: Another White House
aide said of Mr. Nixon’s second-term
legislative agenda:

“We'll ask Tora ot of stuffwe didn’t
get. It won’t be ap ambitious program:
there wili be some trimming of sails.
Look for a modest State of the Union
message. We can't ask for a big pro-
gram and come down hard on holding
spending.

“Much of our focus will be on mak-
ing programs work. And we'll go all-
out on reform and reorganization and
other non-cost assoctated programs.”

He said the Administration may
request a new welfare reform plan,
“but if we do it will be done with the
full knowledge that we won't get a
hearing on it: there is no chance.”

The Administration, he >aid, will
place special emphasis on its heulth-
care plan and a comprehensive inter-
national trade bill.

“There will be @ fight on the trade
bill from woreanized fubor and protec-
tionists. you can bet on that” the
White House aide swd,

He also foresaw anexpunded federal
anti-drug program and “mavbe gun
controls, but these will 4l be low-coat
programs.”’

Relations with Congress

The Wihite House view 15 that the
first vear or so of President Nison's
second term will be crucial in getling
his legtslatne program through Cone
gress, According to u pracucal assess-
ment by W hite House wides, the meni-
bership realignment in both chambers

and the fall of many of the old guard

are unlikely 1o work to the benetit of

the Administration,

“We're sailling uncharted waters,”
said Tom C. Korologos, special assist-
ant to the President. “Our relations]
with Congress will depend greatly on
the leadership and the new committed
chairmen.”

Korologos. who serves as White

House lobbyist on the Senate side,
said he believed that in the early weeks
of the 93rd Congress the Senate would
devote most ol its time in organiza-
tional disputes mvolving  seaionty
rights and control over key commit-
tees.
Departure of ‘heawv«'eight%” Another
White House aide said, "The House is
bound to be less responsive because it’s
fosing a lot of heavyweights.”

Among these, he said, were Reps.
Frank T. Bow, R-Ohio, ranking mi-
nority member ol the Appropriations
Committee; Richard H. Poff. R-Va.,
respected Judiciary Committee mem-
ber once under serious consideration
by Mr. Nixon for a Supreme Court
appointment:  Willlam L. Springer,
R-fil.. ranking minorty member on
the Interstate and Foreign Commerce
Committee: and John W, Byrnes, R-
Wis., ranking minority member of the
Ways and Means Committee. (For a
report on major changes in congres-
sional committees, see p. 1750.)

“These people are not hikely to be
replaced right away,” said the White
House aide. “The younger House mem-
bers are somewhat more independent,
And the leadership is up in the air.
Who, for instance, 18 going to replace
Hale Boggs?”

Boggs, D-La., the myjority leader,
ha» been missing for several weeks
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after his plane disappeared during a
campaign tlight in Alaska.

The Presidential assistant saw little

improvement in White House relations
with pivotal committees, such as Edu-
cation and Laber, headed by Rep.
Carl D. Perkins, D-Ky., and Banking
and Currency, headed by Rep. Wright
Patman, D-Tex.
Threat to the record: “Our floor aver-
age in the House, which has been
pretty good, could be undermined by
these factors and it could be a bit
tricky.” he said.

In this connection. Richard K. Cook,

special assistant to the President who
handies House action for the White
House, reported that during the 92nd
Congress the Administration compiled
an 85-per cemt average in getting its
proposals approved. “If it goes down
to 70 per cent, it would be a serious
foss,” he said.
Senate side: “*[n the beginning of the
new session,” said a Presidential aide,
“the Senate will be flopping around,
trying to get itself organiced. 1 don’t
see anything of substance happening
untit Mav or June.”

He said that relations between the
Senate and the White House could
become increasingly strained during
the 93rd Congress.

“There will be hard feelings over
the President’s vetoes from the last
session,” he said. “We spent a lot of
time during Mr. Nixon's first term
beating back noxious amendments and
got virtually nothing but revenue shar-
ing.

“Also, | expect the Senate to be
more isolationist and go into its cocoon.
There will be a dispute over foreign
aid. (The continuing resolution on the
foreign aid program expires Feb. 28).
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Building the ‘Mew Majority’ Bloc by Bloc

The “new Republican majoriny™
that  President  Nixon's  strategists
had dreamed of sprang to life i the
Nov. 7 election, as the President cut
deeply into the old New Deal couli-
tion in his landslide victory over Sen.
George S. McGovern, D-S.D.

The President’s victory stretched
from the once-solidly  Democratic
South, which gave him an over-
whelming 70 per cent ol ity vote, to
Catholic, blue-collar and  {wadian-
American groups which had never
voted Republican in modern times.
The lions share of voters who
backed Gov. George C.Waltace, D-AlL,
in 1968 were in the Nixon camp. The
only heldouts were blacks, whose
opposition to Mr. Nixon remained
almost as strong as it had been in
1963, plus Jews and Spanish-speak-
ing voters. who increased their sup-
port of the President but still cast u
clear majoriiy against him.

Analysis  methods:  Probably  the
“purest” profife of how the elec-
torate voled was provided by an in-
agvative teehnigue used by UBS
News: a surves of more than 17,000
voters leaving the polls in 143 ran-
domly selected precinets across the
U.S. (Theoretically, an  election
day survey should avoid the bias
built into respondents’ answers in
post-election  surveys  when  they
know the clection vutcome.)

Survey results: The principal resuits
of the CBS voter survey are shown
in the accompanving chart. Com-
pared to the Gallup Poll's 196X post-
election survey, the most dramauc
increases for My, Nixon were amuong
Catholies (up from 33 to 33 pereent),
Democrats tup from 12 to 30 per
cent)., and bluc-collar workers up
from 35 1o 34 per wenth Members of
lubor unwen houscholds, who guve
Mr. Nixon 39 per cent of their BJey
vote in a studs by the Untsensity of
Michigan's Instiiute of Social Re-
search. voted 4% per ocent for Moo
Nivon in the Nov, 7 CBS survey.

MeGovern won ameng hnst-time
volers, bul by @ niarrow  siv-point
edpe, and the predicted sphit between
students and noasstudents was much
parrovwer  fthree percentage points)
than had been ceneralis predicied.

OF MiGovera's totad vote, 21 poer
vent came  from hirst-hime volurs,
compared to Mo Nevon's 12 per cent
from thut source. Blacks provided

22 per cent of McGovern's total vote,
but onty 3 per cent of Mr. Nixon's.
Protestanis provided 38 per cent of
Mr. Nixon's vote, and 39 per cent of
McGovern's. Catholics. on the other
hand, gave McGovern 30 per cent of
hiy total vote. but Mr. Nixon only 23
per cenpt, Voiers from union member
households accounted tor 38 per cent
of McGovern's and 24 per cent of
Nivon's vole.

Precinct analysis® The only group o

cities which McGovern won, accord-
ing 1o the CBS precinct analysis,
were those with more than 300.000
population. They voted 53 per cent
for McGovern. only one point off
Hubert H. Humphrey's 1968 show-
ing. Every other category of city,
suburb and rural arca went for the
President, however. His biggest wins
were in upper income suburbs (68 pe

cent) and rural-small town areas (67
per centy. McGovern may have been
able to hold on to the very largest
citigs by virtue of the increasing
black population share within
them.

In the context of the Nixon fand-
slide, there was a remarkable conver-
gence of the vote of various income
groups. From low to upper income
precinet groups, the range was only
12 percentage points. The 1972
Nixon vote (with 1968 figures for
comparisony were: low income pre-
cincts 54 per cent (38 per cent in
19638), middle itncome 62 per cent
(46 per cent), high income 66 per
cent {35 per cent).

Geographiculls.  the  President
won by 33 per cent in the eastern
states, 60 per cent in the Midwest,
39 per cent in the West, und 70 per
cent in the South. The most remark-
able shilt was in the South, where the
President’s  gain {30 percentage
points over his 1968 showing) was
almost identical to the 35 per cent
of the vorte swhich George Wallace
received there, The OBS voter sur-
vey indicated  that sbout  three-
guuarters ol the southern Wallace
vole wenl (o Nivon, and about one
gquarter to MoGovern, Nationadly
6l per cent of the Walluce voie wen
to Nivon und 33 per cemt to Mo
Guovern,

The Prosdent won hig margins in
every tvpe ol area in the South, with
the suburhs and smadl ey -rural
arcas  regsistering the bigpgest ma-

jorities for him and the large cities
the weakest support (53 per cent).
The Deep South states, most of
which were carried by Sen. Strom
Thurmond, D-S.C., in (948 and
Wallace tn 1968, gave 74 per cent
of their aggregate vote to Mr. Nixon.
‘Megastate’ returns; In New York,
Hlinois, Texas and California, Nixon
managers succeeded in meeting al-
most all their goals. {For reports on
these states see Vol 4, No. 41, p.
1575; No. 42, p. 1607, No. 43, p.
1633: and No. 44, p. 1672}

New York—McGovern was held
to narrow leads in New York City
and Buffalo, while the President
swept the New York suburbs with
68 per cent of the vote, and won
63 per cent of the upstate vote. Mc-
Govern's  81.920-vote plurality in
New York City was based on 66.3
per cent of the Manhattan vote,
53.4 per cent in the Bronx, 30.7 per
cent in Brooklyn—and only 43.6 per
cent in Queens,

The CBS News survev showed
the President actually won 66 per
cent of the vote of Catholics in New
York. He got 29 per cent of the
Jewish vote, substantially above his
1968 showing but below c¢xpecta-
tions of his managers. The Puerto
Rican vote went 76-10-24 per cent
for McGovern, Members of labor
union households, another prime
Nixon target in New York, split
evenly between the Presidential can-
didates. NBC News reported that
heavily Ttalian-American  precincts
voted 68 per cent for Nixon in New
York State, and 57 per cent na-
tionally.

Hlinois - The strong  efforts of
Muasor Richard J. Dualev's organiza-
tion in the latter stages of the cam-
paign helped McGovern carry  the
cits by a narrow [78.6X9-vote murgin
(37 per cent). But the Cook County
suburbs registered a big FU-per cent
margin for the Preswdent. Demuocrat
Duniel Walker ran H percentage points
ahead of McGovern to win election,
the biggest ticket split gap in the
state’s history.

Volers in bluck  ghetto
showed for the first ume that they
really know how to split tickets.
Thev cast 10 per cent of ther vote
tor Nixon, 21 per cent for Gov. Rich-
ard B, Ogilvie, R, and 36 per cent
for Sen. Charles 1L Perey, Ro They

arcasy




also plaved a major roke in the deteat
X oAttorney
Edward V. Hunrahan, D, who lost

of Cook County Stule’

to Bernard Carey, R.

[nvestigations

and possible prosecutions by Carey’s

office promise decp trouble for the

Daley orgunization.
Carey  has  already

promised 1

probe of the Dalev-controlied Board
of Election Comnissioners,
has been accused of responsibility
for widespread voter lraud in Chi-

cago. Officialy  of

w hich

ionest-baiiot

groups suid the general election was
one of the cleanest in decades —an
apparent reaction of Dulev's organi-
zation to the 73 indictments of elec-
tion officials based on irregulanities

in the spring primary. Thousands of

normally Republican, and some mid-
dle-class blach voters complained.
however, that thetr names had mis-
teriously disuppeared from precinct

voter lists on clection day. and that
they were burred from voting.

Texas — President

Nixon's

Tids»-

ive 67-per cent win was hased on hig

majorities  in

their <uburbs  the west

went for Walluce

and
handle counties, and g stariling 40
percentage point gain over his (968
showing in East Texax, an area thut

lust time.

the lurge cities and

Pan-

Low-

incame Mexicun-Amenican precinets
gave only a fifth of thewr vote to My,
Nixon, bul he ran very strongly n

more altfluent Latin areas.

Nixon couattails plased a magor

role in Sen. lohn G.

Fower's reciee-

tion, und were almost lons cnough
to make Henry C. Grover the first
Texas GOP Governor of the century .
But o surge of hrass collar Demo-

cratic votes 1 rural dreas enabled
Dolph Briseve, DL to win with 4%
per cent. 1 Brivcoe had lost, cradu
would have peen clamad v La
Raza Unida, whose  susernatorial
candidate, Ramsey SMuniz, pot 0.2
per oent,

California — \lthouut
won 3Moper !

IS EN
cent ol the Calitorn

Nivun

vote, his showine there was 1ive per-
centaye pomntsy olf Bes pattonal asv-
eragze, thus sndermusmy Califormas
FEPHIALION G4 ot Durcratrie slate in

S TR SO S S
Prosideatial clociions,

[T T PN R
Phe Prostdem

won with >% per cent o) the vole
Los Angeles and 63 per cent in the
Cahiforma.

remainder ot
and  hattied

southern
MoeGovenn

{o

<

aCur

stand-oft in the Sun Prancisco By

Ared,

Neal R, Peirce

CBS Election Day Survey

Voters leaving the polls in 143 U.S. precincts—selected at random—
were asked by CBS News to fill in secret ballots on how they had voted
and other significant demographic information. Responses were received
from 17,403 persons. The results are shown below. The “size of place”
category is based on reported returns from 2,050 CBS key precincts, Per-
centages of votes do not add 1o 100 because of minor-party candidates.

% Voted % Voted
for for
% of respondents Nixon McGovern

Sex .

Male ) 51 60 38

Female 49 58 40
Race

White 88 64 33

Black 11 17 82

Spanish-speaking 1 31 68
Age

13-24 15 46 52

25-29 11 54 44

30-44 25 61 37

45-59 26 62 37

60 and over 16 67 31
18-24 voters

Students 4 45 54

Non-students 11 48 51
Empioyrment

Blue collar 20 54 44

White collar 30 62 36

Housewife 21 62 36

Fuil-time student 5 45 53

Unemployed 3 45 53

Retired 9 67 31
Union member in house

Yes 30 48 50

No 61 65 34
Religion

Protestant 50 68 30

Catholic 26 53 46

Jewish 4 32 66
Voied in 1963 for:

Nixon 42 89 10

Humphrey 22 20 78

Wallace 6 80 33
Considers self:

Republican 31 91 ]

Democrat 44 36 82

Independent 15 59 38
Size of place

Cities 500,000+ 13 45 55

Cities 2530.000-500.000 5 58 42

Citiers 50.066-250.,000 12 ' 58 42

Migdte-income suburbs 21 63 37

Upper-tnceme suburbs 7 68 32

Cittes 10,000-50,0G0 g9 &1 39

Rural;small town 33 67 33
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Gubernatorial Election Results

Listed below are unofficial results of the 1972 elec- Press International. Percentuges do not always total 100
tions for Governor in 18 states, Returns were compiled because of the votes cast for minor-party candidates.
by the News Election Service and transmitted by United  Democrats will now hold 30 statehouses, a gain of one.

Vote Per Cent Vote Per Cent

Arkansas North Carolina

Dale Bumpers, D' v 455,538 76 Hargrove Bowies Jr., D 721.881 48

Len E. Blaylock, R 145,774 24 James A, Halshouser, R v 762.681 52
Delaware North Dakota

Russell W. Peterson, R 109,348 48 Arthur A Link, DV 136,532 52

Sherrman W. Tribbitt, D v 118,689 52 Richard F. Larsen, R 131,121 48
Nineis Khode Isiand

Richard B. Ogilvie, R* 2,261,308 49 Phillip W. Noel, D v 208,538 53

Daniel Walker, D + 2.322,056 51 Herbert F. DeSimone, R 185,683 47
indiana South Dakota

Otis R. Bowen R v 1,193,631 57 Richard F. Kneip, D v 181,631 60

Matthew E. Welsh, D 893,348 43 Carveth Thompson, R 121,208 40
lowa Texas

Robert D. Ray, R* v 702,347 59 Dolph Briscoe, D vV 1,495,381 48

Paul Franzenburg, D 485,117 40 Henry C. Grover, R 1,414,613 46
Kansas Ramsey Muniz, LRU 192,893 6

Robert B. Docking, D* v 558,788 63 Utah

Morris Kay, R 332,357 37 Calvin L. Rampton, D* v 323,692 70
Missouri Nicholas L. Strike, R 141,416 30

Edward L. Dowd, D 814,773 44 Yermont

Christopher {Kit) Bond, R v 1,003.031 56 Thomas P. Salmon, D-1VP v 103,129 56
Maontana Luther F. Hackelt, R 81,082 43

Thomas L. Judge, D ¥ 166,872 55 Washington

Ed Smutn, R 141,402 45 Daniel J, Evans, 8% Y 601 419 54
New Hampshire Albert D. Rosellini, D 529,248 46

Roger J. Crowley Jr., D 125,140 39 West Yirginia

Meldrim Thomson Jr., RV 133,960 42 Arch A. Moore Jr., R* v 413,865 55

Malcolm Mclane, ind 62,946 19 John D. Rockefelier iV, D 342,699 45
¥ winner D—Democratic
' incumbent IND--Independent
# incomplete returns IVP—Independent Vermonters Party
~ elaction in doutn LRU—La Raza Unida

R--Republican
There will be a move to cut the delense dealt with o lame-duck  President.

budget. And there will be a light over
reparations—if any —10 South Viet-
nam.”
Nixon program: The White House aide
predicted thut the bulk of President
Nixon's legilative proeram will not
be submutted until laie i the session,
probubly in late spring or summer,
One of the most important measures
offered, he sud, will be the Adming-
tration’s health plan

“But what 1 oevpect will happen s
that there will be a jurisdictional dis-
pute between kennedy's Lubor and
Pubhc Welture  subcommuuee  and
Fong's Pinance Commitice. Long
hates Kennedy because of the feader-
ship fight m the bostseswon,”

tSen. Rusell B Tong, D-bal i
chatrman of the Fance ¢ ommittee
and Sens Bdward ML Renoedy, 1-
Mass. iy charman of the Suboonmnt-
tee on Healthy
Aftmospheric  conditdons: "Romem-
ber," sad ke Wisie Houwe ades “ibie

Semate  leadershiip has never belore

What do they do? lznore him? Embar-
rass him? Or coonerate with him?

“Chances are even they don't know
al this point. Time goes awlully fust
on the HiHL Afwer they get through
jockeving around, ull of a sudden iCs
Christmas.”

Another Presidential assistant main-
tained that. as a lame-duck President,
Mro Nixon Uwill have greater leverage
in emplosiny his veto strategy, He can
do w earhier bueause he won't be under
heavy political pressure. Also. there s
less chance of Congress stutling things
down our throat.”

The utde saig the White House ex-
pests more efforts by Congress to over-
ser exeeuthve brunch eperations dur-
ing the Y3rd Conuress,

U The Democrats wdl oy o under-
mine pubbic confrdenoe i our stewdrd-
\}12;‘.” he sand,

TRl the rend power will continue to

restde te the W hite House, The major
poley culls will vone trem bore, There

will be po change i that”

Programs

A popular notion frequently cited in |

the natiomal press s that Mr, Nixon
will concentrale on domestic matters
in his second term and that bis victory
will present himy with a “blunk-check™
mandite to carey out his proposals.
White House aides. however, pri-
vately seoft at the sugoestions.
Korologos and Cook note that the
proposed Toretgn trade bill wili be one

of the most controversial twsues of the \

93rd Congress.

Peter ML Flanigan, executive direc-
tor of the Council on {nternational
Economic Polics. reports that malti-
bateral trade negotianions, leeislation
toeane tanitl harriers, international
monctiary reform and inercased com-
meree with the Soviet Umon and the
Peopic’s Republic of Ching are high
on the Ndannsoraton’s hst of priori-
[ET

“There will be ao spectaculars this
secatd term Bhe the visits 1o Moscown
and Pehiag: alter ulll what could Nix-

P
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on do to top that?” said a White House
aide. " But it is unrealistic to think that
he will reduce the time and attention
paid to foreign policy, an area he loves
and in which he has been 50 success-
ful. Sure, he is going to place consider-
able emphasis on domestic policy but
he also wants to move ahead in the
foreign field and consolidate the gains
he has made. He has opened doors to
the Soviet Union and China: now. he
has to see that they stay open.”

Accordingly, as the nation’s fore-

most political impresario, Mr. Nixon
will present a doublde bill of foreign and
domestic attractions.
Economic position: A vital decision
facing President Nixon in his second
term will be whether to retain wage
and price controis. which he instituted
in August 1971, As the rate of inflation
ebbs, as profits move forward and un-
employment eases off, the demand to
end controls will mount. particularly
from organized labor.

Mr. Nixon, however, has shown no
inclination to dismantle controls in the
near future and has refused to set a
date for their termination, since it
might set off a new inflationary spiral.

Similarly, say his amdes, the Presi-
dent is determined to enforce a budget
ceiling— with or without the sanction
of Congress. If necessary, he can im-
pound money authorized by Congress
and further transfer funds from one
legislative area to another.

He is also committed to withholding
any federal tax increuse. within certain
conditions. 1 have pledged to hold the
line on taxes in 1973 und throughout
my second term as President, assuming
cooperation from the Congress.” Mr.
Nixon said in a stafement in Saginaw,
Mich., during the campaign.

During a campaign swing through
Westchester County, N.Y.. in October,
Mr. Nixon reatfirmed his position.
staung, Tl am going 1o use every weap-
on at my command to hold spending
in this fiscal year as close as possible
to $230 billion so that we will not have
a new wave of crippling inflution and
there will be no need for igher taves.”

And in his Oct. 28 rudio address,
the President clarified his “work-
ethic™ concept. “ America is 2 land of
opporiunity, pot a fund of handouts.”
he sutd. “kach of us deserves a har
chance to get abesd. But none of us
has the right 1o espect a free ride —
to remain die, to tike advantuee of
other men’s labor”

Defense posture: in one urca—that of

national  defense -~ NMr. Nivon  aban-
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Richard K. Cook

daned his position of economic austeri-
tv, based on the premise that the coun-
try’s security should be “second to
none in the world.”

In an Oct. 29 radio speech on de-
fense pohicy. he claimed that proposuls
by Sen. McGovern to substantially cut
military spending would “leave Ameri-
ca with the second-strongest Army,
the second-strongest Navy, and the
second-strongest Air Foree in the
world.

“Now some might ask, “What is
wrong with being second? lIsn’t it jin-
gonstic and nationalistic for the United
States always to have to be Number
One?’

“The answer to that question is that
the day the United States becomes the
second strongest nution 1n the world,
peace and {reedom will be in deadly
jevpardy everywhere in the world.™

He added, “The time has come to
stand up and answer those of our own
countrymen who complain that Ameri-
can power is an evil foree in the world:
those who say that our foreign policy
is selfish and bad . . .. For the United
States to abdicate ity leadership role
in the world, or to attempt to meet ity
responsibilities through vood intentions
alone. without the bucking of @ strong
defense, would be one of the greatest
tragedies in history,”

Trade bill: Next vear, the Adminis-
tration will submit a comprehensive
forcign trade bill, which conceivably
could nclude a clause giving the Presi-
dent authority to nevotate tanft cuts,
The Administration previoushy  hud
been apprehensive about oflening trade
fenslution of this type, since it might
have paved the way {or action 01 pro-
tecuonist legisiation, such as the labor-
supported  Burke-Harthe bill. 7For 2

report on the Burke-Hartke bill, see
Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 108. For « report on
trade laws, see Vol 4, No. 39, p.
1496.)

The Administration-sponsored bill
is expected to include provisions al-
laying protectionist  concerns. One
could be a broader trade adjustment
assistance program to help industries
and employees hurt economically by
increased imports resulting from re-
duced tariff barriers.

Also under consideration is a plan
that would allow the President to im-
pose temporary import quotas while
more permanent solutions are devel-
oped to assist aggrieved industries and
workers.

Legislation to implement the new
U.S.-Soviet trade agreement by ex-
tending most-favored-nation status to
the Soviet Union is scheduled to be
introduced early in the next session.
Whether similar status will be ex-
tended to other eastern European
countries still has to be worked out.

Commenting on the grain and corn

sales to the Republic of China, Mr.
Nixon said they “only scratch the sur-
face of an immense trade potential be.
tween our two countries.”’
Action areas: Other salient issues due
to confront the President during his
second term include those of school
busing, drug abuse., amnesty for draft
gvaders, aid for nonpublic schools and
tax relief for the aged.

School  busing— Mr. Nixon has
forcefully stated his  opposition to
court-ordered busing of school chil-
dren. In a speech at Charlotte, N.C,,
on Oct. 25, Vice President Agnew
said Mr. Nixon would make vutlaw-
ing of school busing “a matter of first
priority” when Congress returns in
January. During a radio speech the
same dav, Mr. Nixon said, “No one
profits by the confusion and resent-
ment that s generated when whole
school systems are disrupted by the
forced busing of school children away
from their neighborhoods.™

Drugs— Having already established
a special anti-drug agency, Mr. Nixon
announced on Oct. 28 that he was
planning to step up the fight against
drug trathckmmg and sts criminal cle-
ments. He reported he would ask for
increased  funds for enforcement of
anti-drug taws and the establishment
of clinies to treat addicts and tongher
penalties Tor heroin dealers.

Amnesty —On Veterans Day,  the
President pledeed not to “make a
mockery™ of the sacrifices of U.S.
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servicemen by granting amnesty to de-
serters and draft dodgers. U The two
and one-hall million who chose to
serve America in Vietnam have paid a
price for their chowe” Mr. Nixon
said. “The few hundred who chose to
desert America must pay 4 pme for
their choice.” v

Aid  to mnpublic schools— M r.
Nixon said he wus “irrevocably com-
mitted” to seeking legisiation to pro-
vide tax credits for parents who send
their children to church-refated and
other private schools. Most of the
schools falling in this category are op-
erated by the Cathclic Church and the
issue could be one of the most emo-
tional of Mr. Nixon’s second term.
Commenting on the ksue in an Oct. 28
speech, he said, ~Were these nonpub-
lic schools to fail, the Toss of diversity,
the elimination of treedom ol choice
for nullives of purcuts, and the new
burden on the already crowded pub-
lic school system would be but part of
the cost. Lost, as well, would be an
irreplaceable and  precious  national
asset—schools  that  have provided
millions of American children with a
moral code and religious principlcx by
which to live”

Aid for the aged —NMr. Nison has
promised to help the nation’s older
citizens by seeking adoption of prop-
erty tax relief for them. So tur. how-
ever, the Admunistration hus not come
up with a tax reliel pian.

Personnel

Inevitubly. the White House per-
sonnel structure will change wver the
next four sears. Familiar figures will
fade and new ones will repluce them
in a changing montage of nawnes and
faces.

Following established custom, all
Presidential  appointees  ofter  their
resignation at the end of the term,
thereby  alowing  the Preswdent o
start atresh with o orevised hineup, f
he ~o desires,

“Eothink #oow zoud thing” smd
White Howse wide Cook, 7N second-
term Presidest should have a tuir turn-
aver. It's a iﬂ":lth\ thing ~ince o ore-
vitalizes the 3(& CUhe Prosident s oot
best served 1f the same chw hangs on.
We all tend to get stale.
of sufficient wico move on o other
fields of endeavor ™
No decivions: Acoonding o bhriich-
nun, Mreo Novon bas ot mnade any de-
Chhions ver dx o por
But sommie appanices

they wilh be leav oz voluntarby,

\n peap se

ntel Citdnges.
;

have mdicared
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Harry S, Dent, special counsel t
the President for political afTaies and
vne of the onginators of the “southern
strategy,” will soon Jewve to return to
Columbia, S.C.. and go into privat
law, und possibly g political curcer,
HUD Sceretany George W, Rom-
ney has sad be plaaned to feave the
Administration, Transportation See-
retary John AL Volpe aiso has said as
much, with the caveut that he would
take :mu{hcr high Administration po-
sttion tf the President ashed him,
Other Cabimet members expected

to depart before long mchude Seere-
tary of State Witham P, Rogers, De-
fense Seoretarny Melvin RO Lairdl At-
torney Generai Richard G Kicindenst
and Luabor ?‘1»\_1\,\«“:« James D i‘idg
soi. FIEW Seerctany Bihot L Rwch-

ardson mas dease his present position
Jor a nes ene.

White House exit: White House offt-
cuibs whe reporiedhy will move on -
clude Robert Fo Fincho counseior to

the President, and Herbert G. Klein,
director ol communications fur the ex-
ecutive branch. Clark  MuacGregor,
former counsel to the President for
congressional refutions and campaign
director for Mr. Nixon. will join the
Washington office of United Aircraft
Corp. Rumors persist that Ehclichma
and Ronald L. Zicgler, White Hous
press secretury. mayv also quit.

When asked if he intended to stay
on, Ehrlichman declined to state fatly
that he would. He said, "W hen people
ask me, 1 dl\’\d}b say | haven't been
asked, which is true, 1 think it s good
form for all of us to give the President
our resignation and for him to have a
totally
his Cabinet, the White House people
and the sub-Cabinet.”

Asked if he would remain if asked
by the President, he replied, ~Well,
that gets me over in the area of specu-
lation, which [ would rather not in-
dulge in.”

One Presidental  assistant  almost
certain to remain at the White House
is H. R. Huldeman. assistunt to the
President.  As White House major-
domo and Mr. Nixon's closest ad-
viser. Haldeman presides over the ex-
ecutive branch staff,

Mr. Nixon and the Presidency

As a lame-duck President, Mr.
Nixon will be free to govern without
the specter of another reelection cam-
paign crossing his path, Political con-
siderations will carry less weight in his
decision-making.

Hence, there is hittle likelibood that
Mr. Nixon, who has been criticized
for his remoteness. will increase his
contacts with the public and the press.
He probably will auend more cere-
monial events and increase his trips to
Camp David, Key Biscavne. and Suan
Clemente,

Unlike the start of his first term,
when 1t took him one and a halt vears
to tully stafl s Adminestration and
get o grnip on the tederal apparatus,
Mro Nixon can now move promptly
on matters of ugh policy with an ex-
perienced statd )uxmd him.

However, like all Prevdents near-
ing the chimactic end of ther carcers,
he will be concerned with ha\ p dce
Ristony, This widl wnd 1o dpinlin :
actions. For once a ircwdwt i Ve
office. he s at the merey of history as
he can oo fonger mliuence the course
of cvents. Mo Nivon, whoe dtkes 1o
reawd history and obten guotes from it
i his \pau,?m\ knows i;m q(mm ah.

free hand in the selection of

<, s
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U.S. Senate Election Results

Listed below are the unofficial 1972 election results in
the 33 contests tor the United States Senate. Returns,
compiled by the News Election Service and transmitted
by United Press Interndtional, wére supplemented by

Vote Per Cent

Alabama

John Sparkman, D* ¢ 660,327 64

Winton M. Blount, R 336,780 33

John I. LeFlore, Nati. Dem 28,912 3
Alaska #

Ted Stevens, R * v 55,700 78

W. Eugene Guess, D 16,326 22
Arkansas

John L. McClellan, D* ¥ 368,782 61

Wayne H. Babbitt, R 236,569 39
Colorado

Gordon Allott, R* 440,084 49

Floyd K. Haskell, D v 449,438 50
Delaware

J. Caleb Boggs, R* 112,542 49

Joseph Biden Jr., D ¥ 115,528 51
Georgia

Sam Nunn, DV 571.278 55

Fletcher Thompson, R 481,095 45
idaho R

Wiiliam E. Davis, D 140,523 45

James A. McClure, R v 161,211 53
lflinois

Charles H. Percy, R* v 2.825,772 63

Roman C. Pucinski, D 1,678,784 37
lowa

Jack R. Milier, R* 524,209 45

Richard C. Clark, D v 640,076 55
Kansas

James B. Pearson, R° v 600,544 73

Arch O. Tetzlaff. D 195,065 23
Kentucky

Waiter Huddleston, D v 525,990 51

Louie B. Nunn, R 491,498 43
Louisiana

J. Bennett Johnston Jr., D ¢ 588,162 56

Benjamin C. Toledano, R 203,607 19

John J. McKeithen, ind. 247,414 23
Maine

Margaret Chase Smuth. R* 195,536 46

William D Hathaway, D« 223,279 54
Massachusetts

Edward W. Brooke, R v 1,496,312 65

John J. Droney, D 820,375 35
Michigan

Robert P. Gnftin. R™ v 1,713,190 53

Frank J. Kelley, D 1,518,122 47
Minnesota

Walter F. Mondale. D* v 959,325 57

Phil Hansen, R 724,513 43
Mississippi

James O, Eastland, & 366.479 58

Git Carmichael, R 246,552 39

Prentiss Watker, Ind. 14,862 3

Montana
Lee Metcalf, D° v

Henry 8. Hibbard, R

Nebraska

. Carl T. Curtis, R* v
‘Terry Carpenter, D

New Hampshire

Thomas J. Mcintyre, D* v

Wesley Powell, R
New Jersey

Clifford P. Case, R* v

Paul J. Krebs, D
New Mexico
Jack Dantels, D

Peter Domenici, R v

North Carolina

Nick Galifianakis, D

Jesse Heims, R v
Oklahoma
Ed Edmoendson, D

Dewey F. Bartlelt, R v

Oregon

Mark Hatfield, R* v

Wayne Morse, D
Rhode Island

Claiborne Peli, D* v

John H. Chafee, R
South Carolina

Strom Thurmond, R* v
Eugene N. Zeigier, D

South Dakota

James Abourezk, D v
Robert W. Hirsch, R

Tennessee

Howard H. Baker Jr., R* v

Ray Blanton, D
Texas

John G. Tower, R* v
Harold Barefoot Sanders. D
Fiores Amaya. LRU

Virginia

Witliam 8. Spong Jr., D*
William Lloyd Scott, R

West Virginia

Jennings Randoiph. D* v

Louise Leonard, R
Wyoming

Clifford P. Hansen, R*

Mike Vinich, D

Vv winner
fincumbent

sincomplete returns

-etection in doubt

oy

-

Vote

158,050
146,460

282,911
255,702

183,316
138,703

645,810

936,164

171,568
202,207

671,872
792,553

470,948
505,530

491,393
423,564

212,338
180,015

418,411
238,631

171,810
129,442

714,274
441,309

669,673
1,388,792

60,024

643,116
725,067

472,948
240,784

100.604
40,695

National Journal reporters and correspondents. Returns
are complete unless otherwise indicated. Percentages do
not always total 100 because of votes cast for minor-
party candidates.

Per cent

§2
438

53
47

57
43

63
36

45
55

45
55

54
46

55
45

64
36

58
42

.82
38

54
45
46

52

67
33

72
28
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TO BE DEX'D TO WASHINGTON November 14, 1972  \\ V1
MEMORANDUM FOR : GORDON STRACHAN
FROM : L. HIGBY

Would you please get together with the CIEP types and any of
the other analysis-types. We need a complete analysis of the
Republican vote and the Republican Party performance in the
election. I realize some of this might be done in the Malek
operation, but if we can break out this part and get it together
now, it would be helpful.

We lost a net of one Governor and a net of four state legislatares.
This shows the total ineffectiveness of the Republican Party, at
least at the lower level, B8ince these races were not effected by
the Presidential status and it shows the Party was a terrible
drag.

We need a check as to whether we really made the effort to get
all the Republicans out, or did we rely too much on Dole and the
National Committee for this. I know you have some biases here
on Malek and that Malek has some biases on the Committee, but
I need your totally unbiased objective analysis of this situation.

With only a 55% turnout, we should have won a huge Republican
victory and it must have been a weak Republican effort that cut
into this. This should be examined ruthlessly, with no excuses,
because we need to know where the strengths and weaknesses are.

If it is necessary, get together with whoever you feel would be
appropriate in doing this, but let's make sure this is one of the
best items we do.
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November 13, 1972 W
MEMORANDUM FOR : GORDON STRACHAN
FROM 1 L. HIGBY

wi?

W e should proceed today in getting a final wrap-up of any
states that are still low that we don't have fairly high figures
on, This should be handled by youplacing a call directly to
the Secretary of State for that state. I want the latest figures
available for each state sent up to Camp David today please.

LH:pm

|




AY ROGER LANE
Free Fress Lanting Staft

Demacrats tichtened a shaky grip on the Michigan House
and catendei M for am‘i: or two years, nearly complete election

refurns show t\d Wednesday

An otherwizse stout rwmm( ¢ to lhe Republican Nixoa tide
marged, however, by the defeat of the second ranking
Sm‘dkm Protem Stanley J. Davis, former

WIS

Hruee Domoorat,

pravor of Grand Rapuiﬁ

Pavin was one of five incumbents defeated in a tightly cone
for House contrel that gave Dcmnmats.maw
wrain ovee the GOP for the 1973741 cgislature,

Wi IH THE NIXON bandwagon valling, Honse Speaker Wt.
Pam A, Rvan's forces went all out to roll | hack a strong Re
publican chalienge threatening their 58-52 existing mam’u‘v

A Demnerat-directed realipnment of the 110 House district
pomdaries fast spring contributed mightily to the Democratic
rause degpite pre-elaction worries and GOV hopes that it might

teated struzale
pai rend 1-49

hacklire.

Demacratic reapportionment enabl od the Democrats to plek
in Kalamarzoo, RBattle Ureek, ia:t [.ansing, Jackson,
Ana Arhar, Vosilantt and Saginaw.

The gaina more thap offset the Tnsz of Davis, whose Demo-
cratic strenpth deliherately was diluted by the reappartioners.

up seats

rOSCeTIOT

After a hard fought eloction
gampaign, 1. Brooks Patter-

gon

fnrmer anti-husing group

attngney, has heen elected as
the pew Oakland County
poseruior,

Farmer Delroit Police Com-

raizsioner Johannes b Spreen,’

a Demarral, has won a new
jnb as Oakland County shoriff

after
cloge

wetr-eplitting gave him a
vietary in the heavy Re-

puhbican county voting

Patterzon, 33, a Republican,

won

over Em‘:rm«,wni Thomas

Plunkett, 3, a Democrat,
e former hoss and the man
who fired him for “incompe-
tence” in 1971,

PATTIRSON became somes-

what

well known when he

worked as an attarpev for the
anti-husing  National  Action
Gronp last year in the group's
attempts tn stop court ordered
huvmgt I'Hr thr‘ purpmcq af

. D

RER Rl it nh(‘r(ﬂ

Phinkert campajaned on a

e,

ferernr nlPTagenms sinee

I of innnvative 1w en-

oy oliice i 1069,

But

that was apparentls not

enmtich fo outweizly the popn

tarify

of Patterson, a former

_mont, a schoolteacher, Plain- |

‘cousin of Rep. Martin Buth,

RECTRTSS |
' ‘ !
E

bt

Davis, an eight-vear veteran
and champion of urhan i
causes, was upset by Republi- |
can Richard D. Buth of Bel-

ficld Township trustee and |

dairy farmer of neighboring |
Comstack Park. ‘
So tight were several ¢an-
tests that winners in three dis-
tricts were determined in un. !
official returns hy less than
180 votes out of totals in the
30,000 to 33,000 range, raising |
the possibility of recounts in !
January when the new Lpr-vi- ‘
Jature convencs, i
Unlike ather disputed rlec-
tion results, recounts in legis-
lativey races are conducted by
the legisiative body itsell:
which reserves the right o
spat its own memhers. :
In pns\-i‘nlv the hardes
fought hattle of all Dmm(rat
Jack L Gm::rasq of Tron
Mauntain, waging a comehack |
try, led Republican Chatles
Donaldson 17,203 to 17,160, a
margin of 43 votes, with 80 of
84 precincts reporting.
Rep. Frederick Stackaeble
R-i ansing, apparcntly df‘-
frated Democrat Thomas M.
Holcomb, a schoolteacher, hy
§1 votes, and Charlie J. Harri-
son, D-Pontiae, hested JTames
W. Briney, a former GOF leg-
istative aide. bv 49 votes in
coplete unofficial returns,
THE ONLY Domacratie in.
cumbert o oatog, !‘,:\ui(im
Povis, woa s Plint fieshman 07
Theodire Mansour, a loser fo o
Repubhican Rep, 7L Roberet
Fedwards, Maneour and Fd-
wards were thrown by reap-

marficuvan® Fntoa e esema 2 W
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arsisfant prosceutor amnd now

a private lvwyer i Troy,
Patterson was fired by Pline
Lot in Jaauory, 1071 for eriti-
cizina a judge wha ruded
azainst Fatierson ina case he
wa s proceenting, Patterson
maintained that the firing oc-
curred bheecause Plankett saw
Bim ag a potential challenger,

IN THE SHERIFF'S race,

Epreen bont the present under-
sheriff, Ten Hazen, who was
epdorad hy the retiving sher-
iff, I'rank frons.
Hazom, 47, campaigned on
iz sbyvear experience with the
spartment. But Spreen, 82,
maiched that with his 26 vears
en the New York Paolice Do
srbment aad his serviee ag
Detreit police eommissioner,

Beaien .%;y
Wired Aide

Bpegizl 1o the Praa Piass

ANN ARBOR--Douglas
Harvy has et his re-election
tid ax Washtenaw County
sherifl in a former deputy he
had fired twice, )

HHarvey, a controversial
Iaw-and-nrder  sheriff in a
cemnty that includes Ann Arbor
and the University of Michi-
ran, finished third in Tues-
dav's election hehind Freder-
1. Pastill, the winner, and
Harvev's preeant undersheriff,
Haratd T, Owinsg,

Postill, 30, who kept a com-
fuptable  Jead threughout the
Balinting, ciaimed he was fired
tviee in 1067 fnr helping fo or-
wawre a depnties” nnion in the
sherif{’s department,

PONTILL RAN nn the Dem-
orratie ticket after Harvey
switehed his affiliation from
Mremaocratic to the conserva-
tive American Independent
Party (AIP). Owings was the
Republican challenger.

Owings ran a oalm cam.
paizn in tha hopes of inherit-
ing Harvey's joh. But postill
accused Harvey of incompet-
ence ip runping the jail and
the sheriff’s department dnd
with eriminality in selling and
lending recovered stolen prop-
erty to his relatives,

Near the end of the cam-
saign, Postill supporters res-
yrrected ruwmors of a [0-vear-
oid statutoryrape charge
azainat Harvey,

Harvey's supporters
vneartherd old pistol-whipping
charges thrown at Prstill by

el

Mura, Postill's first hushand.

N
the

IR R L O R L SR

Flint district,
Three Remuhlican Ipeum.
hents were jumped in the

wave of Democratic triumphs |
outstate

in  veapportioned
urban districts,

Knneked off in this fashion !

were Reps. Rov Smifh, a
threnterm veteran from Ypsi-

Ianti; Gustave J. Groat Sr., a
former Rattie Creek city dot- |

octive and also a ihree form

House member, and freshman

Rohert [V Young of Sapinaw.
The f{ive upsets,

epuhiican  and
cratic, .

More sipnificant, Detroit’s
legislative vnice will be weak-
ened in anether consequence
of reapportinnment. The city's
pepulation loss in the 1970 cen-
sus will cut its representation
in the lower House at Lansing
from the present 25 Jawmak-
ers tn 20,

Oin strictlv urhan issues, this |

fosn will he aemewhat offset
bv representation gains of
nufstate cities, .

If the earlv tallv holds un,
the Nemocratic House margin
will he the largest — and most
workable — since the middle
19305 excent for the 1965-66 pe-
riod when Democrats ruled 73
to 37. ) ‘

Neither  Republicans nor

"Drmocrats since 1966 have

heen able to count more than
58 eauvcus votes, or two bevond
the hare majority required tn
pass a hill,

OF 22 WOMEN secking
House seats, oniv the six fe.
male incumbents, all Detroit
or Detroit-area Demwocrats
W,

Tuesday’s resulls pave the

Togistature a-.father-son com-

hinatinn to gn alnng with the
McCollough mother-snn team
when Detroit Demncrat Thad-
deus Stopermmski won in the
1th district to join his dad,
four-termer Steve Stopczynski,
re-elected in the new 19th dis-
trict,

Mrs. Lucille McCollough, D-
Dearborn, won a 10th term to
keep in tandem with her fresh-
man senator- son, Patrick
MecCallough, D-Dearharn, who
is midway in a four-vear term.

The new
ment will tzke -shape Jan. 19
when the 77th Tegislature con-
vencs. ‘

As presently constituted, the
state’s  Iawmaking body will
reassemble on Nov. 27 to work
off unfinished 1972 husiness,
including major housing,
transpottation and gambling
measures.,

coupled |
with 23 twrnovers assured ear- |
tier by retirements, primary
electinn defeats and decisions
to ruir for new offices, meant |
there will he 28 new {aces in
House next January, 14
14 Demo-

[egislative align- |

Opep SUNDAYS 120 8

SHOP AT SEARS AND SAVE. g
[SPPN ]
2 CALs, |

FAn 9 Manday theu Saturday

ey e 237000

cetera Bath 476 (000




BY JAMES BASSETT
Times Associate Echtor

That long drouth of. power fn
‘Congress for Republicans is now 18
-years old, with considerable likefi-
hood that it will last at least until
-the end of President ’\hxon s second
:‘Administration. .

. Curiously, the GOP shpped from
.majority to minority statug dumng

‘the first off-year’ eiectmn of onel of*.
‘the nation's most loved Chief Exéeu-

tives—Dwight D). Kisenhower.

The charismatic lke had brought
‘into office with him in 1952 a nar-
row Republican margin, after a
‘four-year Democratic sway that fol-
lowed Harrv 3 Truman's "give-'em-
‘hell” win over Thomas K. Dewey in
1048, (Those with leng memories
‘will recall HST's condemnation of
the GOP-led "no-account, do-nothing
'80th Congress” in that 1emarkable
year.)

When Gen. Eisenhower was inau-

.gurated in January, 1953, he had an
&83rd Congress that numberad 49
‘GOP senators to the Democrats’ 46,
‘plus Oregon's maverick Wayne
:Morse, who had bolted the Republi-
«can Party during the campaign.
"There were 219 GOP House mem-
“bers, 213 Democrats.
" AMoreover,  congressional le aids
cership layv in the capable hands: «of
"Mr. Republican” himse 11, Sen
Robert A, Taft of Ohio,

Unlike Mr. Truman, Tke enjoved
consistently high legislative "box

scores” for chomphwhmem of ad- .

ministrative mandates; about three-
‘fc«urths of his bills were passed.
For his part, HST's vietory over

. Dewey (who "snatéhed défeat from

the jaws of victory," as one cynic
put ity came at a time when the rec-
ord showed him at less than 50¢ in
achievement. Yet the Democrats
gave him a Congress. Ifonically,
THAT Congresg’ box score, where
the White House wishes were con-
cerned, dropped under 35% .

Then came 19534, With Vice Pres-
ident Nixon carrying the off-year
campaign hod, Mr. Eisenhower
staved close to home base ;

Why?

One cogent reason might well. be
the advice he received from U,N.
Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge,

whose judgment was highly regard--

ed bv the President.
Lodge had spearheaded the Draft-

Tke movement in 1951, by visiting .

the then-NATO commander in' Pa-
rig, learning that he was technically
a Republican and convincing him
that he should run. .

I personally recall a conversation

with Lodge in New York in late July

of that year. Having been shown a
presentation for a closed-circuit TV
presentation aimed toward a GOP
Congress, in which Mr. Eisenhower
would star, Lodge declared:

“I'm not 4t all sure the President

should become too identified with
the Republican Party. { told him {wo
vears ago that he could make out
just as well with a Democratic Con-
gress. [ still think so, and I repeated
it to him recently.”

Lodge was also fearful that losing
Congress would be construed as a
personal Risenhower rebuff by the
electorate,

He added: "There's moss on our
party six inches thick, Maybe it'd he
best for us to lose, as a lesson."
\While senator from Massachusetts
until John F. Kennedy took away his
seat in 1952, Lodge averred that he'd
never "even said the word 'Repuhli-
can' in 13 vears."

Although the President could "get
along" with an opposition Congress,
Liodge acknowledged that Tke would
"have 1o operate a lot differently to
bring them to heel, whipcracking
when he vetoes loose-money legisla-
tion, for example.”

Lodge, it was obvious. {elt there
should be three parties: Republican,
Democratic and White House.

Mr. Eisenhower accepted hiz
counsel, When 1he votes were count-
ed. the 84th Congress consisted of 48
Democrats (plus Morse) and 47 Re-
publicans in the Senate, and 232
Democrats to 203 Republicans in the
House. =

Nonethéless, the President—who
had sparred with his new Senate
majority leader, William F, Knowl-
and of California, over the Bricker
amendmeént {watering down the
presidential treaty-making powers),
took the loss philosophically. But
with a few reservations.

In his assessment of his 1952-34
record, Tke was especially proud of
having led the nation from a war-
time to a peacetime economy with-
out a depression, and for "effective
checks on profligate spending.”

He wondered whether a divided
government could continue along
this course. -

But the President took heart when

The Republicans’ Power Drouth in Co
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ngress: Past, Present - and Future?

considered his close friendship

h House Speaker Sam Rayburn
! Senate leader Lyndon B. John-
., both Texans, both pragmatists.
rhurn represented a distriet in
ich - Mr, -Eisenhower had once
wd, and still addressed him as
ipt. Ike."

ersonality plaved a tremendous

2 in the ensuing six yvears when
» White House confronted an in-

asingly Democratic legislature. -

e broad-smiling Kisenhower man-
»d without too much difficulty to
ain cordial relations with The
.

in 1955-56, the 84th Congress
sperated substantially with the
psident in foreign affairs. But he
led to gain more than half of his
sired domestic goals. The 83th and

th Congresses (11d beuex for him,

opting ‘his middie-of-the-road pro-
am to a fairly large degree and
tying with him in foreign policy.
Yet, as the vears passed, even Ike
18 unable to maintain his previous

omentum, as the Democratic Con- -

ess began to gird for the 1960 pres-
ential election.

For eight vears thereaftex two
smoeratic  Presidents, Kennedy
id Johnson, had majorifies on The
ill. Result; a spate of domestic
iberal® legislation that rivaled, in
any ways, FDR's "100 days” -in
133,

Now the question is: Can Pres-
lent Nixon. in hig second term, ap-
roach the Kisenhower record? Or,
srhaps more cogently, can be find a
-ay to work with a possibly hostile
ongress with its-eyes on 1976" ’

ey
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Black Hijackers Tip Unfa'irt
C1 iticism Against Their Ra

BY ROY

In the precarious balance being

maintained between white and

black Americans, the’ spéctacular
black hijackers of airplanes, al-
though actuated hy personal proh-
lems with which many persons can
sympathize. are. tipping popular

" opinion against the whole race.

It is not usual, in the intensity of
committing an offense, that it occurs

to a lawbreaker that his actions may-

hurt other struggling members of
his race. He is prepared, he thinks,
to accept the consequences of his ac.
tion.

Ifheisa hijacker, playing for high
stakes with the lives of passengerq

WILKINS

sengers and crew, and the attempt
to extort money. All these persons
and the company had no connection
with the trouble in Detroit, except
that as whites they did have a ten-
uous tie to the system,

The hijackers, as is so often the
case, did much more than vent their
spleen upon whites. By the nature of

Ctheir operations, they focused a

spotlight on their own people.
It is not fair that it should be so,

Dbut it was "race" that screamed out

that Sunday ntorning. Few people
bothered to separate the black per-
petratoxs from the black race. ’

- Negro Americans need to give
more than a fleeting thought to pub-
lic relations. They had before them

e
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On the campaign trail. . in an office

Dear Campaign Workers

BY CATHY O'NEILL

Grass-roots campaigns are
tough. They are tough to pull
together, but they are much
more difficult to unwind, Hav-
ing bheen through one, 1 can ap-
preciate whyv legislators are
Joath to change campaign fi-
nancing laws,

After all, it doesn't rip vour
soul apart to say lo a corpora-

‘tion, "Thank vou for your help
1'm sorry [ Jost." However, it is a
- tough experlence to thank peo-

ple 311\9 vou for investing hours,
days, weeks of vour time, talent
and energies, not fo say your
personal financial efforts, and
then to say, "I'm sorry we lost."
There are a few consolations,
Ours turned out to be the closest
legislative race in Southern Cali-
fornia. My opponent, Sen,
Robert . Stevens, went back to
Sacramento as the only legisla-
tor in the state with more than
half his constituents having vot-
ed against him. The Peace and
Freedom candidate, with 199,
of the tally, made the difference
bhetween his election and mine—-
and most of those voters were
probably defecting Democrats.
All the same, writing this is
ripping me apart How do I
thank all of you who worked so
thard for me because vou felt 1
would work to see that public
schools are a place you want to
send vour children, and so that

Cathy O'Neill ran this month
as Democratic
stute senator in the 25th District.
She holds a master's degree in

.social welfare, and. before the

campaign worked in Santa Moni-
ca helping senior citizen VISTA
volunteers develop programs for
the elderly. Mrs. O'Neill, who
will remain active in community
affairs, has these immediate
plans: "To wrap.a lot of Christ
mas packages and think ebout
finding‘q job in January.®

candidate for .

all of us can continue to enjoy
beaches, parks and open spaces?
Is it enough to say that all you

volunteers have performed &~

real public service and that such
a close outcome will probably
cause the other guy-—the winner
-—to he a much more responsive
legislator? 1t will have to he
enough,

No, it wouldn't matter so much
if it were just a matter of dash-
ing off a thank-you note to a
hired P.R. firm. In my case,
though, that wouldn't work. My
campaign was waged by people
—lots of peopie—and all of vou
deserve a thank-vou note. You
also desarve to know, in detail,
exactly what the results were.

Despite everything, there is
much good news. Santa Monica,
for example, was carmed by a lo-
cal Democrat for the first time in
recent memory. Beyond that,
Malibu, Pacific Palisades (where
1 live), Westwood {(where my op-
ponent lives), West Los Angeles,
Venice-~they voted overwhelm-
ingly for me,

1 also won in Marina Del Rey,
Redondo Beach, and Hermosa
Beach (thanks to a hugely ener-
getic bipartisan effort), and even
in El Segundo, which President
Nixon carried 4 to 1, T didn’t do
too badly. Manhattan Beach was
a tossup, and even with the
usually conservative voters in
Westchester, I held my own. _

Then why did T lose? Well, 1
exceeded the Democratic regis-
tration on the Palos Verdes Pe-

ninsula, but didn't cut into the
Republican vote on the environ-

mental igsue as much as we all
had hoped there—and I got mur-
dered in Torrance.

Torrance, where so man)\ of us
had worked so hard, where the
most . popular city councilmen
wrote a letter on my behalf to all
residents, where I had spent
countless hours visiting bowling

v« +in Redond

...in Santa
Photos, clockwise from left, by Hella Ham

alleys, shopping centers, movie
lines, PTA festivals and high
schools; Torrance, where we had
walked every precinct, where
our South Bay headquarters had
a fabulously hard-working staff
of volunteers; Torrance, where I
hoped for a 1arge labor vote be-
cause 1 had every union local's
endorsement, where [ had the
support of educators, many com-
munity leaders -and bipartisan
citizen groups concerned with
good government -— Torrance
voted against me by 6,000 votes!

Why did I carry Democrats for
70 miles and lose them here’
The answer may lie with being a
woman—a mother.

Once during the campaign a
friend .and 1 passed out -bro-
chures in -a Torrance shopping
center.. Some  people locked at
the picture and then at me, and .
they seemed surprised. One man
said, "It's not easy being Jackie
Rabmson is it?" I'm afraid my
husband, an Irish lawyer, would
have been a better candidate in
Torrance.

But that's just guesswork-—l
still don't know for sure why I =
lost in Torrance. A vote analysis

&
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{onica
d, Nina Zacuio, Maxlne Somberg

hows that 1T got more support
han any Democrat on the ballot
n Torrance—1972 just wasn't a
ood year for Democrats there,
s it wasn't in most middle-class
ommunities where voters are
ealizing material aspirations.
jut I want our Torrance work-
rs to know that all those hours
f dedication weren't wasted,

Nothing was really wasted. We

lid better than we originally had

my right to hope. We brought

wt a lot of important issues. We -

it the incumbent on his guard.
Ve built the nucleus of a new
jolitical organization in our area
nade up of the voung, working

eople, -environmentalists, wom-

m, professionals and - retired
)eople, We waged a real grass-

oots campaign without major

orporate financing. That's the
yay American polities should
e, and that's why I've had to
teep so many of you in mind.
So thank: you, everyone, for
sitching. in. I've. tried .to put
fown everything I reaily feel,
yut as I reread these notes,
here's one thing I've left out,
onsidering how close I came:
God damn it—I wish I'd won.

i v S AST 0 CIUUITOL
“value of airplanes, he attracts inter- -

national attention.
Whites hijack planes with less de-
clared reason than blacks, but, as

1. usual, the color of the culprit in-

fluences public opinion. When black
hijackers stage a spectacular-hit of
air piracy, they get spectacular at-
tention, the more so lf wo}ence is in-

-volved,

T %
The takmg of a Southern Airw aws

- jet, after not one-but two trips to

Cuba and with the copilot wounded
by gunfire, aroused the nation. Pic-

" tures of the three hijackers adorned .
"~ the front pages of newspapers ev-

ervwhere. The odyssey of the stolen

-eraft went from edition to edition.

Finally, the harrowing tale ended
with the taking into custody of the
hijackers by Cuban offictals and ap-
propriation of the ransom money.

Failure to receive justice in the
courts was the reason reported for
the hijackers' action. There was

‘probably a good deal of truth in

their charge. They are black and the

- chances are that their color in-

fluenced their treatment. There are
50 many points at which. ’\evroe»

. can "get the finger" that it'is almost .

useless to try to make whites under-
stand.

But. this excuse, valid as it might
be, does not justify the stealing of an
airplane, the terrorizing of the pas-

T i

tions detail paying off in the huge
landslide in the election.

*

At present, communities are mov-
ing to keep black families out of the
suburbs, Blacks are being denied
even a chance at equal education by
the mounting antibusing hysteria
and the glib adherence to the neigh-
borhood school—good, bad or indif-
ferent. Blacks are being shut out of
jobs by administrative hocus-pocus
and by some unions. The proposed
cuts in rent for welfare clients is
aimed at blacks.

For protection against these and
other onslaughts, black Americans
have only the moral argument, plus
the gamble of lawsuits and uncer-
tain legislative action,

They can, however, exercise the
self-discipline that all minorities
must use against a majority that
possesses massive political  power
{except in certain local instances)
and crushing economic power.

"In the meantime, there must be no
letup in the resistance, but it must
be directed by brainpower and net
by sensational, widely publicized
operations that call attention to the
race of the alleged malefactors.

Such actions will but harden the
lines against normal progress of nor-
mal people combating the already
tough ohstacles of normal existence.
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Republican

National
Committee.

December 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO: GORDON STRACHA
FROM: ED DeBO
RE: ELECTION '72: Editorial Reaction

The enclosed report contains
a compendium of editorial reaction to President Nixon's
landslide victory and what the future holds. Compiled from
over 100 newsvapers nationwide, this analysis reveals how,
1n the opinion of the nation's editorial writers, President
Nixon's achievements in the area of foreign policy and the
economy, coupled with his overall record, George McGovern's
radical image and an unprecedented amount of ticket-splitting
all contributed to an overwhelming mandate for four more years.

Copies of the text of the editorials
cited in this report are available from the Political/Research
Division.

/ig
enc.

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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RNC RESEARCH DIVISION
December 6, 1972

ELECTION '72
EDITORIAL REACTION~

Richard M. Nixon's landslide election on MNovember 7, 1972, provoked varying
editorial reactions in the nation's press. The extent of the President's
victory was commonly acknowledged. However, the broad base from which this
victory was derived was a bit surprising to some.

The following report looks at the various aspects of the President's victory
and what it portends for the future as highlighted by the nation's editorial
writers. The analysis was compiled from over 100 newspapers across the
country.

Landslide!

"The astonishing feature of President Nixon's re-election victory
is its uniformity. Not since President Roosevelt's sweep of all
but two states in 1936 has a national candidate attracted support
so clearly in every region and from virtually every segment of the
voting population.”

The New York Times
November 9, 1977

"...Mr. Nixon, after four years in the presidency, has
achieved remarkable status as a leader of and spokesman for
the great wajority of the American people, young and old,
rich and poor, blue collar and white collar, liberal and
conservative."

The Denver Post
November 8, 1972

"A11 regions and most elements of the population gave him-
a decisive endorsement. Few presidents have received comparable
acclamation from the electorate."

The Pittsburgh Press
November &, 1972

Foreign Policy

The winding down of the Vietnam War and the overall progress in the field
of foreign policy are seen as those issues contributing most significantly
to the Nixon victory.

"He has wound down the Vietnam war, [and] put out the 'cold war'...."

The Christian Science Monitor
November 9, 1972
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"The acclaim for Mr. Nixon from abroad is a tribute to the
effectiveness of his foreign policy which even the most dedicated
McGovernites concede is his long suit."

The (Balitmore) Sun
November 10, 1972

"President Nixon's greatest achievements, however, were in

the field of foreign affairs. Ping-Pong diplomacy led to the
President's trip to China and all the possibilites that may
grow out of the normalization of relations between the world's
most populous country and the world's richest country.”

"The Arizona Republic
November 8, 1972

Fiscal Policies

The economy is also oft-mentioned as a major point in the President's
favor.

“...the President's handling of the economic crises from the time
of the August 1971 wage-price freeze...contributed to his
Tands1lide victory."

Sioux Falls Argus-Leader
November 9, 1972

"Voters were not to be distracted from their belief that peace
and the economy were the main issues. They gave Mr. Nixon high
grades on these.."

The New Orleans Times Picayune
November 9, 1972

Other Issues

The majority of editorials see the ending of the Vietnam War as the first
priority of the President's second term. Once this goal has been met,

it is generaily felt that the President should turn to the great number of
domestic issues awaiting action. These issues cover a wide spectrum--
federal spending, unemployment, tax reform, welfare reform, racial
integration, etc.

"Bringing the cease-fire in Vietnam to reality must be the
first priority.

"At home there are still problems with the economy, with high
unemployment, with deficit spending, with Tiving conditions
in urban areas."

The Idaho Statesman
November 9, 1972
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"For Nixon, the urgencies of office will bore in swiftly.
There is still the horrid war in Vietnam to end, and re-
lated wounds at home to heal. The Watergate affair must be
cleared up, for Nixon's own sake as well as the nation's.
There is the challenge of the economy with the competing
demands for growth without wild inflation, high unemployment,
massive federal dificits or environmental damage. Taxes and
tax reform are issues that will not go away. Likewise the
unfinished business of the 1960's--racial injustice, poverty,
inadequate schools, faltering health care and other perplexities--
must still be faced more squarely."”

The Milwaukee Journal
November 8, 197

"As the administration proceeds in the weeks ahead to unravel
the problems that still stand in the way of peace in Vietnam,
Mr. Nixon will undoubtedly turn his attentions more fully to
domestic concerns.

"...the President's initiatives in the area of welfare reform

and governmental reorganization--to cite only two of the most
ambitious--are still gathering dust.”

The Cincinnati Enquirer
November 9, 1972

Ticket Splitting

One phenomenon very strongly in evidence in this election year is that of
ticket-splitting. The Daily Oklahomen (11/9/72) refers to that state's voters
as being "more sophisticated in ticket-splitting with every election." The
Virginian-Pilot (11/10/72) reports that "In state after state, the electorate
split its tickets with a vengeance." The (Baltimore) Sun (11/9/72) sums

it up: "The pattern was not uniform around the country, but an essencial

fact is that a great many citizens voted for the Nixon-Agnew ticket and

at the same time voted for Democratic candidates for the Senate and the
House."

The newspapers that chose to analyze why people split their ballots generally
came to one conclusion. The New York Times (11/9/72) stated that the
voters are "tired of change." The Boston Globe (11/5/72) put it this way:

"What the people have said most clearly, perhaps, is that they
have more faith in the President's call for a healing process
than in a call for uncharted change."

"Confronted with the choices available to them, the overwhelming majority
of America's voters were in no mood for change" is how the Akron Beacon
Journal (11/8/72) saw it. The Christian Science Monitor (11/9/72) concludes:
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"The American people may be wary for a long time of again entrusting
all the power in Washington to men of the same party. By giving

the White House to Mr. Nixon but Teaving the Congress to the
opposition they have expressed a preference for as little

change in the present structure of American society as may be
possible."

Why Nixon Won

According to newspaper editors, Richard Nixon was perceived by the electorate
as the centrist, moderate, middle of the raad candidate. Described by

the Birmingham News (11/9/72) as "a centrist--a politician in the political
middTe" the President appealed to the voter in the political center. The
Milwaukee Journal (11/8/72) puts it this way--"Nixon was able to dominate

the political center, stressing moderate change within the comfortable
framework of continuity.” As simply stated in the Minneapolis Tribune
(11/9/72)"...Mr. Nixon has done enough things well in his first term

to elect him to a second, particularly when the views of the challenger
seemed well ahead of those of the Middie American majority."

Why McGovern Lost

George McGovern was viewed by the voter as the radical, unknown, and extreme
candidate. The (Cleveland) Plain Dealer (11/8/72) refers to McGovern's
politics as "1iberal-radical,” The Detroit News (11/8/72) says "...his
political ideas Tie outside the main stream of American thought" and

The Richmond News Leader (11/8/72) refers to his campaign as "the politics
of exclusion." A vote for George McGovern was interpreted as a vote for

a narrow ideology.

"One might say that the voters didn't blame the Democrats for
George McGovern."

The Virginian-Pilot
November 9, 1972

"That the Democratic Party was not repudiated in the hurricane
of Mr. Nixon's triumph, is plain from the almost incredible
strength it showed in congressional and state elections.™

The Washington Post
November 9, 1972

In short, George McGovern's defeat was seen as a personal one contributed
to by his own extreme statements, vacillation on the issues, and a lack of
perception of the all-encompassing job of the presidency.

"McGovern...helped Nixon immeasurably with a heavy evangelistic
style that failed to stir, with alienation of traditional elements
in the Democratic Party, with stumbling over Eagleton and
economic policy....In the end, McGovern himself became the major
issue."

The Milwaukee Journal
November 8, 1972
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"McGovern...managed to alienate not only the Democrats who
differed from his ideology, but he later drove off many of
his original supporters by his vacillation and hedging on his
original statements and policies....His chosen issues worked
for his opponent and against him."

The Dallas Morning News
November 9, 1972

"So far as the institution of the presidency was concerned, Mr,
Nixon was the man who came closest to matching the public
image of what a President should be. Senator McGovern obviously

did not match that image."
Newsday
ovember 9, 1972

The President and Congress

The Congressional election~results are viewed editorially in one of two
ways. Approximately half of those newspapers surveyed felt the President’s
landslide victory will give him a better hand in dealing with Congress.

An example of this reaction:

"As Mr. Nixon faces Congress next year, surely he will be in
better field position than when he began his administration and
especially this year.”

The Birmingham News
November 9, 1972

" However, in the opinion of a number of other newspapers the election
results will merely heighten any 111 feeling that exists between the
legislature and executive branches.

"Thus, in the next four years as in the last four, Congress
and the White House look Tike pivotal points in an on-going
struggle for political power, ideological supre.acy and public
popularity in this country.”

Buffalo Evening Hews
November 9, 1972

Four More Years

The Tong range view of the Presidential outcome finds many newspapers
seeing the next four years as a time of leadership challenge and change
for the better. Richard Nixon is no longer restricted by the politics of
the next election. It is a time for responsible action with an eye on
the future.
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"The country stands poised at the beginning of a new potential,
offering revived opportunities for national excellence, both in
solving problems at home and in fostering less fearful conditions
world-wide. Americans, during election day, 1972, chose
presidential Teadership capable of fulfilling such tasks."

The Salt Lake Tribune
November 9, 1972

"For the first time in his political life, President Nixon will
now be free of the pressures of another election campaign. He
has a sense of history, and one must assume that he wants to
leave a record that historians will remember favorably."

Oregon Journal
November 8, 1972

AN
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“Golorady  politicians  haven’t
vet sorted cut the details of
Tuesday’s surprising  election,
but thev're preparved to offcr a
few conjectures.

Item: Kenneth W. Lloyd,
state Republican chairman,
thinks his party was stricken
with a formy of “backlash’~s0
many Democrals were so alien-
ated from their parly’s presi-
dential  candidate  that  they
poured more than usual time
and money eie U8, Ssaate and
House ruces.

Ttem: Wiltard (Bill} Leavel,
stale Demoeratic chairman, be-
Heves  that Demwcerat  Floydic
Haskell defeated ULS. Sen. Gor-
don Allott lurgely on issues,

cspecially  Modicare and  tax
reform.
Item:  Richard E. Young,

|Denver Temocrstie chalrmaa, e
jhas a leeling the Denver party
dxin betler beulth than it has
Been for years and may just he
(resuming s ehl-reliable Deno-

d

tor-elect IFlovd Haskell

d Sena-,

con-
campaigas,

lect Pat Schreeder an

ucted “hard-sell”

“and they sold well,” Pw ers
said.

cmt‘ic tradition.
Ttem: William S,

commitlieeman,
speaking with hindsight,
the “‘soft-sell”
Senator
Rep. Mike Me
just weren't the ndht; strategy
(this year.

YON'T FAULY ANYBODY?

campigng

won't  fault  amybody,”
Powers. “Theiv
damned  goodl,

practical, and they

TCAS0HS  were
might

yeat,
this election.”

Democratic o

Dowers,
former Republican national
admiltedly
say

ol
Allett and Republican
Kevitt of Denver

“T can't fault anybody, and I
saild

thoughtful and
bave
theen gond reasons in another
but they weren’t gond in

UISWOITIATL

“Of  course, some poople
might say that President Nixon
conducted a soft-sell campaign.
tvo,”” Powers said, “but he did
like hell, The President con-
ducted a lough campaign that
put him on the frent pages of
the newspapers and on televi-
;islon every day.”’

The resulis of Tuesday’s elee-
tion show a startling trend
Colorado tickot-splifling.

As expected, President Nixon
swepl the stafe, winning all but
two small counties angd amnss-
ing a tolal Colorado vole of al-
most 669,060,

But three-lerm Senalor Alloit,
whose name appeared next to

5

of |

telection

cevery ballot |

fsome 135,060

Nixon.

The ¢lection
fore, a “‘Hep
in the opinion.
Leavel.
DeGOVERN B

“The voters
cept the cand
MeGavern,” 1
wasun't a Repu
much As a pets
the (Thomas) I

Leavel Rurthe
resuit
unexpected vic
and Mrs. Sch
denece of a son
liberalism™ in ¢
The .\irong
new 4th Conge
by Dencocrat .
dicates that di

the President’s, side by side, oo

lo be as firmb
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v the state, gotymany Republicems  thoughi, nwere stumping af home.

votes less  than leavel said. MeKevilt especially was
Merson Iost the clection fnlgetiing nno fhe  campaign, B
was not, there-!Republican James P. Jobnsow, remaining in Cﬂn;\%‘% 1ost of he
Blican” election, |but the seat “will be wvp forithe time uniil adjournment in been wrong, “but al the time

+

»¢ Demoerat Billigrabs again next time,” in the October.
opinion of the Demacratic] <[1o gtayed
LIRECTED? chairman. He believes  Pat did hig Jﬂ}

Schroeder’s victory In Deaver|did his voting,” Lloyd said.
is evidenee that “the Ist Dis- N
rict has comne home.”

simply didn’t ac-
dacy of George
eavel said, "I

And, as a resull, the

i

on, starting with thie firel Republican (flll’le\"'p;“f)!ousl} campaigning, Lloyd

elaton affair.’ A from Dienver since 1946,
agleton ¢ . L SER e )

¢ interprets the NICI\VL\Xfi has mdxpa%m. smL‘ol
s (notably the!lis defeal, that he fsn'l throughia  vvery  professional”
orics of Haskell 1w th public Ife and at this point paign, the chairman said,
woder)  as ew,’has to be considered the lead-

Sment of “sanefng GOP prospect in Denver incans, we really failed fo

suid,

blorado. 1974, lthrough to the peaple with

showing in the GOP  Chairman Lioyd said things thal Senutor Allott
sssional District he's sure Alloll and McKevitt [done and was doing  for
dan Merson in- lost ground In the political came sizte of Colorado.”

triet isw't going paigns by staying at their desks| Allotl raude a decision very
Ropublican as in Washinglon while opponen(s early, Lloyd said, lo run an al-

in Washington,
silended sessions,

B ¥
4

looked like a wise decision,”

con-

Also looking hack, Lloyd ac-
knowledped iUs clear now that
many people decided it was
“time for a cliange” i the
s B c gressman missed exposure jn [Sehate-

Jican victory as McEcevitt. elected In 1979, was’ Depver while his opponent was He thinks _(he new youth vele
and the anti-Glympics referen-jdes that federal fun ding wa.
dum contributed, in some de-|depend on the will of {/b]m atlo
The Maskcll organization rangree, to the defeat of bolbiveters as expressed

cam-|Allott and McKevitt.
“and [ OLYMPICS 1SSUES
J think we failed, as hepuuh-

%,
L

firmative unpalgn,  staying the Olymple issue, but concedes
I;md] away fzom PCW*M lities and hat (he Clymipic reterendy

egative tssues. Locking back, [«
said, thal strategy may have

“prohably helped get a cenaan
group oul (o the pells) tha
might otherwise pol have
voted.”

Allott and McKevitt, alorg
with all other Colorado
members of Congress, spon-
sored a bill to provide feders!
funds to support the 1976 wii nier
games, But both supperied

it

in the
Tuegday referendum,
Young, the Denver bemoper::-

Though the Olympics issueiic chairman, said he thinks »

eetiought never {o have been par-|“conscience’” vole helped Crle
the tisan, many Colorado Demwo-irade Democratic  candidate.:
hadicrats tried {o make it so, “and;Many persons who voled for
the'to a degree, I think succceded,” [Nixon felt a  compulsion to

be said.

switch immediately to the other

Republican Powers discounts |party “lo pul some Democrats
the effect of the youth vole andlin office.”
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BY REMER TYSON

Froe Prass Politics Wriler

The morning of Sept. 24,
1971, was crisp and clear in

- Detroit. Michigan’s U.S. Sen-

" Griffin

ate race was far away, not
vet a flutter in the public's
mind.

Republican Sen. Robert P.
sat in a Pick-Fort
Shelby Hotel suite, writing in
black ink with a heavy felt pen
on a long yellow legal pad—-
the Kind lawyers use in court.

The statement he wrote fhat
morging was eventually to
lead—mpore than anything else

; —1io his re-election victory on
*, another morning in Detroit—
"~ Nowv. §, 1972,

l”

TSI,

.,

Robert Griifin
they are told Wednesday movning that

W Eh
gs;aa»

¥ I

23
e

and his wifp,

“Ag pne who wants tn niake
maore and more progross foe
ward racinl equality and an in-
tegrated socieoty,” Griffin
wrote in big Iefters, 1 am
deeply concerned that {orced
busing solely for the purpese
of achieving racial balavee is
connter-productive . .

Three days later—Sept. 27,
1371—U.8, District Court
Judge Stephen J. Roth ruled
that Detroit’s school system

DEMS HOLD CONGRISS

TECr B K T ov
i "‘ll

PO
S

oy (L

iy

Lo i v
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his oppaneat in the 115, Senate raee, A
eral Frank Kelley, had conceded the olec

e e me b ok
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state ,actmno
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gated because of

BY THE TIME the impact
ol Jndge m»ha ruling hod
sunk in, Grifity had estab.

Timhed an image of the late’s
faremost opponent of courte
dered busing.

By December, FPresident
Nizon’s campaign strategists
were paying close attention to
what was happening in Michi-
gan, & state that the White
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BY DAVID HESS
Free Pross Washingtan Stait

WASHINGTON — A week
hefore the election, a shrewd
Demncratic politico tested the
wind and announced that Pres-
dant Nixon's ' ‘new major-
ity’ will he a mile wide and
an inch deep.” He predicted
that the President would
tronnce Sen, George S0 Me-
Covern, D-5.D., but fail to win
cantrol of either house of Con-
gress.,

Consult-
ed again the
day after the
election,
he said he
wanted to

L i

amend his fu‘@t appraisal.
“With the benefit of hind-
sicht,” he laughed, *I'd say

xon's ‘mew majumty' is two
mites wide and half an inch
Gesn.”’

Nimﬁﬁ Is @ Loser in Victory

The sha}zowness of the Pres-
ident’s victory was most dra-
matically illustrated in the
Senate, where Domocrats—
who figured they would be
lucky to cling to a bare major-
ity actually gained two
seats,

Going into the election with
A 8343 majority over the GOP,
they emerged with a 5743
erge.

1n the Honse, where F‘muh~
licans hoped to seize as many
as 27 seats, Democrats held

Polls Called it

oo 1 €2 700,

R
i

them to a net guin of 12, The-

GOP trailed 235177 going into
the election, not counting one
Democratic and two Republi-
can vacancies.

The President’s party came
oul of tha slection trailing 244
190, a crisp gain but still far
shurt of the aweeping gains it
had hoped o achisve an the
wings of Mr, Nixon's smashing
irinmph,

House seat

Tleass turn to Page 204, Colu 1

The 435th was
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WASHINGTON~(UPD~The three ma jor political polls
were in position Wednesday to claim credit for their pre-elec-

tion estimatle of President Nixon's

5. McGovern,

L P

triumph over Sen. George

o |
AP Phvio

\{opney Gens
Hon,

House had. written off until
that time.
“1f busing s delng oux as

much good 55 Boh Gribfin tells
me it is, we sap win Michi-
zan,” declared White Jlonse
political alde Harry Dent, a
anetime assist to South

ang

Caroling Sen. Strom Thap-
mnnd,
When Alabarna Gov, George

C. Wallace won 8] pervont of
Michigan's May 168 Demo-
cratic  presidential primarv
vote with a strong anti-busing
campaian, it w 1s clear that
Griffin had read r}ali‘?m! sen-
G
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timent in the state carly and .

clearly.

The busing issue enahled
Republicans to splitcff a
major chunk of the white
blue-collar vote that Deme-
crats had depended on for a
quarter of a century to win
elections in Michigan.

FUESDAY'S election resulls
give the best evidence of thig

in Macomb County, a largely

No ‘MNew
F@ga j 0 3“‘; 5}79
ior GOP

@ Continued from Page (A &

won by an independent.

HOUSE MINORITY Leader -

CGerald Ford, RMich,, her.

aided the Republican gain ssa
forerunncr (o giving the Presi-

dent an “ideological majority”
in the House,

Actuallye it merely

sronzhihens the jdeclogice!

maiority  —  composed of .
northern  Republicans and

southern Democrais and
called the “conservative coatic -
tion” — that existed hetore the

glection,
Thus, it
T

vittually  agzyrer
the N

[l
i LOR-

grees’ twow

At the same tine, mare than

12 A5 ]

T onewcemers will cather an

the House {lnnr w

Congress convenns it Januacy, .
considerably |

PO

And they will be

Iss

blue-collar Detroit suburban
area where anti-busing senti-
moent runs extremely high,

- Mr. Nixen won 64 percent of
Macomb’s vote, the highest
Republican  percentage since
1924, The county gave the
President only 30 percent in
1988, :

This turn toward Republi-
cans nccurred across the pop-
uwlouns three.county Detroit
metropelitan area, which was
the key to Tuesday's election.

Mr. Nixon won 50.2 percent
cf the metrepolitan area vote,
an increase from 31 percent
four years ago,
centrast, Free Press in.
Gieator precinets show that

e ?&@i@ 95

Sen George McGovern ot
more than 50 percent of the
black vote in Detroit.

UAW VICE-PRESIDENT
Douglas Fraser, who was
chairman of the McGovern
campaign in Michigan, sur
veyed Tuesday’s rcturns and
commented:

“If you want to get {n the
crux of it, under the surface
there is a new racisrh that we
haven™ seen in a good number
of years. Saying it’s busing or
wellare 15 oversimplification.
And if that's the casge, it's
much more serious (than the
busing issue alone).”

Ne doubt many other factnes
and issues played a role in the

B

.

/
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Cvorrthful internretation of clacai

Michigan wvictories 0f Mr.
Nixon and Sen, Grifiin, but
State  Republican Chairman
William McLaaghiin said: “It
is my guess that busing had
one heck of 2 lot to do with
it

Because of that McLaughlin
foresecs danger ahead for
Michigan Republicans.

“If the busing issue goes
away,’" he sald, “unless we
build the party, we're going to
lnse evervihing we've got.”

Fraser, one of Michigan's
key Democrstic leaders for
yeirs, views Michigan politics
only partly in the same light
a5 does McLaughlin,

“Those who voted for Nixon

il

Y

X

or Griffin on busing,” Frascr
said, "I would expecr would
return (o the Democratic
Party) fairly soon.”

But he sees an crosion of
Democratic  strength that
might be fonger lasting,

“It's not just a separation,
but a divorce amonz some
aroups,”  Fraser explained.
“The only way there can be a
reconcilitation is where eco-

- nomics dictates it. The Demn-

eratic Parly is still the party
of the working raan.”

WAYNE COUNTY Damn.

cratic Chairman Bruce Miiler
A3

“we're going
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more about the concerns of
the people who make up the
Democratic Party and not
spend our time on single-issue
causes that do not deal with

the multiple causes of voter -

dissatisfaction.”

Miller named amnesty for
draft evaders as a single-issue
cause,

He
of Democratic dissatisfaction:
“Disrespect for
tions, -- unions,
ship,
hurders they be:
fices thewr chuldren muake in
defense of their country, for
therr conmomic and zocial
pred o Ter requirements of

union lsader.

£
¢

mg_@; 4

huilding a society built on jus-

aﬁé @
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meanmg of '}'x:':r:d?.y':s ¢

listed as muitiple causes
their institu-

party leadership, for tax -
r. for sacri-

tice and integration and equal-  as: “A mandate
ity.” and re-double my eff
Griffin saw the foremost somcthin ng about b bus
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What Will

BY MICHAFL MAINDENBERG

Freg Precs Staft Weitpy
Two devz rafere the slection, ane nf the coun-
tri's shrewder pohitical, analvsts made a predic.

tin

Trerysg

“hat this election will domonstrate is that out
wernss the country L vou will find that a salid
mainrity of the American panple do not want to go
i the Tar loft.

“What this electinn will demanstrate is that
when a candidate takes basically an extreme posi-
nen er senos, he inevitably splits his party and
assures his defeat, even when it is a majnrity

. oparty.”

One can quarrel with Richard Nixon's terming
his cppanent’s positian “the far Teft,” hut the Pres
izdnt. who made the prediction Nov, 3 in a
Washington Star-News interview, was deadly ac-
curate in his forecast of the rending of the Demo-
cratic Party, -

He should he well ploased with himeelf by now,
cince giscection of the Democrats has heen the
guiding strategy of Repulicans for 40 yrars. Not
evap Dwight Fisenhower was as successful at it as
Richerd Nixon was tast Tuesday.

MICHIGAN 1S as clear an example as any. The '

Nixan vote has rearranced the state's political ze-
ngraphy, leaving the Demncrats in pieces, Nearly
enmplete returne show:

® Nro Mixon carried every county in the siate
ex~ent {our, winning ssven Uppar Prerinsula coun-

. ties for the first time,

@ Hrownn 45 percent of the vote in Wasne County,
e hest anw Republican has done since Herhert
Hoover in 1528 .

2 He won an extraordinary 64 percent of the vole
in Macomh county, 62 percent in the citv of War-
ren. in 1968, Mr. Nixon received only 26 percent of
the county’c vote,

THE BREADTH of the President’s victory has
v one preeedent in modern Michigan elections:
That of Barry Goldwater's defeat in 1964, when he
cerricd onlv three countine,

The candidacy of George McGovern frequently
wos lixened to that of Barry Goldwater's, and
thosizh menyv Democrats scoffed at the compari-
sone they may take consnlation in recalling the
fart that ane election is not hy iteelf decisive,

The four vears that followed the Goldwater
defrat wore (Gl of evenis that few could have
predicted, 1owould be faolhardy 4o muess what

the newt four will hring, Thav could resuscitate

s

Nixon Has Split Michigan’s D
' GOP

S e ey

“When detailed precinet-
by-précinct returns become
avatlable, it is certain that
they il showe a dramatic
gull betwween Detroit and its

suburbs. which is to sav, be-

ticeen. black and white,

day’s election: The urhan-suburban sphit in the
vote.

Outside the Detroit metropolitan area (Wayne,
Oakland and Macomh Counties, Richard Nixon
won 80 percent of the vote. This is a gond showing,
but nat unusual; Eisenhower had done hetter in
1852 and 1956, and Nixoh himself won &0 percent of
the nutstate vote in 1960. )

Bul last Tuesday Mr. Nixon won 53 percent of
the comhined metropolitan vote, the first Republi-
can since Hoaver to win a three-county majority,
Comparing Mr. Nixon with himself, the best he
had done hefore was 31 percent in 1968 and 38
percent in 1960,

Though city by city hreakdowns are not vet
available, returns from Free Press indicator pre-
cincts show the strongest McGovern votes wese
heing cast in black precinets in the city of Detroit,

These precincts, both in the poorer black areas
on the east side and in middle class areas in the
northwest, were voting 85 percent and more for
McGovern. : :

On the other hand, normally Demacratic pre-
cincts in suburbs such as Dearborn, Garden City,
Melvindale, ‘"Madison Heights, Raoseville and War-
ren, were giving Mr. Nixon a majority.

Even Hamtramek, heavily blue-collar and Pol-
ish, and a bastion of Democratic strength in the
past, gave Mr. Nixon 41 percent of the vote. He
g0t only It percent in Hamtramek in 1968,

When detailed precinct-by-precinet returns he-
come available, it is certain that they will show a
dramatic gull heiween Detroit and its suburhs,
which is to say hebween black and white.

In Wayne County, this split cut the Demacratic

plurality to ahout 82,000 votes. This compares ta

o 00 D00 vermdrr v e om 1o e em s 4

l"’"'w,‘)

The gengraphical split in the vote coincides
with post World War Il suburbanizarion.

Suburhan expansion has heen quite swift: War.

ren, for example, grew from 727 in 1950 to 179,250
in 1970,

Suburban growth alsn,represented rizing in.
comes, a more settied wav of life, less concentra.
tion in bhlue collar iohs and—to a certain extent-—
hostility toward the blacks ever more concen-
trated in Detroit, '

These trends were hound to have political reper-
cussions. They were the Republicans’ opportunity
and the Democrats’ challenge,

EARLY SUBURBANIZATEON hereflitted the
Democrats:  suburban Wayne County, Oakland

County and Macomb County all increased in Dem- -

ocratic strength, The Detroiters leaving Detrojt
were carrying their party ties with them.

To its credit, the Michigan Democratic Parly

accomplished, however imperfectly, a political al-
Hance which united black and white under a com-
mon banner, .

Heavily influenced by lahor in peneral and the.

UAW in particular, the Democratic Party in Mich-
igan hammered home the importance of comman

economic interests, p

The state won the reputation of being “liberal,”
but that label is hardly accurate when applied to
racial conflict at the grassronts level.

The fact is that the state has had a long history
of racial conflict, including two severe riots in 1943
and 1967. The antagonists have almost always
heen mambers of different elements of the Demo-
cratic Party.

Now in 1972, it appears the common economic
bonds of the Democratic Party no longer hold. The

Republicans, led by Richard Nixon, have benefit-

ted from a mass defection of suburban Democrats.

BUT A DEEPER question is arising: How will
the Republicans deal with the forces that are pro-
ducing realignment? Wil they use them to. drive
Michiganders even further apart? Or can they

* bring the state together?
The answers to these questions will emerge over

time. That we are entering a striking new prieod
tan scarce:y be douhted, . N

“This country has enough on its plate in the way
of new spending  programs, social programs,
throwing dollars at problems,” Richard Nixon
said in the interview,

ems;
Do with Pieces?

. the article said, the man 1!

IHOEY VO 3y \S\SEII\‘ rwye
or the Philippines wher
wili be assigred an atie,
physician and mect 2
panion officer who will ac
pany him the rest of the
hack to the United State
Af the reception cente
OW, as gently as POSSiiig
will be told of changes in hi
family since he last saw ther
—deaths, ilinesses .and pos
siblv a divorce by his wife
the News said.

AFTER A perind nf rest

be fitted with a new upifarn
and will hoard an Air Forer
CHL haspital plane equippe
with a bunk and chair {or eact
of the released men, to b
flown to the West Coast. .
From there, he will b

taken to the military hospita
nearest his home where he
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Governor s Race Lacked Party F azthful’s Push

By CAROLYN BARTA
A staff worker for Republi-
can gubernatorial candidate

Henry Grover listened fo
Grover at a Dallas Press
conference Friday and then
jokingly told the Grover
campaign story in song.

“This time we almost
made the pieces fit, didn’t
~ we, Hank?"”

And, they almost did. At
fast count, Grover had come
within 96,333 votes of becom-
ing the state’s first Republi-
can governor since Recon-
struction,

With a little more help
{from Republican Party hier-
archy, he might have made
it.

Grover cited two factors
that could have turned his
campaign around. . . if he
could have raised 350,000 for
an advertising blitz in the
last 10 days, or il the Com-
miitee to Re-Elect the Presi-
dent had canvassed for him
as well as for Nixon and U.S.
Sen. John Tower,

Grover noted that when he
went into the race, his prob-
lem was one of name identifi-
cation. People didn't know
him. Both the canvassing
and the advertising would
have helped that.

In addition, his campaign
organization—which he built
personally with no help from
the state Republican Party
-needed the information
they could have gotten {rom
such polling. Grover person-
ally could not afford one.

“We got not a shred of in-
formation, not a scrap of
help,” said Phii Nicolaides of
the Agora Group, Grover’s

New York marketing com-

Pay Hike Rejected

UNITED NATIONS, N.Y.
(APY—A U.N. committee re-
jected a $3,000 proposed saln-
vy increase for 15 World
Cowrt judges, saying a 9 per
cent hike after last yvear's 17
per cent increase would be
too much, too soon. The pro-

nsal wounld have upped the -
p i

judees”

(AR

anpunl pay to $38,-

munications consultant,

Grover, ~however, would
not comment on his lack of
help from the state party. I
got tremendous support from
the county chairmen, the
precinct chairmen and thou-
sands of volunteers,” he
said.

Grover said months ago,
however, that leaders of the
party in the state didn’t real-
ly want to win the governor’s
office. They just wanted a to-
ken candidate.’ h
" When his campaign was
virtually ignored at the Re-
publican State Convention in
Galveston  last  summer,
Grover sought to oust State
Party Chairman Dr. George
Willeford and Vice-Chair-
man Mrs. Beryl Milburn—
both of whom had the back-
ing of Tower, the party’s
strongest voice in the state.

His coup failed, however.

If he had been elected,.

Grover would no doubt have
fought Tower for the party’s
quarterbacking duties.

Asked at his press confer-
ence here if he plans to try to
do some “house-cleaning” in
the party organization, Grov-
er said, *I just plan to con-
tinue to campaign for gover-
nor in 1974.” i

Grover feels his strong
showing puts him in a better
position to draw money in
the future from the party hi-
erarchy because, “I've prov-
en to the party and to the cit-
izens at large and I can win
the primary and with a little
money, 1 can win the elec-
tion.”

Nicolaides told The News
in July, when he came to
Texas {o work on the cam-
paign, that one of the jobs of

Leading U.S. Journalists
To Address Meeting Here

More than 1,000 working,
teaching and college-aged
journalists will gather in Dal-
las Wednesday through Sat-
urday for the national con-
vention of Sigma Delta Chi,
professional journalistic so-
ciety.

Headguartered at the Sta-

" tler Hilton Hotel, convention

speakers and penelists will
include several top American
journalists.

Newbold Noves, editor of
the Washington Star-News,
will address the opening ses-
sion Thursday morning, Hod-
ding Carter U1, editor and
publisher of the Greenville

(Miss.) Delta Democrat-
Times, will speak at the
Thursday moon  luncheon.

And Garrick Utley, NBC cor-
responndent, will be the eve-
ning speaker.

Jack Anderson, Pulilzer
Prize-winning columnist, will
speak at the Triday lunch-
con. Peter Arnett, Axsocitted
Press special correspondent
who recently returned {rom &
visit 1o Hanol, will address

the eonvontion Weidav paehe

On Saturday, Erma Bom-
beck, nationally syndicated
columnist, will speak at the
concluding luncheon.

Three panel discussion will
feature moderators Dick Fo-
gel, chairman of the SDX
National Freedom of Infor-
mation Committee and as-
sistant managing editor of
the Qakland (Calif.) Trib-
une;  Bill Small, vice-presi-
dent of CBS news, and Paul
Swensson, associate director
of the American Press Insti-
tute.

The panels will cover the
subjects of jobs, the 1872
election campaigns and {ree-
dom of information. Panel-
ists will include Bill Arthur,
former editor of now defunct
Look magazine; Frank Man-

kiewicz,  formwer  national
director  of George Me-
Govern's presidential cam-

paign, and Peter Bridge, for-
mer reporter for the Newark
(N.J)) News who was jailed
recontly for refusing to re-
lrase information to a grand
AERR AN

Democrat

the advertising consultants‘
was to convince the public
that Grover could win,

“We never broke the ‘can’t
win syndrome,” he said.

Jim Chenoweth, Grover's
Dallas campaign manager,
agreed, pointing out Friday
that “the problem was that
nobody could believe we
could win it.”

That hurt in fund-raising—
particularly in the waning
days of the campaign. Sup-
porters who already had con-
tributed heavily were con-
vinced they would be throw-
ing money ‘down the
drain.”

As a result, Nicolaides
said, “We couldn’t come out
with the big finish campaign
wise—the media blitz.”

Probably Grover's most
effective tool in the last few
campaign days was his tele-
vision commercial  showing
Dolph Briscoe
fumbling around, trying to
get the Texas delegation
vote, at the Democratic Na-
tional convention.

Grover had two big things
going for him in this electior.
One was the statewide anti-
McGovern feeling, Another
was the image voters had
begun to get of Briscoe—-as
inept and unresponsive,

Briscoe either will disprove
that image in the next twa
years or he will he defeated
in the Democratic primary.

So Grover will not have ¢i-
ther of those assets in 1574,

He should, however, after
two more years of campaigrn-
ing, at least improve his
name identification,

And he feels that Republi-
can chances are “‘always hot.
ter in an off-year clection,
where there is not a heavy
straighi-ticket turnout from
the Democrats.”

Whether he can win in 1874
is pure guesswork at this
stage. Conditions will be dif-
ferent then, but he savs the
candidate will remain the
same.

“I've laid the background
for the {uture.”” Grover said,
“I'm a candidate from nov
o !
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In tm past year, President

Nixon’s  Hispano  “surro-
gates” and lLa Raza Unida
party leaders paradoxically
campaigned with the same
theme, accusing Democrats
of “taking the Spanish-speak-
ing wvote for granted too
long."”

By all wd1mi10m Mexi-
can-Americans i1 Texas
heeded the call in last Tues-
day’s election and left the
Democratic party in suffi-
cient numbers as o seriously
question whether the Mexi-
can-American bloc vote re-
mains largely Democratic.

President Nixon apparent-
ly carried a majority of the
state’s  Mexican-American
vote, with predominantly
Mexican-American  counties
in South Texas and the Low-
er Rio Grande Valley giving
the Nixon-Agnew ticket as
much as 65 per cent of the
vote in  some  areas.

Four years ago, President
Nixon received only 10 per
cent of the Spanish-speaking
vote.

Meanwhile, U. 5. Sen. John
G. Tower and gubernatorial
nominee Henry C. Grover,
both representatives of the
GOP’s conservative wing,
also ran strong among Mexi-
can-Americans,

Tower carried from 40 to
55 per cent of the vote in the
predominantly Mexican-
American counties. Grover,
who publicly had said he
did not need the minorities’
votes, won up to 40 per cent
of the vote in some counties.

COUPLED WITH the Re-
publican bite into the Mexi-
can-American vote was the
gubernatorial candidacy of
La Raza Unida party’s
Ramsey Muniz, who drew
enough votes away from
Democrat Dolph Briscoe to
make Briscoe the first per-
son in 78 years elected gov-
ernor of the state with less
than a majority of the popu-
lar vote.

La Raza Unida, a Chicano
political party making its
first statewide campaign,
captured more than 200,000
votes—silghtly more than 8
per cent of the vote— and as-
sured itself of a place on the
1874 general election ballot.
By law, the party must now
hold a primary election to se-

ﬂ%‘“&w, e
lect its mnmdacs.

This year, the party had to
collect 22,358 notarized sig-
natures of eligible voters wha
did not vote in the primaries
in order to get on the gener-
al election pallot,

Together, La Raza Unida
movenent and the massive
shift of Texas Mexican-
American voters, who com-
pose about a fifth of the
state’s electorate, represent
another break in the old
Rooseveltion Democratic
coalition of labor, minori-
ties, liberals and the South.

ROTH MUNIZ and Jose
Angel Gutierrez, founder and
national chairman of La
Raza Unida party, have
promised to continue the par-
ty’s statewide drive with an
even larger slate of candi-
dates inl9 1972. La Raza Uni-
da ran five candidates for
state office this year.

Equally as damaging to
the Democrats’ future in
Texas, however, could he the
exodus of Mexican-Ameri-
cans to the Republican party,
which for the past several
years has been making ef-
forts to attract the Mexican-
American vote,

In the last year and a half,
President Nixon has stepped
up the effort to woo the Span-
ish-speaking vote. He has ap-
pointed 51 Spanish-speaking
persons to supergrade posi-
tions in the administration, a
number dwarfing the six per-
sons appointed to supergrade

positions in the Johnson ad-

ministration.

In addition, the Nixon ad-
ministration in the last year
poured an estimated $47 mil-
ion into Spanish-speaking
projects, with more than $20
million 4 going to the Texas
region.

ACCORDING TO a CBU
voter demographic analy-
sis, President Nixon received
49 per cent of the Spanish-
speaking vote in Texas and
Florida and 31 per cent of
the Spanish-speaking vote
nationally.

The same analysis showed
President Nixon getting 24
per cent of the Puerto Rican
vote in New York and 11 per
cent -of the vote inthe Cali-
fornia area.

In San Antonio, the Com-
mittee to Re-Elect the Presi-

dent took a sampling of thiee
predominantly Mexican-
American  precinets, Prest-
dent Nixon received 20 per
cent of the vole in alow-in-
come precinct, 49 per cent in
a middle-income preciuct
and 68 per cent in a high-in-
come precinet.

In October, Henry M. Ra-
mirez, chairman of the Cahi-
net Committee on Opportuni-
ties for Spanish-Speaking
People, told a press confer-
ence in Dallas he would be
“terribly happy” if the Presi-
dent received 20 per cent of
the Mexican-American vote.

RAMIREZ AND other
Spanish-speaking officials in
the administration indicated
that a strong Spanish-speak-
ing vote for the President
would mean additiontal con-
cessions for Spanish-speak-
ing groups and a continued
effort to attract them to the
GOP. .

On the other side of the po-
litical spectrum, La Raza
Unida poses a threat of in-

deed being the balance of

power in the state. The day
after the election, Muniz, Gu-
tierrez and other state party

- leaders met to begm plan-

ning for local elections next
spring and for building a
stronger statewide organiza-
tion for 1974..

Muniz pointed out that in
1974 the party will not have
to contend with the presiden-
tial races, which he said
caused many Mexican-Amer-
icans to continue voting
straight Democratic or to
vote straight Republican.

“If we only increase our
strength to 10 per cent of the
vote,” he said, “we’ll de-
cide every governor’s race
{from here on out. We'll be at
least that strongin 1974. We
won't have to waste our time
and energy with getting on
the ballot, and we’ll be able
to concentrate on voter regis-
tration and voter education.”

PRESUMABLY BY 1974,
the Texas Democratic party
will ‘have begun making
changes to accommodate
Mexican-Americans who oth-
erwise would be attracted to
La Raza Unida.

It seems ironical that at

. the same time large numbers

of Mexican-Americans aban-
doned the Democratic party,

Mexican-Americans  gained
slightly in their representa-
tion in the Texas Legislature.
Two Mexican-American state
senators and 11 representa-
tives, all Democrats, were
Iected to serve in the 63rd
enisl lature,

Whﬁe making no publicv

criticism of Mexican-Ameri- .

can officials, however, La
Raza Unida and GOP Mexi-
can-American leaners pri-
vately express doublts about
the coimmitments of Mexi-
can-American legislators to
their people’s problems.

PAUL MORENON, the for-
mer state representative
from El Pasp who was beat-
en by another Mexican-
American in a bid for the
state Senate, openly says he’
feels he was used by the An-
glo-dominted Denpcratic
party while scrving in the
Legislature.

“Now there’s nobody in the
state senate worth a bag of
peanuts,” Moreno told one
Raza Unida rally last month.
“There’s nobody there who
truly represents the Chica-
nos, the blacks and the
poor.”

Perhaps an answer would
be for Texas Democrats to
groom their own Muniz — a
Mexican-American or sever-
al Mexican-Americans to run
for a high statewide office
with the party’s blessings
and backing.

‘There are indications, how-
ever, that Sen. George Mc-
Govern’s disastrous defeat
wiil retard rather than has-
ten any attempt by Texas
Democrats to give liberals or
the minorities a larger role
in the party.

THE PRESENT CONDI-
TIONSQLwould nurture the
growth of La Raza Unida as
well as the shift of Mexican-
Americans to the Republican
party.

“Maybe if Muniz had
caused Briscoe’s defeat it
would have aroused some of
the dead wood in the party
hierarchy,” said one mem-
ber of the State Democratic
Executive Committee, who
asked not to be identified,

“But I'm afraid most of
the party leaders aren’t real-
ly worried about the Raza
Unida or the Republicans.”

thefqa_
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Villacy ...... 1,384 2307 1,337 1.802 1,647 937 1021 5 Harvard University beginning Wednes-
Villiamsaon ., 3806 6,998 4,740 5,675 6.818 3,100 872 23 day.
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Vise . _...... C LT 4230 2,691 3.153 3,467 2.3% 33 5 who was named earlier to be a Fellow
Vood ........ 1842 4,746 3,152 3,344 3,806 2644 26 9 at the institute.
‘oakugl ..... 457 ).952 920 1,457 1,278 1,081 45 3 The institute is a branch of the John
ot o 1,18 3,363 2,314 2,617 3,132 1,750 14 3 Fitzgerald Kennedy School of Govern-
ApNA ... 76R f“}“ 681 454 s 186 387 1 ment at Harvard, founded as a memori-
avala . 1,258 1,009 9l 1,703 147 2,035 15 al to late president John F. Kennedy.
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By ROBERT E. FORD
Associated Press Writer

Seventy-eight counties of Texas’ 254
voted Republican for the first time in
their history in Tuesday’s election, a
Texas Election Bureau analysis of the
vote showed Saturday.

It was the greatest presidential vic-
tory ever rung up in Texas by the GOP
both in counties captured, total vote
and ballot percentage,

Republicans won Texas’ Electoral
College votes three times previously,
but even the immensely liked Gen.

"Dwight Eisenhower, a native son, never

created the landslide that President
Richard M. Nixon did Tuesday.

THE TOTAL VOTE for president
was the largest of any of the races at
3,461.301. Next highest total vote was
for U.S. senator with 3,438,876 by Tex
as Election Bureau tabulations,

In the presidential race, Nixon took
65.25 per cent of the ballots and Demo-
crat George McGovern 33.48.

Nixon carried 246 counties and
McGovern eight. Those voting for Mc-
Govern were Brooks, Cottle, Duval,
Maverick, Robertson, Starr, Webb and
Zapata.

In the hotly-contested governor’s
race, Democrat Dolph Briscoe led by
100,212 ballots in the election hureau
count with 1,632,287 for Briscoe and 1,
532,075 for Republican Henry Grover.

THIS LEFT THE Democrat with

s Volte

zMCrS

48.90 per cent of the vote and Grover
with 44.96, with Ramsey Muniz of the
Raza Unida party getting 219,127 bal-
lots and 6.43 per cent.

In all, Briscoe carried 229 counties
while Grover won 23 and Muniz 2.

ALL THE PROPOSED constitutional
amendments were approved except the
raise in legislative salaries, the raise in
pay of the lieutentant governor and the
speaker of the House and the conser-
vation project,

The final Texas Election Bureau
count:

President: George McGovern 1,159,-
532, President Richard Nixon 2,293,231,
Linda Jenness, Sccialist Workers 8,538.

Senator: Barefoot Sanders 1,512,065,
Sen. John Tower 1,850,983,
Flores-Amaya Raza Unida 64,819, Tom
Leonard {SW) 11.009.

Governor: Dolph Briscoe 1,632,287,
Henry Grover 1,532,075, Ramsey Muniz
(RU) 219,127, Debby Leonard (SW)
24,072,

Lt. Gov.: Biil Hobby 2,362,369, Alma
Canales (RU) 131,627, Meyer Alewitz
(SW) 27,187,

Atty. Gen.: John Hill 2,334,493, Tom
Kincaid (SW) 59,295,

Comptrolier: Rebert S, Calvert 2,-
303,076, Anne Springer (SW) 83,642,

Treasurer: Jesse James 1,633.511,
Manrice Angly 1,403,636, Ruben Solis
Jr. (RU) 123,125,

Dollos News a7

nalyzed

Land Commissioner: Bob Armstrong
2,265,252, Howard Petrick (SW) 55,558,

Railread Commissioner: Byron Tun-
nell 1,870,833, Jim Segrest 1,074,082,
Fred Garza (RUj 159,623.

The vote. on proposed constitutional
amendments:

1. Legisators’ pav hikes: For 1,-
200,908, Against 1,372,020.
2. Lamar hospital dist.: For 1,-

402,859, Against 871,570.

3. Peace justice salaries: For 1.
726,604, Against 762,629.

4. Constitotion commission: For 1,-
493,683, Against 949,746.

5. Veterans’ tax exemptions: For 1,-
978.696, Against 619,319,
6. Elderly tax exemptions: For 1,
805,681, Against 858,314
7. Civil equality:
Against 534,037,

8, Four-year terms:
Against 1,125,808.

9. Conservation district dual pay:
For 1,017,093, Against 1,377,471

10. Constitutional procedures: 1,sza,-
223, Against 953,783,

11. Speaker and Lit. Gov, pay: For
873,416, Against 1,591,663,

12, Dual office holding:
232,761, Against 1,177,053,

13. Bond interest increase: For -
305,590, Against 877,628,

14. County school funds:
373.961, Against 1,007,571,

For 2,066,307,

For 1,401,177,

For 1,-

For 1,-
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By BILL BILLITER
Covrier-Journal Political Editor
Kentucky volers made Nov, 7 “Ticketf-
Splitting Day.”
In races that showed unprecedented

vaves  of  voting acrpss  party  lines,
Republican President Nixon casily won
a Kentucky victory last night, while
Democratic  candidate Walter  {(Dee)

Huddieston defeated Mr, Nixon’s choice
far the U.S. Sensle,

My, Nixen trounced Demoerat George
MeGovern and  four eother presidential
candidates on the Kentucky bellot,

Bul My, Nixon's smoshing viclory over
MeGovern was nol cuough to carry the
GUP senalorial candidate, former Gov.
Touie B. Nunn,

In a race in which early refuns see-
saned hetween the twe, Huddleston even-
ety fook a relatively close, but firm
fewed over Nunn,

Two other senalorial eandidates, Wik
Ham FL Barcdey Jr, of the People’s Party,
and AMrs. Helep Dicedsn, of the American
Party, tretied for bebind in the four-wig
senafe yuee

Witht 2635 of jesfucky’s 3002 pres
crects reparting,  the wnoffichd  state
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tolals in the presidential race showed the

two major-party candidates with this
standing.
Nixon (BY .. ... .._.__ 604603
MceGovern () .o .. .. 334,015

With 2,832 of the state’s 3.002 precinets
tallied, the unofficial total in the sena-
torial race showed:

Huddleston (D) ... . .. _. 477,066
Nunn (R) .. _._ . ... _..447.61C
Breeden (Aw, PO . ___. . __._ T486
Bartley "y . . ... .. 4712
Both Nunn and Juddleston had pre-

dieled a substantizl win the day hefore
the election. Buf curly on clection night
it hecame apparent that the two were
locked in a relatively close confent,

In early returpy, county totads repoat-
edlv showed Huddieston and Nunn fighte
ing for the Tesd, )

In a tlelevision  interview  broadeast
3N
See PRESIDENTS
B Dack vage. ool 4, this seelion
i T
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President’s backers split their votes
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Assatialed Press

in G, Schimitz watched

io elect Huddleston to U.S. Senaie

Continued From Page One

early last night on WLKY-TV in Louis-
ville, Huddleston said he expected the
key to the election 1o he the urbanized

arcas of Jefferson County (Louisville),

Fayeite County (Lexington) and North-
ern Kentucky (Covington-Newport).

Those areas, sometimes referred 1o as
Kentucky’s “urban  triangle,” contain
. about one-third of the state’s population,

Huddleston defeated Nunn in Jefferson
County by more than 5,000 voles, unof-
ficial returns indicated,

In Favette County, Nunn was about
3.000 votes ahcad of Huddleston, with
€7 of 117 precincts reporting.

A, Nixon, who has always run well
in Kentucky. zoomed off to an insur-
mountable lead shortly after the polls
closed and ballot returns began coming in.

By 6:35 pan. EST, the CBS television
network, based on computer projections,
had already declared Mr. Nixon as win-
ning Kentucky., At the time CBS made
its wviciory projection, the western half
of Wentucky was still voting, Western
Kentueky is in the Central Time Zone,
and polls do nol close there until 7 p.m.
EST. :

Vore totals” from Weslern Kentucky,

after the polls closed, proved that senti--

ment for Mr. Nixon in that arca matched,
or in some countics excceded, the lop-

sided vote he goi in the Eastern Time
Rl

Zone portion of the state.
Voie returns were spolly and incom-
plete for the minorparty candidates {or
president. The Associated Presg ran a
running total only on two of them, Ameri-
can Parly candidate T.S. Rep. John
Schmitz and People’s Party nominee Dr
Benjamin Spock.
Two other presidential candidates on

the ntucky ballot were Gus Iall, the
Conmunist Party nominee, and ILinda
Jenness, the Soclalist Workers DParty

cvandidale. No. early rcturns were avail-
- able on Hall and Ms. Jenness,
Withh 2.838 of the state’s 3,092 pre-

he cleetion ihat they expected Mr.
Nixon's victory in Kentucky to be so mas-
sive that Huddleston could not possibly
get  enough ticket-splitting to defeat
Nunn, an expectation that was proved
QrIroneous,

The term “ticket-splitting” means push-
ing down individual levers and voting for
people of more than one political party.
Many Kentucky voters are attuned to pull-
ing only a party lever and veting a
straight ticket in an election.

But in recent vears, election rcturns
in Kentucky have shown increasingly high
amounts of ticket-splitting. Yesterday’s
clection -apparently will set an alltime
high in such cross-party voting.

Nunn was running behind Mr. Nixon
in many counties, indicating that Demo-
crats who were voling for a Republican
president were switching back to vote for
a Democratic senator.

For instance, in Cenlral Kentucky's
predominantly  Democratic  Woodford
County (Versailles), unofficial returns
from all 12 of the county’s precincts
showed Mr. Nixon trouncing McGovern,
3,282 to 1,240. But in the senalorial con-
test in Woodford County, Nunn barely
topped Huddleston, 2,325 o 2,147, based
on complete, unofficial returns,

Nivon visit unavailing

The former governor farcd much more
poorly than expected in the normally
rock-ribbed Republican 5th Congressional
District in Southeastern Kentucky. That
arca is the home of U.8. Sen. John Sher-
man Cooper. R-Somerset, whose scal
Huddleston will assume in January.

Cooper announced carlier this year tha
he did net plan to seck re-election. The
senater, in making his announcement,
endorsed Nunn to succeed him. Subse-
quently, President Nixon and Viee Presi-
dent Spive Agnew made speeches in
Nunn's behalf,

Agnew made a special appearance for
Ngrnn in the Renuhlecan-oriented 5th

Nunn ran substantially ben

Huddleston, based on car
returns, was carrying
seven congressional districts,
ried the 8th Disiriet in Southe

Nann

Cay-
P AP
CIN e

tucky and the 4t Distriet, which includes

Northern Kentucky and most of suburban
Jefferson County.

Huddleston’s vicelory was cinched when
Western Kentucky polls closed at 7 pan
EST and its roturns started wvolling i
Western Kenlucky, which iz it
oeratic, gave Huddleslon a thumping s
tory in both the Ist and 2nd Congo
ional Districts,

White boveott of schools
may continue in Brooklyn

NEW YORK (AP} — A distriet schosl
board gave in and anproved
of 31 minority children 1o
junior high school yesier
not clear whether white
go along.

White parents have beoen ¢
send thelr children W several schoo
the Brooklvn disirict in protest
admission of the 21 black o
Rican children from o Browns
ing project.

Al a meeting Monday night theoe s
cd down a proprsed compromise
out between the central Bouwrd of
tion and presidents of  parentlos
associations in the districh The parents
vowed to keep (helr children home ag
todav, resuming the boyveoty afier
clection day holiday.

PRI
Lne

Waoman trying to vele
told she 1was decd

SAEGERTOWN, Pa. (AP) — A
{ford County woman got quite a
whon ¢hip wernt tn the rnalle vector
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i ACnuucky, zoomied Ot 1o an  insur-
mouniable lead shortly after the polls
ciosed nnd baliot returns began coming in.

By 6:35 p.m. EST, the CBS television
ne L.:m}\ mscd an computer pro;cchom
had already declared Mr. Nixon as win-
ping Keulneky. At the time CBS made
15 tory projection, the western half
af Wentucky was still voting. Western
I'onmu) i3 in the Central Time Zone,
and polis do not clese there until T pm.
ERT, i

Vaite totals” from
aftor the po?ls ciosed,
ment for Mr. Nixon in that avea matehed,
or in some countics oxceeded, the lop-
sided vele he oot in the Eastern Tiwe
Zone portion of the state,

ote reluwins were spotfy and incom-
nlete for the minor-party candidates for
president, The Associated Presg ran a
running total only on two of them. Ameri-
can Pariy  eondidate US. Rep. John
‘x"}w*“u and Peopic’s Party nomince I,
jamin Spock.

f}vn other presidential candidate
the Kentucky hallot were Gus Ilall
Communist Party nommcc. and I..nda
Jenness. the  Sopeialist Workers Parly
cendidate, No ecarls relurns were avail-
anic on }Eu,l an L Jennes

With 2328 of the 5 3.002 pre-
cincts reporiing, the unofficinl lotais or
American Pazw candidote Schmilz and
Penple's Parly nominece Spock was:

Sehmifz {Am, D)
Spock (D)

Ar. Nixen's overwhelming viclory in
){f‘i,.u(}\\ did not give proportionate
“eoalrail” carrving-nower to othcr Repub-
lican candidates on the bailot.

All four Democratic incum
gresamen  sccking re-clection casily de-
f'wfwi their GOP opponents, and in the
onlv close conlest in the state. Democerat
John B. Breckinridze defeated Republi-
can Laban P, Jackson for the 6th Congres-
sional Disiriet seat in Ceniral Kentucky.
The Democratie incumbent wag not seek-
ng re-cieciion in the 6th District,

Nunn, who was governor frem 1967 io
1971, pinned much of his campaign on
his close ties to My, Nixon. In addition,
Nunn regularly blasted Sen. MceGovern,
the South Dakola senalor who was the
i

Western Kentucky,

)"A
on
tho

bent eon-

nroved i{hat seail--

in manyv counties, indicating that Demo-
crats who were voting for a Republican
president were switching back to vote for
a Democratic senator.

Tor instance, in Central Kentucky’s
predominantly  Danocralic Woodford
County (Versailles), unofficial relurns
from all 12 of the county’s precinets
showed AMr. Nixon trouncing McGovern,
3.282 {0 1,240. Bul in the scnaforial con-
tost in Woodford Couniy, Nunn barcly
topped Huddlesion, 2.325 to 2,147, based
on complete, unofficial returns.

Nixon visit unavailing

The former governor fared much more
peorly than expected in the normally
rock-ribbed Republican 5th Congressional
Distriet In Southeasiern Kentucky. That
arrg is the home of U8, Sen. John Sher-
man Coaper, R-Somerset, whose secal
Huddleston will assume In Januavy.

e ooper anncunced carlier this year that
;10 did not plan to seck re-clection. The

nator, in making his announcement,
cmio:‘scd .\'unn to succecd hinm. Subse-
quently, President Nixon and Vice Presi-
(Icni Soiro Agnew made speeches in
unn's behall.

Agnew made a special appearance for
Nurmn in the Republican-criented 35th
Distriet at London-Corbin Airport during
the campalgn. Nunn predicted at a Mon-
{ia» Press conference that he would carry
the 3th District by 40,000 or more votes.

Butl unofficial returns last night showed
Nunn winning the strategic 5th by only
about 25,600,

Nunn also apparently Iost the ouly two
countics in Kentucky that Mr. Nixon
visiled during the presidential campaign.
Alr.'Nixon flew into Greenup and Boyd

counties in Northeastern Kentucky Oct.
268 in a spocial effort {o boost Nunn's

candidacy,

Huddleston ahead in 5 districts

Unofficial returns last night showed
Huddieston with about a 400-vote lead
over Nunua in Boyd County, with 40 of
45 precinets reporling. In neighboring
Greenup County, Huddleston had about
a 500-vnte lead over Nuan, with 24 of 28
precinets reporting

W IE DHOYCOiL Ol »C110013s

may continue in Brooklyn

NEW YORK (AP} — A district school
board gave in and approved admission
of 31 minority children to a Canarsie
junior high school vasterday, bui it was
not clear whether white parents would
£0 along.

White parenis have been refusing fo
send their childven to several schools in
the Brooklyn district in protest against
admission of the 31 black and Puerto
Rican children from a Brownsville hous-
ing project.

Al a meetling Monday night, they shout-
ed down a nroposcd ¢ mtw ise worked
ouf hetween the ccmrm Beurd of Eduea-
tion and presidents of parentdeacher
aszociations in the disirict. The pavents
vowed to Xecp their children home agein

it

today, resuming the boveott after the
cleclion day boliday.

h s /’ .

Homan irying to vole

told she was dead

SAEGERTOWN, Pa, (AP A Craw-
ford County woman got quite a shock
when she went to the polls vesterday in a,
rugal township near here — authorities
told bor she was dead,

A ca2ll to eleciion headquarters in the
county courthouse siraightened out the
problem, It seems another woman with
the same name and same rural delivery
address had died during the past year,
and the record keepers eliminaled the
wrong person from the rolls,

McGoverns plan posi-clection

rest on St. Thomas Island

CHARLOTTE AMALIE, St. Thomas
(AP)>—Democratic presidential candidate
Goorge MceGovern and his wife will travel
to S{. Thomas tomorrow for a post elce-
tion rest, a spokesman said.

The McGoverns plan to stay at the
home here of Henry Kimmclman, MceGov-
ern’s [inznce dxan‘man, a spokcsman for

Democeratic presidentizl nominee. Huddleslon ran substantially ahead of Ximmelman said yesterday. The length
Republican campaign cides said pefore Demoerat  McGovern  vyesterday, while of the stay was not announced
Ty
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By JANE ELY
Post Reporter

Democrat Dolph Briscoe managed to
struggle into the Texas governor's scat
Weadnesday after a Republican sweep of
the state nearly roppled State Sen. Hank
Grover into top spotl.

Latest figures by the Texas Election
Bureau indicate Briscoe eked by with 48
ent of the vote 1o Grover's 47 per-
cent and La Raza Unida candidaie Rani-
sey Muniz 3 per cent.

If the ficures hold through the final of-

TN
BT

ficial tabulaton, they will make the
Uvalde rancher and banker the first

non-majority governor in Texas since
1894.

While Texans were helping hurl Presi-
dent Nixon back into the White House
and racing incumbent Sen. John Tower

heme to Congress, they proved the .
state’'s political pundits were wrong
when taey sald a ‘conscious”  votle

would deleat Tower and crush Grover.
Although he had relatively little money

and  even less party support, Grover
may have made the most significant
showing for the Republican party in
Texas.

He won handily in three of the state's
four most populous counties: Harris,

Dallas and Tarrant (Fort Worth).

SUFVIVes

Unofficial returns from the Harris
County clerk's office show the Republi-
can carried his home county with 307,101
or 53.6 per cent of the vole to Briscoe's
240,458 or 42 per cent.

Muniz failed to eat away at Briscoe's
veotes in Harris County with the force he

did in such Mexican-American strong-
holds  as  DBexar (San  Antonio) and

Nueces (Corpus Christl) Counties, but he
did chalk up 17,552 or 3.1 per cent here.

Most poliri(‘ai cheervers had expected
usually die-hard Texas Democrals 1o
vote for President Nixon and then return
immediately to the Democratic side of
the ballot.

Certainly Muniz could be considered

Good moirning

et
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the telling factor in
Briscoe's narrow win.

Althoueh he was consitlered something
of & liberal when he served in the Texax
House in the 1530s, many liberal Demo-
crats felt he had asssumed a  con-
servative posture and were less than ei-
ver to voie for him.,

For one thing, many could not fo
him for defeating the new ,uhxrr
Tévas liberals, Stare Rep. France
sv' " Farenthold in the Do
primarvy runofl for the pariy's
torial nomipation.

Then too,

many were angered with

Please see Briscor/page 254
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MICHAEL MAITARRY

Mews Stati Writer

of a computer,
ssman, the jegs
se bladder of a bus
Slo 1o survive many

T rizht so jealously
— has become an

ainfully clear to vot.
wsday as they waited
he mos rﬂrt — in long lines
through an cquaily long

‘right 1o vote” cost many Michigan resi-

dents two. three and even feur hours of their

tme,
Ceuntl

lexs othors wzn v gave up — ton tired,
or 120 old to sustain the good inten-
i them to s }“e polls.

nany went 1o the polls and then didn’t
There's no way to tell but clection offi-
25 in Detroic and other parts of Michigan in-

. . ; cubstantial.

e uncast voles could
SrENCe *)ctw cen wctmv and
.

DR MRS v‘ﬂt tie

i
'*’Qaldldi
. ofother |
i “'*:ms ha 1

allot (‘d(;SLiqTES.
was, admittedly, longer

voter this vear had to pull a lever or
a <aw fer wes;dcat U.5. senator, U.S.
»I\(h zan Supreme Cou'
» Court of Appeals judge
v of me I \:n; zan House of n,pmae'lu
five statewide pro; nositions, five or six
v oadministrative offizes, 2 county com-
ner, a circuit ngr' ar more, a District
t juize. two members of the State Board
. . two members of the Wawvne State
: Sn ird of Governors, two members
t} nrsersity of Michizan Board of Regents
and twa menthers of the Michigan Statc Uni-
versity Board of Trustees.

'

And as 3 that weren't coeugh, many coun-

Thursday, November 4

tics, citics and school districts added local
races and prepesitions of their own. In De rolt
cach veter had to make 76 decisions if he
wished to take full advantage of his I‘l”lt to
wote.

Is this carrying democracy toe far? Aren't
there any problcms left that could be settled
without a vote?

A z:mmn'v number of state and local elec-
tions officials feel this is a substantial part of
the problom.

They arzue that elected officials should take
up the controversial issucs of the day instead
of
sidesiepping them in favor of a pepular vote,

“A number of the proposals on the ballot
would not have been there,” said Detroit City
Clerk George Edwards, “if the Legislature had
lived up to its responsibility and acted upon the
Guestions.”

LAWMAKERS deny they ave shirking their
duties and insist they are simply letting “‘the
people’” decide things for themselves,

Tlection officials, on the other hand, argue
that, as ballets get longer and longer, fewer
and fewer of “the poople” will be willing to tol-
erate the delays invelved in voting.

The trend shown an clearty in Michizan may
be aflecting the enlire nation's voting habits.
Statistics are  sUll sketchy  and  reilable
analvses are nencxistent but there is reason to
become suspicious,

Despite a record number of votes cast, Tues-
dav’s turnout was in {act the country’s poorest
percentage wise, in 24 vears.

Simply put, the only reason moere people
voiet! Tuesday than over before was beeause
there wern more eligible voters than ever be-
fore.

Measured in terms of the percentage of eligi-
ble voters wh a actuaily made it 1o the voting

boatl, Tuesday's election was a dismal failure.

Cnly an eenmazed 36 pcr{‘cm of tie clecto-
rate exercised its right to vote compared to 61
percent four years ago.

Can anything be done to restore the fran-
chise to the weak and the weary? The options
aren’t too encouraging.

The easicst way to reduce the waiting time
at polling places would be to install more vot-
ing machines. This is also the most expensive
solution.

Voters unwilling to finance new schools are
not likely to authorize the purchase of voling
machiens which sit idle for all but twe or three
days a vear.

ANOTHER WAY {0 cut waiting times would
be to reduce the size of the baliot. Some state
clection officials are now stumping for a
change in state law that would shift all judicial
elections from even years to odd years.

But, because the Legislature is constitution-

ally prolmxted from shortening any elected of-
ficial's term of office, current judges would
have to be given an extra year in office to
make the transition work.

Such a proposal would not be {oo popular
with aspiring judicial candidetes and wothers
wishing to defeat an incumbent judge.

A more bizarre way to easc the election
crunch would be to adopt a plan now being ued
in a few foreign countries—hold elections on
Sundays or make Election Day a national holi-
dav.

This would allow voters to be more flexible
in choosing the time when they go to the polls.
(Somie countries spread elections over two
days.)

But Sundav being & Christian day of rest and
holidays being expensive to business and in-
dusiry. those proposals don't seem fto have
much of a chance,

, 1972 —~THE DETROIT NEW S——-lg*ﬁ.




If the Democratic Party is inter-
ested in rebuilding itself into a nation-
al organization with appeal in all see-
tions, a model is e :
available.

Sam Nunn's
«:a*np aign for the
United States Sen-
ate proved that
the politics of
inclusion  will
work even when
the landsiide is
coing the other
wWay, ;

Marvin Grif- &ood A dedia s
fin, the first serious politician to en-
dorse Nuna. is said to La\c iocked up
when some others eadersed him and
sald: »What have T got mysell inte?”
Then Griffin is said to have added: “1
cas in this bed first. and U'm not lea-
vin'.

What else got fnte the Nuni cam-
paign wis a sign of the times. Soder-
are Democrals \otui {or him, blacks
voted for pim — and a tremendous

rumber of supporters of President
LA
&

Richard Nixon voted for hima.

Nobody other than Nunn under-
stands the full extent of his ability to
put together such a diverse group of
supporiers. As it came together, his
opponents were foolish enough to at-
tack him for having such an assort-

nent.

What {hey scem not to have

wderstood is the political necessity of
getting people fogether, nob apart.
®

Laie in the evening of his victori-
ous day, Nunn shucked hzs shoes, puil-
ed off his tie and retreated to a ninth-
fleor reom at a suburban motel. He
dismissed the uniformed guards who
had tried fo give him a little privacy
in the midst of bedlam, And with a
counle of {rusted aides al hand, he
began to go back through a fantastie
rise from obscurity to the United
States Senate.

He had starled out to run for 2
House seat. Reapportioument stuck his
komnetown, Perry, off in a corner of a
district. So he had to search for anoth-
er opporiunity.

“I decided T wasn’t foing to spend
the rest of my life wishing I had run
for the Senate at 34, he said.

Answering the inevitable guestior
— hadn’t he really intended just to get
known for a Imer governor's race
rather than winning this Senate seat —
Nunn said: T reaily like the legisla-
tive side of government. The Lxecum
side doesn’t interest me.”

So last March 15 he announced.
Nlusirious Uncle Carl Vinsen gave him
.,JCQL- - 'vnd little chance of winning, in

all likelihood. Certainly nobody eiaq
"o"vx t of Sam Nunn as the npew seni-
tor. Eie could have gotten his original
supporters into a Volkswagen for a
statewide tour,
&

His wife recalled that his c»mg,nal
{ile was one packet of 3x%5 cards. Nunn
himeelf had contnets through Iegxsla-
tors, but there was ro more organiza-
tion than there is of high school news-
paper editors, ‘ '

By working relentless schedules
and speaking to issues rather than per-

Y Ll

sunalitivs, he
cluded the o :
state, They were all In the son
arguing and engaging in
pelitical duhnte, Dur thoy o

stoed that they couldn't

have 1
position they wanted on evory s

The natienal Demooredic
will *\xxe to make the same
ments. It will necd 10 8fep o
lahor an i moderates and m
longtime p\,rt*' WOTKL
all. quit being so pi
tnat it nxmcz, decent
ased {’\ as a pr DSt

V,haimr it s will
lesson from Nunn and
10 qumt.m now. Over tae «
next four vears it owill :
important decision to the fuure o 2

wo-party systom,
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By JACK CRELLIN

Nawse Lator Ealter

readers their wounds
-ile others had cause to rejoice in the
dav'“ elections

ent Leon

licked

3]
-
-
.A“
oy
n
04'

1d Woodeock it was
%c bat twice in his first political
Series since taking cenirol of the giant
n3 oworkers uiion, W mdfock has struck out
times.

the other hand, AFL-CIO President
Torge \Te ny and Teanisters Union President
Tack “zsimmons could smugly relax and
cir Critics “Iotold you so”
ishment,
side from Meany and Fiuzsimmons, labor,
wariy in Michigan, took a licking.
Yhite ir couid dorive snme solace from the
far most Damozratic incumbents for the
von mdcction, AMichigun fabor had pu

le e f*: in the campaipn of Atty,

sley. Domocratic candidate to
n Sen, Rokbert P Grilfin,

with an

ot

(D

ie UAYW  Vice-President
Sranioy Amald, secretary-
2 gan Swate Building
AF _-CI0, think they rode a
bus 1o diraster.

whese Qrg;lf';.‘ ation had never talm
ocn the conrove > i

it was the contriby

: Council,
1w schog!
Araald,

He called for a reorganization of the Demo-
cratic Party,

HE MADE NO SECRET of the fact that he
{elt that McGovern had split the party to the
point that the damage was irreparable before
the election,

“Bussing was an emotional issue and the
McGaovern people never were able 1o overcome
it,” said Arnold. .

Fraser was slightly more diplomatic.

] don’t think this is the time for acrimony,”
Fraser said, “I think we have to reassess our
position and see where we are going from
here.”

FRASER CONCEDED that the UAW leader-
ship, which backed bussing, may not have re-
flected the thinking of the membership in
Michigan, but he made the point that it was his
feemg tint officers were elected to provide
guidance to the rank and file,

*1 think the results of the congressional elec-
tions prove that the Democerats are still the

majority mmy and will continue to be so,”

said Frase

As for hciley’s defcat, Fraser had but one
retort: :

“1 say pesitively without question, with abso~
lutely no doubt at all, that Frank Kelley
\xouid win the ‘S nate seat tomorrow without
the bu ssmg issue.

Both the UAW and the building trades hac
gone ail our for Kelley in his race with Griffin.

Meanwhile, on the national scene, AFL-CIO

" to hand over power to those

President Geerge Meany, whose 13.5-millinn
nember federation was torn apart when he
dictated a strict neutrality posture in the presi-
dential race, assumed the role of an elder
statesman,

“In the presidential race, the American peo-
ple have overwhelmingly repudiated neo-isola-

t;cnxom as a basis of their foreign policy,
“Meany declared. “They have shown they

want pcace in Vietnam, but not surrender and
not dishonor. )

“In the congressional eleciions, the Ameri-
can people have spoken out for a continuation
of social progress for tax reforms, h’ah’n secu-
rity, aid to education, improved social security
and zil the other probiems for which the m? L~
Cl0 has feught.

“We rupct any interpretation of the cfcctmn
results as a sign that the American people
have become cmcsrvazivc Or reactionary — or
that they are politically obtuse or morally in-
.i\’{,.
hey have said that they are not prepared
who would make
social progress at horse conditional on an
American retreat before the encemies of {ree-
dom throughout the world.

“All the evidence <o far indicates that Amer-
ican workers were sharply divided in the presi-
dential contest,

“Under these circumstances, we helicve that
the AFL-CIO truly reflected the feeling of our

rank and file when we declined {o endorse
either candidate. That decision has been vindi-
caicd by the events.”
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By ROBERT E. FORD

of the Associated Frews
Dallas -~ Soventy-eighi
counties of Texas’ 234 voted

Republican for the first time
in Tuesday evlection, a Texas
Fleetien Burean analvsis of
the vote showed Seturday.

It was the greatest presi-
dential victory ever rung up
in Texas by the GOP both iy
counties caplured, tolal vote
and baliol percentag

Republicans won Texa s’
Eloctoral Colle ge votes thr
times previeusly, but even me
imr'r“r‘.sc‘v liked Dwight Ei-
serthovwer, 4 native son.
cwmoat d the lendslide that
Pre:sidem Nixon did Tuesday.

Eisenhower won Tex a 3
twice. a“““.}* Adlal Stevenson,
while Herbert Hoover
Demgerat Al Smith in 1023,

The total vole for president
was the lar
races al 3461301
est “total vete w as for
senator with 2.4
as Election Bm’mu
tions.

in the
Nixon

Next high-

tal

fal race,

prcﬁf"‘rf
tcok 6323 3

tal
nere
Geerge MeGovern 23.46.
Nixon ¢z
and JMelovern eight.
xm%r:; for  NeGovern

Zrocks.
ik, Rebertzon,
and Zazalia.

1 iha
21

N
IR A

Webb

wily contosted gove
ernor’s race, Demowral I}G'w}
oo lad by 160, :I" balicts

buresu count

Brisces and

the eltction

in
with 1,832,287 for
1,322,075 for Republican Henry

.riw..) Grover,
This left the Democrat with

<520 percent of the vote and
G‘ N
38 \ niz of the Raza Unida
party gctl 218,127 ballots
and 6.43 percent,

nover |

hoat

cst of any of the |

US|
8 by Tox- |
la-

cent of |
the hallow and Do mocrat!

riced 246 counties |
Those
Were {
Cottle, Duval, Maver-

Jih 4466, with Rum- |

Troosurer: Jesse James
1,653,811; Maurice Angly
1,483,6265; Ruben Solis Jr.
{RU), 123,133,
ron Tunnell 1,870
grost  1,074,082;
(RU, 150,623.

The vote on proposed consti-
tutional amendments:

1. Legislntors” pay hikes:

N,

L84} Jim Se-
Fred Garza

For 1,200%8; against
1,872,020

2. Lamar hospital distriet:
For 1,402.859; against 8§71,570.
3. Peace justice salaries:

For 1,728,604; against 752,616
4. Constitution con nus»lw'
For 1,493,639; cgainet 010,746,
4. Constitution commission:
For 1,493,689; sgamst §19,745
3. Velerans’ fax exemp-
tions: For 1,972,695; against
619,319, )
6. Elderty eax exemptions:
For 1,805,681; against 838,312
7. Civil cqualily: For 2,006,-
307; against 534,037,
8. Four-Year terms:
1,481,177; against 1,125,508,
g, Con::erx ation distriet d

‘or

al

) . % S R U L
Prap il i Ty
W Gl ,rﬂ: A

pay: For 1,017,083;
1,377,471.

10. Constitution procedures:
For 1,324,293 .,&aw&,t 863,763

against

. Epcaker and Lisutenant
Governor pay: For 878,416;

agazinst 1,501,683,
. Dugl offica holding: For
I,w ,781; against 1,177,053,

13. Bend interest incroase:
Tor 1,303, a“O agalnst 077,625,

14, County sd*ooi funds: Ecr
1.373,981; against 977.620.

14, County school funds
A,u/3 ‘”;., ammst 1, \,‘? 571,
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Nixew carvicd 245 counlies

§;‘ and Metiovern cight. Those
‘s voting for MeGovern  were
;

Breeks, Cottle, Duval, Miver-
fek. “obertson, Starr, Webb
and Zapata,

I the hotly contested gov-
ernor’s race, Democrat Dolph
briscee Jed by 109212 ballots
W the cection burcaun count
with f, 37 {or Briscow and
1,532,675 {or Republican e ny
{Hauk) Grover.

This left the Democrat with
48.90 percent of the vete and
Grover with 4196, with Ram-
sey Muniz of the Raza Unida
party geting 219,127 ballots
and 6.43 pereent,

In all, Briscoe carried 229
counties while Grover won 23
and Muniz two. The Raza Uni-
da victories came in Brooks
and Zapata counties,

Sen. John Tower won re-
election with 1,830,933 votes {o
1,512,085 for Democrat Bare-
foot Sauders, Tower led in 175
cotuties.

Al the proposed constitu-
tional amendments were an-
prs\ ed except the raise in lcg'

islative salaries, the raise in
pay of the heu?enﬂnt governor
and the epcaker of the House
"and the conservation project.

The final Texas Election
Bureau count:

— President; George Me-
Govern 1,159,552; President
Nixon 2,203,231; Lmda Jenness
{Socialist Workers), §538.

Senator: Barefoot Sanders
1512,065; Sen. John Tower
1,850,983; Flores-Amaya
(Raza Unida), 64,819; Tom

Leonard (SW) 11,000.
== Governor: Dolph Briscee
1832987; Henry Grover
1532015, Ramsey Muniz
* RU), 219.127; Debhy Leonard
- {SW), 2 1972

Lieutenant Governor: Bil
Hebby 2.362,389; Alma Ca-
nales (RU), 131,627; Meyer
Alewilz (SVW), 27,187,

Morney General: John il

23354935 Tom Kincald (§W),
39.2’38.

Comptrofler: Robert S. Cal
vert 2,303,076, Anne Springer
(5¥3, 92,642,

Land Commissioners: Bob
Arustrong 2,265.252; Howard
Petrick (SW), 55.556.

Raitlroad Commissioner: By-
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Daniel Yankelovich
The Sew Yark /'i.‘h‘t'\.‘y
Yurkclovich Eloction Sarvey

It was not what happened during the
Presidential campaign fizelf that won
the election for Richard Nixon.
Throughout the campaign the press
and television concentrated on Eagle-
ton, Watergate, Mr. McGovern’s *“radi-
cal” image, his caumpaign style, and
the “he-can’t-win™ psychology pur-

portedly gencrated by the opinion
polls. These events affected Mr.
McGovern'’s  standings in the polls

during thé campaign but had little
bearing .on why Mr. Mixon won the
election. As the polls taken by my
own organization, as well as others,
showed. Nixon had a majority of
three to two from the very start—a
majority that never wavered through-
out that long campaign. In a sense,
the campaign proved to be irrelevant.

The news media failed to identify
the truly decisive event of the elec-
tion because it occurred months be-
fore the campaign even began, in the
spring, after the mining of Haiphong
harbor. Here is what happened us
well as | ocan reconstruct it from our
pre-election interviews prior to and
during the campuoign.

Ihough Nixon's statements about
how the war should be ended were
generally  approved  throughout the

campaign, in carly April, before the
Haiphong blockade, the opinion polls
showed that his Vietnum policy was
in serious trouble with the voters. At
that time when the Harris poll asked,

Why Mizon Woen

“Droes Nixon inspire confidence?” the
prople interviewed answered no, by o
murgin of five to four. The Vietnum
issue was gencrally conceded to be
McGovern’s muin source of strenuth.
Then the mining of Haiphong hap-
pened. We must remember that the
decision to mine Haiphong harbor
was made at a time when the military
situation in Vietnam was deteriorat-
ing badly. Qur interviews shortly
afterward showed that people ex-
pected the worst. In the past, most
decisions on Vietnam made in times
of crisis—such as the Cambodian
“incursion”—had proved disastrous.
This time Mr. Nixon confronted the
communists with a challenge that
even Lyndon Johnson at his most
combative had not dared to make.
The days that followed reminded
voters of the Cuban Missile Crisis.
People were anxious: “How would
the Russians react?” “Would they
cancel the Summit?” “Would they
try to break the blockade by force?”
even ““Would there be a nuclear
confrontation?” When the Russians

" announced that the Summit would go

on as planned, the public, as our
surveys later showed. was vastly re-
lieved. With mounting confidence,
they wuatched the drama unfold on
tefevision: Mr. Nixon being greetled
coolly but correctly at the Moscow
airport; meeting in a somewhat more
cordial  atmosphere  with  Brezhnev:
being toasted al  Soviet bunquets,
addressing the Russian people: laying
a wreath at the grave of a little
Russian girl orphaned by the war;
signing  documents and treaties of
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the seanel state.
aliiosi

Slowty mmperceptibly the

rossive gat throogh o the [

publics Nivon bad faced ihe b

dowir, and the danger to the Us from
the war - the danger of a biy power
confrontation - had been defuscd. The
wur in Vietnam would now soon be
over, Or, cven if it did not end right
away, it would no longer be seen ay a
military threat to Americans. Soviet/
Chinese acquiescence in the Huaiphong

minmg had handed Mr. Nixon an
overwhelming  diplomatic  victory,

containing the seeds of his subse-
quent politicul victory at home. Viet-
nam, we found, is the issue of
greatest concern to  the American
public, and in the public mind it was
almost as if the war had ended at the
Moscow Summit.

Em results of the Soviet trip were
dramatically reflected in the opinien
polls, By ecarly July, Mr. Nixon had
rebuilt public confidence in his han-
dling of the Vietnam war bY an
almost two to one maorgin. Simultane-
ously, he had undermined M-
Govern’s major source of public sup-
port by converting what had been
McGovern’s issue into his own princi-
pal source of strength among the
voters. During the campuign, an un-
wavering 62 percent of the voters
satd, “Mr. Nixon is doing everything
he can to end the war.” Thoy voted
for him largely, if not exciusively, for
this reason. (Domestic  issues  also
plaved « part but we found they
were not nearly so important.)

When, in mid-October, it appeared
that  the North Vietnamese had
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Nixon’s supporters bulieved
fact, the eloteses

against McGovern. for the climate of
opinion had crystailized around the
agreeinents reuched between

him, In

Gnded

zecusation
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MNivon

and the Soviet Union and China
months before. For a malority of

Americans the preconditions for end-
ing the war had been laid, and the
precise time schedule no longer mat-
tered 2s much as it had before.

nority -the human costs of the bomb-
ings  dwarf  all iderations <

power-politics and mak
delay in ending the war unforgzive
To Nixon’s majority, who also wun
the war 1o end, sn :mmediate cesse-
tion is less important
outl a compromie that
gest “defeat” for the US.
CUT Surveys sugoest, aeree tha

)
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is an sbhomination. But thewr vie

how American
are involved
Cilabie,
fronically, then,

thank the Soviet

him  bis  most  importunt posit
vicltory, The Russiuns virtually pashed
Mr. Nixon bhack into the White Houwe
when they cgreed to go ghead w
the Summit
at Haiphong,
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in ending it gre drrecon-
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—— assures continued st rong leadership
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ity -~ and Canham's vepudalivn -
wottld have sent a shrony odor from
coast to coust.
Forfunalels,

Robert  Gritfin re-

tuins his Lepublican Senate yead
and  the seandal resulting from
Capbary's ruling is nol as cata-

strophiv as it might have been.
Fyven so. there is noe way Canham
can avord the labels of political sy-
cophanl and lackey for bowing o

the Democeratlic appeals, even

though they admitiedly carried alot
of politicat clout.
Vichigan's  eleclion

clearly stated in the law
close at 8 pom,
that everyone
may vole.
Dbatlot or
“with

rules  are
The polls
with {he provision
in line at that time
Thus. weather, length of
any other consideration,
the posaibk cxceplion of a

V ofers rel ﬁfﬁ@ﬁi‘

T OO T o U Ty O e, bel-
pt\i\ni" resinteabion, we suspeet the
palitieal pros had vistons of tabulat
m: acvote by cvery Uresident” in g
cemelery o a vacant lot.

‘Onee again, the Stale Supreme
Court showed ity political colors by
not constdering Canham’s vu
was o ahmoest o oreat
wheeler-deaders and o
Michigan until a panel of thiee stute
Courl of Appeals judges, led by
Judge John . Gillis, overturnea
Conham's ruling by insisting Mich
tgan’s election laws be honored.

Thal Cowrt of Ap
Senator Griffin’s victory will
Michigan  from national disgrace.
But the odor fremy Michigan's politt-

day for the
sad dav {or

cally-motivated iu(iciary lingers
on, In Judge mlmms case, it
reeks.

iHin's cfou

Tk Mw-"‘“"r

Robert Gritiin's reelection
for avli-bussing forces in the U, S
Senate. 1L also assures Michigan cil-
ens continuation of the influence
and seniority which Sen. Griftin has
achieved in the post of Senate mi-
nority whip.

These were among lhe consider-
ations that swung a close and hard-
fought election in Sen. Gritfin's
favor. Although Michigan Atty. Gen.
Frank Kelley was a caudldate of the
majority party, and although Keiley
presented himself as a vigorous foe
of hussing, the volers refused to
throw away the advaniage which
Sen. Griffin provides.

Kelley  helped assure his own
defeat hy his flip-flopping on the

Foothall is very educitional. Consider

what the injuries teach us about the
human analomy.

Sniffing ouf pollution offers employ-
ment for lhose with super noses and the
neighborhood snoop may have found a
voeation at last.

The man at the next degk says he is
skeptical of the announcers in the com-
mercials, “Nobody,” he says, “tould
sound that sincere and mean it.”

Poiitical candidates all tell us they
care aboul people. The problem is lo
<el people tu Tecl the same way about
them. .

BILL VAUGHAN

most impertant is«;uc I']capened a
wide credibility gap by first joining
in 2 Democratic Pmt.y manifesto
favor of hussing and laler lrying lo
characterize himse!! as an anti-bus-
ser. The voters could not be sure he
wouldn't {Hp backward as casily as

he had flipped forward. They
wanted a consistent, dependable

senator, not a political acrohat.

Generally s p e a king, President
Nixon's coattails did nut prove par-
ticularly long in the 1972 elections.
But in certain cases they helped|
candidates. and Griffin’s may have
heen one of those cases.
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‘Oh . ..
DIEGARTER teacher. T keep forgettin®
to give ‘em to you.’

These arc nates from my KID-

uling, 1t

eals ruling and
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al e space explosabion pro-
e iovilal

The :‘:":c:liéli(‘

pesuitine frosy our
arant hove boe astounding in
quaantity amd guelily, Fantass
tie {onds bave ‘n'a‘ii mrade in
all bields of seience, In He
Held of electronies, integrated
cireuits, hishly  precise
machines, hrenkibroushs in
commuitications  are ouly a
few. T medicine, new druds
and feod fechnology have re-
sulted, In physics new dis-
coveries  have bedun 1o ex-

dincuy ories
sSperee pios

plain the origin of the earth
amd mwoon. The Lst is Hiterally
endless.

So far as integrated cirenits
are concerned, for example,
there is o great demand today
for stereo and television sets
using them with transistors.
This creates thousands of un-
skilled jobs. New “‘wonder”

drugs diseovered us the vesull”

of the space program help
thousands ol people and also
create jobs.

Iveryone loday is aflected
Dy our spuce program. Tele-
phones, stereos and comput-
ets bhave taken a giant leap
forward thanks to the space
progran.

It has been suggested that
we {1y vumanned flights. This
would e ridicilous. We save

money by flving men. No
cumputer can react like a

nan to emergencies, even if
1t were functioning perfectly.
We wuild have had many
more serubbed missions with-
out asirouauts.

Qur space program should
he revived to its 1967 rate o
get maximun: oulput,

MARK HINCH
Troy

Pennies, nickels
for Halloween?

To the Editor: T can’t con-
ceive  why  anvhody  would
want to hurt Hadloween trick-
or-treaters, ‘

But spparently sonie people
do. So T suggest lnws torbid-
ding giving the little revelers
anything  lo put in their
mouths. I'my sure they'd be
happy with pennies or nick-
els. L PREFFER

Readers i
opnions O G
et the Boly
be biiefl tach
weitvt’s Signaty
the aome will ’
quate reason. T

bt ta conden.

Egypt's
clique

To the I
vour  editori
sense from ¢
dent the nui
s vuling Iy
Arab countri
ope-frack min

Its lovic is
are our helg
refugees. Wi
them so muel
let them live
erty and hog
to show the
we lpve the
lived 24 year
we must thr
inlo (he sea &
loved refugee
fong. To this
sacrilice one
necessary, all
can carry ar:
military clig
won.”’

Now that U
has hinted th
of this gras
Sadat has s
Who krows. b
picture of who
the Arabs re:
round.  ruayix
will arise and
a stop to this
Lel's worr,
something for
Arab people
Let's hear plai
structive,”

Imagine the
opened and tt
ness returning

ast, Tmag
papers  talkin

struction of ne
ments for peoy
people,  inelud
vees. The whotl
willing to help
weees and  the
Arab image w
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 20, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: * Gordon Strachen

FROM:, Bill Rhatican wzn/

For your information.
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QrIiial
% of Nixon % of McGovern % of Schmitz o of Dete of ,
fao Froi ;Vots . Vote Vote ~Certification
I | ) ? AP
AL D 95 692,480 76 215,792 23 : 12,248 1 Nothiny until 11/22
y S 41,809f 58. 24,362 34 | 5,354 | 7.5 ' :
{300 | 331,5320 65 188,892 32 | 20,542 | 3 AP e
| o6 | 427, 014,‘ 70 190,598 | 30 - - Nothing until 11/22 ..Ap
100 [4,546,396! ‘56 3,433,568 ? 42 230,548 2 AP -~
08 | 585,324 63 325,448 | 36 | 16,537 1 Nething until 11/27 _ip
00| 210,763 555,498 | 17,239 | Unofficial uatil 11/29
hoo | 139,794 60 | 91,974 39 | 2615 |1 AP
oo | 29,697 21 | 109,974} 179 | - _ AP
1100 4,752,230 | 72 690,546 | 28 Nons AP
- 1100 | 881,490 1 289,529 write in Neone
100 | 167, 414 63 100.671 | 37
“ho all but 2 pct, ! 197,589 ! 64.0 | R0,5358 | 26.0 | 28,221 9.0 Anprox. 11/238
Titeais g7 12,748,252] 60 1,863,731 ] 40 | - Po- Approx. 11/30 - UPI
100 11,401,547] 67 705,808 | 33 | - - Maybe 11/22 . ypr -
100 | 703,933] 57.8 493,310 | 24,051 L 1274 ‘
100 | 605,632 68 265,1581 30 21,020 2 Nothing until 1?/1 UPL
100 + 671,198 64 | 369,051 35 17,169 11 nd of Novemnber AP
, | 96 i 758,903l 63 377,489 1 32 58,547 | 5 Nothing until 11/27 AP
100 252,85} 61 161,652 39 - - Nothing until 11/27 .o p
100 | 797,295 62 486,570 | 37 16,450 | 1 Cificial on 12/6 AP
Mrssoohuselts 100 }1.105,072 45 1,324,525 | 55 - |- |'Nothing uatil mid-Dec.
SIiCnigE 99 11,960,871 57 1,465,093 42 45,772 1 Nothing until 12/1 Ap
Nimmzeoin 98 881,326! 52 789,473 47 30,679 1 Nothing until 11722 ap
N 54 100 | 505,125 123,992 | I 11,598 11/20
R 99 |1,425,256 63 678, 660 37 - - Nothing until 12/12 AP
100 183,784 53 118,681 38 13,571 Nothing until 11/21.AP
Nehrosian 100 384,571 71 162,600 | 29 - - Nothing until 12/4-AP
Navacde 98 | 114,593 64 65,258 36 - f - Nothing until 11/22-AP
Memr Famanshire 100 | 213,724 1 115, 435 3,285 11/17
T e 97 11,769,4870 62 |1,058,557 | 38 | 24,361 | . |Nothingustili2/5ap
o Llmies i 99 | 233, 036 62 138,856 37 1 8,623 1 2 Nothing until 11/27_AP
Mo Vo I 99 14,180,446 59 12,907,598 41 | - - Nothing until 12/1_aAp




..  VOTING FOR PRESIDENT
CrFICT g,__,_ '
- . ' - 2 -

% of | - Nixon % of . McGovern % of Schmitz % of Date of
nia et Vote | . Vote, ' Note Certification
Tovin Covoline 100 11,054,889 | {438,705 | 9,039 | Result of 2nd of 3 audits
lorin Dakoln ; [ 174,109 | 100,384 | | . 5,646 ; |_Official results 11/24
RIRSTe 1100 S‘z A54, 048 160 | 546,059 138 80,766 2 Nothing until 11/21 - AP
diznheran 100 | 759,025 | 247,147 } 237,028 ¥ 11/13 :
Draozen { 100 | 483,229 | 53 390, 867 | 42 46,104 15 Official after 12/7 - AP
Zonnevivanin ‘100 | 2,703,975 60 1,788,034 |39 67, 255 1 Nothing until 11/27 -4P
Jhede Island 100 | 209,166 154 185, 239 46 P Nothing until 11/27 4P
Sauth Caroline P97 | 468,572 |71 189, 560 28 110, 056 i Nothing until 11/21 = &P
soutn Coiteln {300 163,814 155 h37,568 45 | 5 Nothing until 12/1 - AP
Lennensee ;100 | 812,484 168 1355, 817 | 30 30, 256 2 Nothing until 11/22 - UPI
Tonns _log 12,272,656 67 1 46, 470 | 33 1 | Nothing until end of Dec.AP

T i. pET g ,._.;;: . s 3) y . ; P ¥ .. B PRRE— ) Yt R

Uik {90 ! 321,595 lgg 126,008 26 128,616 i 8 Nothing until 12/11 AP
Vonmon ! {117,149 i 68,174 4 | | /21 : ,
Viexinin 100 | 986,440 {69 440, 030 1 30 119, 296 1 Nothing until 12/11 AP

P 94 1 679,456 {57 475,568 39 {48,953 4 Nothing until 12/7 AP

I 98 472,063 {64 271, 950 36 ! . 12/11 ~AP '

! 100 | 988,021 {54 807,070 | 44 47,019 2 | Nothing until 11/23 AP

100 | 100.630 %&70 144, 3438 ; 30 | Nothing until 12/6 AP
" o i -
i : ‘ vl

TOTAL 99 {46, 767,312 60 9 i28,726,515 | 37.4_11,238,89 1.6

Total Vo*es Tabulated: 76 732 718
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Thus, the Kuropean Commnon Markel was
formed by major nations, every one of which
had suftercd defeat in modern
war: Germany, France, Ifaly,
and the Benelux counfries.

By conlrast, nothing divides
like victory and this is partic-
ularly true of political parties.
The Republican Party factions
are already quarreling, )

This would be normal, but ?

~ there is an aggravating factor.
Uneasy les the head which
wears the ccown and doubly
uneasy when on a day certain the crown must

be given up.

As of noon on Jan. 20, 1977, Richard M. Nixon
can no longer be President of the United States,
Under ordinary circumstances, this would mean
that, starting in 1974, two years before, Repub-
Hican groups hoping to name their candidale as
his successor would commence their campaigns.
But these are nol srdinary times and, by and
large, two hestile candidales are already coagu-
lating around Vice-President Agnew and Scnator
Charles Percy of Iinois.

VICE-PRESIDENT AGNEW’S eoterie elfect
indignation at the mere thought of shunting aside
the brawny warrior whe has borne the hroiling
heat of ceaseless hattle. In iremolo pathetique,
they declare that, though they have batiled sell-
tossly, they will not see the noble Greek, who
waded throngh fund-raising dinners far more
dangerous to the health than the Trojan wars,
be done in by those who offered advice when
men it was that King Richard needed.
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It is one r;f the grim paradoxes of history
that defeat consolidates but victory divides.

On the other hand, the proponenis of Senator
Percy point out that, while no one questions the
warrior heart of fighting Spire, cooler heads
are needed at headguariers than in the front
line.

Further, they point out, it was the ancient
Greeks theraselves who declared that the {inal
victory is in persuasion and Soiro just isn’t a
very persuasive guy, parlicularly when he reads
his ghost’s lighming-like repartee In full view of
the TV audiences.

Senator Percy, of course, has at his disposal
one of the most persuasive forces in politics:
money, S0 persuasive is mwney, in fact, that
the only reasonable answer to it is more money.
Since Senator Percy has a sizable sock aof his
own, and, to hoot, is a relative of the Rockelel-
lers by marriage, it is reasonably clear that in
this department at least the spleeny Spiroites
are hard put to it for an answer.

AS IS USUAL IN THESE MATTERS, all are
appeased lo the Xing's favorites., The Huldeman-
Ehrlichman axis, kuown o their detractors as
the Puny Prussians, sre urpepular with all,
indisputable evidence of their paramount loyalty
to their liege lord, King Richard. The dukes of
the Cabinet hate them, as do ibe Republican
pecrs of the Hilll .

However, the strange exhilaration of the Spar-
tans at Themopylae must pervade President
Nivon's palace guard. They know their political
life ends with the end of this presideniial term.
Theirs is the freedom of no hope of reprieve.
The others want something, namely (he crown
aind the sceptre. Hence, before any ace heir o
its power, all are heir fo the pangs of envy,
jealousy, hate and malice which pave the court-
vards of every palace where, in time, the king
must go, his power belied him.
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Can the Domeorats recain this lost
tery? Conceivably, for the Republivan
still is regarded by many as the "W,
party and lhe party of the siflvent
Republicans won much of ithe “ethnie”
rather thvough the Demopcrats' default
{hrough any strenucus effort on the Re
can orgauiczation’s part.

But to win bock the “ethnic” vele
Democrals must abjure the notions an
gans of cockiail-parly liheralism, Messre
Govern and  Shriver scoemt really to
thought that they had the people at
backs; it turned oul that they bad t
their backs upon the people.

The ‘“ethnics” detest compulsory kb
of schoolchildren., They complain bi
about racial quotas, nrban disruption
permissive  judges. They set their
against Communism, and so were displ
and alarmed by the Mclovern noti
diplomatic and military policy. Ma
them, stiil milttanily Christian, were al
ed by Senator MeGovern's equives
abont “liberalized” aboriicn. They, or
sons, performed niiitarv sorvice - a
were  wraihful against M&.(rovems ic
amnesty  for dnt evaders, Most of
had worked hard to acquire a compet
and therctore  wanted no part of
Governite schemes for redistribuating
comes.

What Democratic presidential candic
four years from pow, mighl summon
these quondam Domocrats? Not Senato
ward Kennedy: his professed Catholi
could not suffice for his atlitpdes and 1
ures are virtually undisiinguishable
Senator McGovern’s, and hig reputati
moraiist is somewhal iess.

Some form of Populisn
southerners and the ethmies

ture
frot

miy
away

Republican  Party, quile possibly. But
Populism wenid more nearly rese

George Wallace's variety than George
Govern's variety.

{Genpral Beatures Corporation)
Asks:

Dr. Max Rafferty

7
What's Your Quest:
0. “I agree with you that Latin i

dead. | studied it four years in high sc
In the 58 years since my diploma,
never cracked a Latin hook, bul I stil
the benefits of iny Latin
studies.

“f see It

in the fine



State

Wyoning

Laramie

Delaware

New Castle

Hawaii

Honolulu

Idaho
Ada
Canyon
Nevada
Clark
Washoe
Nebraska

Douglas
Lancasiér

Nixon

15,010

100,681

131,677

33,679
18,383

53,046
33,529

97,960
40,950

1972 LELECTION RESULTS - KIY COUNTIES

Total % Turnout of % Turncut of
Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Population
o
7,791 22,851 37,975 29,683 782 76.9 60.1
70,190 172,956 261,914 215,092 s2.1 80.4 66.0
76,330 218,741 428,354 262,567 1. 3 83.3 51.1
11,753 52,013 76,987 71,895 93»4 72.3 67.6
5,630 26,857 42,696 34,700 3/,.3 77.4 62.9
36,790 89,836 © 184,340 116,611 63-2 7.0 28.7
17,138 50,667 86,780 63,526 7] 3.2 .79.8 58.4
' 769 :

46,726 144,686 263,665 202,750 71.0 55.0
23,203 66,153 122,730 02,186 qgﬁ { 72.0 54.0




1972 ELECTICN RESULTS - KEY COUNTILS

Total % Turnout cf
] Total Voting Age Registered Registered
State Nixon McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters
Alabama | | ‘ 2/,
Jefferson 134,828 52,574 197,867 449,984 253,279 s¢.3 44.0 .0
Madison 38,045 12,258 52,119 120,897 ‘ 86,153 ,.3 43.0 .0
Mobile 64,133 17,819 86,927 209,039 151,346  72.9 42.0 .0
Montgomery i 34,909 11,590 48,605 113,242 85,432 7594 43.0 .0
' " Arkansas
Pulaski- - 57,576 33,611 91,187 198,611 % 145,780 73.¢ 45.0 .0
Garland ‘ 15,602 5,207 21,112 40,245 32,623 wi.1 .52.0 .0
Maryland '
Baltimore 170,378 * 67,620 241,854 433,303 . 322,691 ‘77{6”' 73.8
Baltimore City 116,941 138,716 259,482 634,894 424,377 (.8 61.1
Michigan
Genesie . 85,747 - 73,896 162,449 285,176 225,923 1972 71,9 6.9
Kent - 103,450 67,427 174,684 . 274,814, 227,196 %r?.ll 76.8 63.5
Macorb . 147,482 82,348 235,434 394,624 290,026 ~473.5 8l.1 38.6
Monrce 23,263 17,726 42,443 75,754 55,663 f73,3' 76.2 56.0
Cakland 241,398 129,537 379,201 603,975 502,737 3. R 75.4 62.7
Iayne 535,523 514,007 1,065,659 1,840,584 1,484,384 ¢p ( TL.7 57.8
Detroit City ) 873,761

-

* New Jersey

Hudson 137,202 88,440 225,642 451,022 289,142 &f¥-§ 78.0
Berges 284,518 146,509  "431,027 646,497 519,776 $0-  82.9
Issex 163,989 151,804 315,793 667,453 429,762 (4.1 73.5

50.
65.
47.

Gl -3 O
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Total % Turnout of
) Total Voting Age Registered Registered
State Nixon McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters

North Dakota , Ve
Cass 21,770 14,073 36,306 51,693 70.2
Burleigh 13,909 5,841 20,644 26,835 . . 76.9
Grand Forks 13,361 9,416 23,475 42,217 55.6

L * Tennessee

Davidson 82,636 48,869 134,797 317,512 224,632 70'/7 60.0 42.0
Knox _ 64,747 24,076 90,484 199,828 120,135 6o0. /  75.0 45.0
Shelby ) 161,810 81,063 247,717 489,344 L 374,591 4.5 66.0 50.0

Scuth Carolina
Greenville 46,360 . 10,080 58,355 166,496 . 87,691 52.7 66.5 4
Richland 39,667 . 18,699 59,212 168,375 88,205 50 4 67.1°

Utah
Utah 42,179 10,828 - 59,460 92,005., 77,794 5‘4'4 76.4 .6
Weber . 37,753 14,503 55,580 82,735 76,166 92-1 73.3 .5
Salt Lake ‘ 296,772

*» West Virginia
Cabell . 29,299 14,103 43,402 79,330 58,894 Oj%w%y 73.0 .0
Kanawha 64,072 38,393 102,465 163,480 136,304 ¢3. 75.0 .6
J 65.6

Wood 25,114 10,230 35,344 59,847 53,872 4p.



Vermont

Chittenden
Rutland
Windsor

Indizna

Marion
Vanderbourgh
Monroe

New Hampshire

Hillsborcugh
Rockingham
Merrimac

Massachusetts

Middlesex
Essex
Nerfolk
Worcester

Iowa

Black Howk
Cerro Gordo
Crawford
Lucas
Maricn
Polk
Poweshiek

Nixon

23,078

13,662
12,420

203,076
49,059
19,953

65,274
38,825
25,354

269,216
139,585
'132,114
123,934

31,096
11,856
4,493
2,851
6,583
70,329
4,785
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McGovern

16,076
7,912
6,594

101,974
22,139
15,241

34,739
21,998
11,737

344,825
156,690
148,636
140,845

21,721
9,270
3,018
1,759
4,634

59,327
3,718

Total

Turnout

39,154
21,574
19,374

305,398
71,221
35,342

101,359
61,496
37,440

614,041
296,275
280,750
264,779

53,635
21,449
7,656
4,688

- 11,516
132,645
8,633

Total % Turnout of % Turncut of
Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
Population Voters Voters Peorulation
o/,

66,388 65,600 L. 7 85.9 59.0
36,592 28,242 11. R 76.3 59.0
30,765 24,225 1.1 80.0 63.C
538,700 452,195 %31 67.5 56.6
119,947 109,972 91.71 64.8 59.3
64,358 52,559 gy, 7 67.2 54.7
152,153 131,858 36T 76,0 " 66.6
92,217 81,359 iﬁg*zﬁ 75.6 66.7
57,203 49,126 §5.9  76.2 65.5
977,426 677,298 (9.2 91.0 63.0
447,719 332,719 A4, 3 89.0 65.0
418,833 305,081 72, ¢ '92.0 67.0
449,638 311,629 4.3 85.0 159.0
91,072 65,588 130 1.8 53.9
34,949 16,454+ 4711 61.4
12,757 - 0.0
7,417 1,001+ i%¢° €3.2
19,146 4,265+ 223 €0.1
199,072 154,455 97,4 85.9 66.6
13,457 64.6



IDAHO

MASSACHUSETTS

VERMONT

TENNESSEE

NEBRASKA

WEST VIRGINIA

ICKA

NEW JERSEY

1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTIES

% Footnotes

Registration flgures are prior to election day People
were allowed to register on election day.

Registration figures are only up to February, 1972. Turn-
out figure is only major party. Worcester County results
do not include town of Grafton.

All figures are based on 94% of the returns. Registration
is as of 1970.

Registration figures for Knox County are as of September,
1971.

All voter turnout figures are based on major party vote
only.

All voter turnout figures are based on major party vote
only.

Registration figures for Cerro Cordo, Lucas and Marion
County are partial.

All voter turnout figures are based on major party vote
only.



1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTIES

Total ¢ Turnout of $ Turnout of
) Total Voting Age Registered Registered Votring Age
State Nixon McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Population
4]
New Mexico ‘ /o
Bernalillo 80,267 149,176 132,666 207,697 166,594 go. A 79.6 63.9
South Dakota
Brookings 5,182 4,701 9,913 16,618 13,401 514> 73.5 1 59.6
Erown 8,134 8,216 16,451 25.633 21,600 313 76.2 64.2
Minnehaha 22,447 22,386 44,988 63,956 57,500 §4.94 78.2 70.3



1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY COUNTIES

Total % Turnout of % Turrout of
Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
State Nixon McCovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Popularion
; ‘ -
Chio . ‘ /6
Ashtabula 22,769 15,222 39,692 66,541 47,235 1.0 g0 59.7
Athens 9,735 9,977 19,915 42,575 - 25,500 9.9 78.0 6.8
Butler 49,081 21,042 73,081 155,758 98,691 (03‘“¥ 74.0 47.0
Cleveland City 319,825
Cuyahoga ) 329,567 316,263 680,077 1,214,412 883,084 12.9 ~76.9 56.0
Franklin 218,472 116,752 343,264 576,075 430,644 74.3%  79.7 52.6
Greene 25,349 12,736 38,904 83,993 52,099 (z2.¢ 74,7 5.0
Hamilton 248,013 119,204 373,598 636,801 _ 457,379 11-9 81.7 58.7
Cincirnati ' : , < 208,086 )
Mentgomery ’ 120,312 81,447 207,138 417,320 - 268,124 H.3 773 45.6
Mahoning 63,956 61,385 127,843 214,144 158,487 14.6  80.7 59.7
Shelby 9,088 4,721 14,703 24,646 - 17,768 nA. b 82.7 59.7
Colorado ’
Denver 122,025 97,972 223,373 375,480 301,692 $p0.2 74.0 3¢.0
x  New York
Bronx © 197,441 245,757 443,198 1,053,437 703,902 b<é'g 63.0 42,0
Erie . 251,869 203,939 455,808 774,650 596,692 /}7. b 75,0 58.0
Monroe 192,888 118,643 311,531 492,962 356,84 ‘7g_L% 87.0 65.0
Nassau 440,219 253,095 693,314 992,377 828,799 ¢ 5 83.0 70.0
New York 179,867 353,847 533,714 1,229,878 , 23,0
Crondaga 133,521 56,081 189,602 324,134 237,328 73 - 80.0 58.0
Cueens 423,429 328,462 751,891 1,517,183 1,039,869 ¢ 5 72.0 0.0
Suffolk - 316,623 131,991 448,614 714,964 526,506 43 (, 85.0 £3.0
Westchester 263,067 148,655 411,722 643,194 471,630 13.3 87.0 64.0




State

* Missouri

Jackscn
St. Louis

St. Louis City

* Wisconsin
Waukesha
Dane
Milwaukee
Washington

King

% Texas
Dallas
Harris-
Colorado
Georgia
Dekalb
Fulteols
* Florida

Dade
Pinellas

Nixon

129,922
253,102
69,744

59,399
56,020
190,755

.

251,055

304,850

" 365,670

3,495

102,676
92,256

256,529
179,541

1972 ELECTION RESULTS - KLY COUNTIES

McCGovern

92,836
154,731
113,782

34,573
79,567
209,754

181,467

129,809
215,916
1,502

29,727
74,329

177,693
77,197

Total % Turnout of $ Turncut of
Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
Turnout Population Voters Voters Population
Yo
222,758 459,932 48.3
407,833 645,564 - 485,345 1532 g3.3 63.0
183,526 446,358 263,917 59/ 69.5 41.1
97,620 146,823 65.8
137,177 203,415 - 67.4
413,813 739,576 491,801 Gb-> 84.1 155.9
447,211 816,713 701,243 §5- 7T 63.8 51.8
434,659 896,934 631,457 904 ea.s 48.5
581,586 1,164,513 847,779 1.9  68.6 49.9
4,997 12,515 8,068 (.} & 61.9 39.9
145,317 280,155 181,000 4.6 80.3 51.9
192,650 432,287 : 44.6
_ : .
434,222 920,094 592,659 LT 73,3 47.2
256,968 416,764 324,802 979 79.1 61.7



1672 ELECTION RESULTS - KEY CCUNTILES

Total % Turnout of % Turnout of
) Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age
State Nixon McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Porulation
Kansas '
Sedgewick 83,949 34,220 122,701 239,103 156,975 691 78.2 51.3
Shawnee 43,727 20,383 69,249 239,103 83,388 3.7  83.0 29.0
Johnson 76,161 24,324 104,136 144,015 120,407 3 ¢ 86.5 72.3
Wyandatte 34,112 28,405 64,968 127,480 82,265 G4. S 79.0 Sl.Q
Minnesota
Hennepin | 227,630 205,062 440,852 . 671,121 ¢ 522,650 777 4.3 £5.6
Ramsey 97,138 109,427 212,410 326,993 - ' ‘ 64.6
+ Jllinois
Cook 1,197,818 1,006,793 2,204,611 3,840,387 3,140,500 $/-° 0.2, 57.4
Metro 529,517 708,206 1,237,723 1,990,500 62.1
Suburban 668,301 298,587 966,888
DuPage 166,346 64,000 230,346 © 318,031 200,432 -5 79.3 72.4
Lake 78,332 41,371 119,703 258,885 165,357 (3.9 72.4 46.2
Marion ©, 10,755 6,968 17,723 27,962 27,740- 99 . R 63.9 63.4
Rock Island 36,684 32,159 68,843 115,441 - 100,000 ¢(. & 68.8 58.6
4 -
Mississippi
Harrison 28,889 4,744 36,640 91,212 58,000 63-©& 63.0 40.0
Hinds 49,700 12,888 63,964 143,561 98,706 (¢ § 65.0 45.0



State

I1linois

Winnebago

Pennsylvania

< Clarion
Cunberland
‘Lawrence
Mzrcer
Montgonery
Philadelphia~
Philacelphia City
vashington
Mestmoreland

Chio
Lake
Wyoming

Natrona

Nixon

34,892

10,000
42,000
23,000
27,804
173,213
344,000
344,000
42,925
85,000

40,492

15,649

1672 ELECTION RESULTS - &Y COUNTIES

ADDENDUM Total % Turnout of & Turnout of

Total Voting Age Registered Registered Voting Age

McGovern Turnout Population Voters Voters Pcpulation

7s

22,662 57,677 165,461 73,177 44 78.8 34,9
(.2 -
4,500 14,501 27,227 18,840 © 77.0 $3.3
14,000 57,000 111,791 71,943 L4t 79.2 51.0
17.000 10,736 76,640 s1.484 (7.2 79.1 3.1
18,162 . 46,992 89,318 58,976 (.0 79.7 52.6
91,581 267,394 438,095 329.648 75 A 81.1 61.0
429,000 778,900 1,405,617 1,010,229 71.9  77.1 35,4
. 429,000 778,800 1,405,617 1,010,229 119 77.1 $5.4
34,949 78,274 151,694 98,859 5. R 79.2 1.6
58,000 145,700 265,408 178,479 (1. X 81.6 54.9
26,558 69,123 128,239 89,000 101 76.9 53.9
6,514 22,163 37,975 28,100 7170 78.8 58.4



kS

State

Kentucky

Jefferson,

California

Yuba

Fresno
Mendocino

San Francisco
Marin

San Diego

Los Angeles
Crange

San Mateo
Tuolume

Pennsylvania
Pittsburgh City
Bucks
Delaware
Allegheny

'Rhode Island

Yent
Providence

Arizona

Pira

.

Nixon

140,216

6,433
79,049
11,104

127,826
53,687
365,644

1,516,832

*

442,587

134,870,

5,894

§9,769

99,161
175,480
317,261

38,826
124,557

71,798
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McGovern

86,692

4,433
72,677
9,402
170,702
46,959
203,722
1,163,205
174,695
109,301
4,596

104,468
56,442
93,759

281,283

27,890
124,037

55,349 .

Total
Turnout

232,123

12,164
163,328
22,492
317,098
105,494
605,470
2,835,769
648,263
260,520
11,107

197,759
159,065
273,446
611,808

66,821
249,152

129,738

Total % Turnout of Turncu
Voting Age Registered Registered Voting :
Population Voters Voters Populzat

iz

1)

) -’

474,891 301,769 (5.5 77.0 49.0
29,134 15,320 3.6 794 1.8
281,343 201,396 171. 6 81.1 58.1
36,142 26,876 n+.4 82.7 62.2
573,998 . 426,338 243 74.4 55.2
147,059 126,928 9¢-3 83.1 71.7
973,656 725,501 7.5 83,5 (2.2
5,017,447 3,597,963 4/ 7 78.8 35.5
952,515 794,174 $3 1 81.6 €5.1
398,567 310,204 11.9 g2 £5.5
16,500 . 13,205 So.o 84.1 67.3
372,101 266,298 2.5 74.0 £3.0
271,695 198,546 73. 1 80.0 59.0
. 422,164 335,711 )4 .5  81.0 65.0
1,156,055 920,875 74.7  66.0 33.0
97,712 88,824 96-9  75.2 68.4
421,705 343,901 1. & 72.4 59.1
245,367 179,950 733 72.1 52.9
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* 'FOOTNOTES

RHODE ISLAND For both counties, Total Turnout includes Nixon
McGovern, and Jenness votes only
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* Footnotes

CALIFORNIA The Orange County figures for turnout include only votes
cast for Nixon, McGovern, Schmitz and Spock; no other
minor candidates are included.

ILLINOIS Major party vote only - Schmitz not on ballot

WISCONSIN Registration is mandatory only for communities of
5,000 or more.

MISSOURI Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballct

TEXAS Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot

FLORIDA Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot

NEIW YORK Major party vote only, Schmitz not on ballot



Republican
National
Committee.
December 6, 1972
MEMORANDUM TO: GORDON STRACHAN
FROM: ED D2BOLT CM,/
RE: MICHIGAN VOTER TURNOUT

On Eiection Day, 1972, 70. 8 percent
of all registered voters turned out to vote in the State of Michigan. The
enclosed voter turnout analysis reports, along with the previous report
on Wayne County, completes an analysis of the voter turnout in nine
selected counties.

Our analyses demonstrate that the
Republican counties had a higher turnout than Democratic and marginal
counties. The same pattern emerged within each county. Solid Republican
areas averaged a higher turnout percentage than the marginal areas. The
Democratic areas ranked last in terms of average turnout percent.

Jackson, Kalamazoo, Kent and Ottawa
Counties were used to represent solid Republican counties. The repre-
sentative marginal counties, those that have gone for either Party, were
Saginaw, Washtenaw and Oakland. Wayne and Macomb Counties were the
representative solid Democratic counties.

Each county's analysis has been based
on selected areas, classified as Republican, marginal or Democratic.
A table of data follows each analysis.

/ig
enclosures

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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POLITICAL / RESEARCH DiV!S}bN Republican National Committee, Bob Dole, Chairman



'ANC POLITICAL/RESEARCH DiVIS

1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Jackson County, Michigan

Jackson County, Michigan, home of Republican's first convention,
turned out 76.7% of its registered voters. This county's turnout is
significantly higher than Wayne County's 06.5% and the statewide turn-
out of 70.8%. .

The solid Republican areas averaged a turnout of 81%, while the
marginal and Democratic areas generally showed a lower percentage of
registered voters that actually voted.

The following table shows the 1972 turnout 7% for three differeunt

area types, solid Republican, marginal and solid Democratic. The 1972

and 1968 Republizan Presilential percentage is also shown.

ION

1972 1972 1972 1968 Area*

Registration Turnout %  Republican % Republican % Type
Jackson County 71,551 76.7 62.3 53.8 R
Spring Arbor Twp. 3,019 85.8 76.5 69.5 R
Parma Twp. 969 83.5 63.9 61.9 R
Summit Twp. 12,464 79.7 69.4 63.0 R
Grass Lake Twp. 1,492 79.0 71.5 60.0 R
Concord Twp. 1,066 75.3 73.2 60.4 R
Waterloo Twp. 607 91.3 6l.4 47.5 M
Henrietta Twp. 1,479 82.8 63.1 54.4 M
Tompkins Twp. 849 81.9 65.9 55.1 M
Napoleon Twp. 2,969 74.9 61.6 50.1 M
Blackman Twp. 6,416 73.9 63.4 50.6 M
Jackson City 23,190 75.3 53.2 49.2 M
Norvell Twp. 1,111 72.5 61,0 50.7 M
Leoni Twp. 6,572 75.2 56.2 41,0 D
*R - Solid Republican Source: Offize of County Clerk,

D - Solid Democratic

M - Marginal

Jackson County. Michigan



1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Kalamazoo Couaty, Michigan

Kalamazoo County, normally a strong Republican area, turned out
77.4% of its registered voters. This turnout is hizher than the state's
total turnout of 70.8% and considerably higher than the Democrati:c
Wayne County's 65.5%.

Marginal areas in Kalamazoo County usually lean toward the Republicans,
but their turnout is generally lower. The Republican areas averaged a turn-
out of 817 in comparison with the marginal areas average of 76% -- a sig-
nificant difference of 5%.

The following table shows the turnout for somz s0lid Republican areas
and a few marginal areas,

1972 1972 ' 1972 1968 Area*
Registration Turnout % Republican % Republican % Type

Kalamazoo County 110,869 77.4 58.8 54.0 R
Portage City 17,960 82.3 66,1 56.9 R
Richland Twp. 2,139 81.0 68.3 57.5 R
Ross Twp. 2,500 8§1.0 69.5 61.1 R
Kalamazoo Twp. 12,345 79.7 60.8 54.5 R
Kalamazoo City 47,326 76.1 51.0 52.7 M
Pavillon Twp. 1,932 73.0 61.1 48.1 M
Climax Twp. 1,105 67.1 65.5 52.8 M
Galesburg City 586 81.1 62.7 48.3 M
Wakeshma 544 84,2 64.2 48.1 M

* R - Solid Republican
M - larginal

Source: Office of County Clerk,
Kalamazoo County, Michigan



1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Kent County, Michigan

Kent County, the home of Congressman Gerald R. Ford and historically
a good Republican avea, had a sizeable 1972 turnout of 77.27% of its reg-

istered voters.

This turnout is 6.47 higher than the statewide percentage
and 10.7% higher than that of Wayne County,

The county's solid Republitan cities and townships generally showed
a better turnout than those marginal areas with a tendency to vote for

either Party.

The following table shows the 1972 turnout percent as well as 1972 and
1968 Republican Presidential vote percent in selected towns and cities.
The Republican areas averaged a 85% turnout while the marginal areas aver-

aged 797.

Kent County
Cascade Twp.
Grandville City
Grand Rapids Twp.
Ada Twv.

Rockford Citwv
East Grand Rajids
Gaines Twp.
Grattan Twp,.
Spencer Twp.
Wyominyg City
Nelson Twp.
Lowell Twp.

Grand Rapids City

1972 1972 1972 1968 Area¥
Registration Turnout %7 Republican 7 Republican % Type
227,196 77.2 53.3 53.9 R
3,254% 91.9 73.7 65.0 R
5,701 88.3 72.2 67.3 R
4,248 87.7 69.0 63.7 R
2,450 86.4 70.3 60.3 R
1,663 85.1 64,2 63.6 R
8,469 83.0 70.5 76.1 R
3,937 80.7 73.3 67.2 R
895 83.0 51.0 40,8 M
642 81.5 55.4 49.7 M
29,741 80.7 58.7 47.8 M
883 78.9 55.8 47.4 M
1,270 73.7 64.3 50.1 M
112,773 73.1 53.2 51.0 M

Sourca: Office of County Clerk,

* R-Republican

M-Marginal

Kent County, Michigan



RNC POLITICAL/RESEARCH DIVISION

1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Ottawa Zounty, Michigan

Ottawa County, a strong Republican area with a significant turnout
of 84.6%, is located just west of Kent County and south of Muskegon
County on the shores of Lake Michigan in the far western part of the
state. It is primarily a rural-tesort area with the two cities of
Holland and Grand Haven accounting for 30% of the county's vote.

Ottawa County's turnout is a significant 13.8% higher than the
statewide total percent of 70.8, and 18.1% higher than Wayne County's
turnout of 66.5%. Its percentage of registered voters actually voting
exceeds all other counties that have been analyzed in this report.

The selected Republican areas averaged a turnout of B8.17 with Zeeland
township taking the top honor of 91.9% turnout. The few marginal areas
had an average turnout of 82.0%, while the lone Democratic area ranked last
with a turnout of 78,2%.

The following table shows the 1972 turnout percentage for three
different area types, solid Republican, marginal and solid Democratic.
The 1972 and 1968 Republican Presidential percentages are also shown.

1972 1672 1972 1968 Area¥*
Registration Turnout 7%  Republican 7% Republican %  Type

Ottawa County 69,215 84.6 72.0 67.7 R
Zeeland Twp. 1,565 91.9 88.5 77.4 R
Zeeland City 2,661 30.2 85.0 83.5 R
Hudsonville City 1,972 89.4 83.7 85.3 R
Olive Twp. 919 89.3 83.8 76.2 R
Georgetown Twp. 9,204 88.8 77.1 71.6 R
Jamestown Twp. 1,471 88.0 82.1 77.8 R
Allendale Twp. 2,183 87.2 66.7 77.0 R

(Continued)



1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Ottawa County, Michigan

{Continued)
1972 1972 1972 1968 Area*

Registration Turnout % Republican j, Republican % Type
Grand Haven City 6,749 84.3 66.7 61,5 R
Holland City 12,469 83.9 73.3 1.4 R
Grand Haven Twp. 2,984 83.9 63.1 51.9 M
Port Sheldon Twp. 815 83.9 66.2 50.7 M
Wright Twp. 1,323 78.2 58.5 42.9 M
Robinson Tuwp. 936 78.2 53.8 41,8 D

*# R - Solid Republican
D - Solid Democratic
M - Marginal

Source: Office of County Clerk,
Ottawa County, Michigan



1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Oakland County, Michigan

Qakland County, a primarily suburban area in the northwest part of
the Detroit metropolitan S,M.S.A., turned out 75.2% of its registered
voters. The county is a marginal vote area which could go for either
Party and presently leans toward the Republicans. The newly elected
conservative Republican Congressman, Robert Huber, is from Troy.

The county has sustained rapid development in the past decade.
Oakland now ranges from the Detroit Democratic fringe areas of Hazel
Park, Ferndale and 0Oak Park in the South to the conservative, strong
Republican upper-middle class communities of Birmingham and Bloomfield
Hills near the middle. The City of Pontiac lies in the center, while
Wixom and Walled Lake represent the western boundary and Oxford town-
ship, the northern edge.

The solid Republican areas averaged a strong turnout of 81% with the

City of Bloomfield Hills claiming the top honor of 86.7%. The marginal

areas averaged a turnout of 77.2%. The Demo:zratic areas ranked last with

an average turnout of 73.67%, a seven percent drop from the Republican
average.

The following table shows the 1972 turnout percentage for three
different area types, solid Republican, marginal and solid Democratic.
The 1972 and 1968 Republican Presidential percentage is also shown,
The selected areas represent two-thirds of the county's registered
voters.

1972 1972 1972 1958 Area¥*
Registration Turnout % Republican % Republican 7 Type

Oakland County 502,836 75.2 63.9 45.5

Bloomfield Hills Cty 2,587 86.7 79.1 78.1 R
Bloomfield Twp. 26,133 84.8 79.6 74.4 R
Lathrup Village City 3,130 81.5 80.2 72.5 R
Southfield Two. 10,801 77.8 75.1 72.5 R
Birminugnam City 17,933 74.2 72.9 70.0 R
Troy City 23,314 82.6 69.6 49.8 M
Huntington Woods Cty 5,513 82.4 53.7 41.5 M

{Continued)



1972 votar Turnout Analysis
Oakland County, Michigan

1968

Republican %

(Continued)
1972 1972 1972
Registration Turnout 7  Republican %

Clawson City 8,664 81.9 66.8
Royal Oak City 50,376 75.0 64.9
Oxford Twp. 3,836 75.5 69.3
Wixom City 1,315 74.0 65.1
Berkley City 12,771 73.9 62.4
Walled Lake City 1,650 71.4 62.4
Oak Park City 21,684 81.6 42.3
Southfield City 42,074 8.8 59.3
Keego Ylarbor City 1,456 74.9 60.2
Madison Heights Cty 16,688 74.3 60.1
Royal Oak Twp. 3,310 72.1 16.5
Pontiac City 40,386 71.4 31.1
Hazel Park City 11,824 67.2 52.6
Ferndale City 17,192 66.4 57.4

* R - Solid Republican
D - Solid Democratic

M - Marginal

Source: Office of County Clerk,
Oakland County, Michipan
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47.

49.

36.

39.

41.

17.

36.

29.

20.

35.
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2
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3
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1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Saginaw County, Michigan

Saginaw County, a marginal area in which the Democratiz City of
Saginaw accounts for 39% of the vote, turned out 75.5% of the county's
registered voters.

This turnout is higher than the Democratic Wayne County's 66.5% and
the statewide total percent of 7D.8, yet it is lower than that of the
normally Republican counties of Jackson, Kalamazoo and Kent.

The solid Republican areas had an average turnout of 83.5% with
Lakefield Twp. claiming the top honor of 96.4% of its registered voters
aztually voting. The marginal areas averaged a turnout of 76.1%. The
Democratic areas came in last with an average turnout of 74.6% which is
almost 107 lower than the Republican areas.

The following table shows the 1972 turnout percent for three different
area types, solid Republican, marginal and solid Democratic. The 1972 and

1968 Republican Presidential percentage is also shown.

1972 1972 1972 1968 Area*

Registration Turnout % Republican 7% Republican 7 Type
Saginaw County 103,973 75.5 61.0 49.3 M
Lakefield Twp, 330 96.4 73.3 68.2 R
Maple Grove Twp. 1,077 91.5 64.7 45.6 R
Frankenmuth City 1,761 87.8 84.2 78.0 R
Blumfield Twp. 928 84.6 80.8 71.9 R
Richland Twp. 1,580 83.6 73.4 65.0 R
Fremont Twp. 593 82.0 72.2 62.1 R
Saginaw Twp. 16,314 80.6 74.1 65.8 R
Thomas Twp. 3,889 80.3 72.1 55.1 R
Chapin Twp. 347 79.5 71.4 58.7 R
Frankenmuth Twp. 1,119 79.2 85.6 83.5 R

(Continued)



. i9?2 Voter Turnout Analysis

Saginaw County, Michigan

(Continued)
1972 1972
Registration  Turnont 7

Tittabawassee Twp. 2,091

Kochville Twp. 1,202
Jonesfield Twp. 929
Chesaning Twp. 2,379
Brant Twp. 594
Brady Twp. 916
Jamas Twp. 907
Marion Twp. 251
Birch Run Twp. 2,100
Swan Creek Twp. 928
Spaulding Twp 1,390
Zilwaukee Twp. 54
Bridgeport Twp. 6,328
Zilwaukee City 1,074
Albee Twp. 1,071
Taymouth Twp. 1,406
St. Charles Twp. 1,508
Carrolltou Twp. 4,139
Saginaw City 41,013
Buena Vista Twp, 5,653

* R - Solid Republican
D - Solid Democraticz
M - Mavrginal

79.2
77.6
81.9
81.7
80.7
79.7
76.3
76.1
73.9
73.8
72.9
70.4
70.0

81.7

73.6
72.2

67.7

*

Source:

1972

65.

7

70.6

62.

7

57.0

70.5

55.
66.
69.
65.
68.
65.

76.

58.
40.
62,
59.

55.

4

9

6

6

51.8

46.

Office of County Clerk,
Saginaw County, Michigan

1

Republican 7%

s

1968
Republican 7%
60.4

61.6

43.5
47.6
47.7
46.6
37.2
50.0
37.3
38.6
43.9
43.0
38.6
42.5

36.4

Area*
Type



1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Washtenaw County, Michigan

Washtenaw County, a marginal area which is the home of two

universitia2s and several colleges, showed a turnout of 75.4%.

The two

cities of Ann Arbor and Ypsilanti combined account for 617 of the county's

registered voters.

The county's turnout is higher than the statewide

total of 70.8% and Wayne County's 66.5%, but it ranks behind the turnout

of Jackson, Kalamazoo and Kent "(Republican counties),

The selected Republican areas had an average turnout of 82.2%.
marginal areas averaged 74.07% which included the strong McGovern areas

of the City of Ann Arbor (University of Michigan) and Ypsilanti City

(Eastern Michigan University). The only solid Democratic area, Ypsilanti

Township, turned out 67.9% of its registered voters.

The following table indicates the 1972 turnout plus the 1972 and

The

1968 Republican Presidential percentage for a few solid Republican areas,
marginal areas and the single Democratic township.

Washtenaw County 142,647

Sharon Twp.
Lodi Twp.
Saline Twp.
Lima Twp.

Ann Arbor City
Ypsilanti City

Ypsilanti Twp.

1972 1972 1972 1968 Area® .

Registration Turnout % Republican % Republican 7 Type
75.4 47.0 47.3 M

425 87.1 79.7 69.0 R

1,130 84.6 77.6 65.8 R

529 80.7 73.3 68.0 R

923 76,2 80.9 67.0 R
71,746 78.2 37.8 47.9 M
14,949 69.9 35.4 41.7 M
18,978 67.9 54.9 D

* R = Solid Republican
M - Marginal
D - Solid Democratic

Source:

Office of County Clerk,
Washtenaw County, Michigan

35.4
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1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Macomb County, Michigan

Macomb County, a solid Democratic area which is represented by
Congressman James G. O'Hara, turned out 77.4% of its registered voters.
This county's turnout is significantly higher than Wayne County's 66.5%
and the statewide turnout of 70.8%.

The Detroit fringe cities of Centerline, East Detroit, Roseville,
Warren, St. Clair Shores and Sterling Heights, all of which lie in the
southern part of the county, account for over seventy percent of Macomb
County's registered voters. The first four of these cities are solid
Democratic, and the last two are marginal. These six cities are pri-
marily blue collar, middle income, white (ethnic) suburbs on the Wayne
County border.

The few solid Republican areas averaged a turnout of 80.2%, and
the marginal areas turned out an average of 77.7%. The solid Democratic
areas had an average turnout of 75.87%, which when compared with the
average turnout for the same type of areas in Wayne County is quite
similiar.

The following table shows the 1972 turnout percentage for three
different area types, solid Republican, marginal and solid Democratic.
The 1972 and 1968 Republican Presidential percentage is also shown.

1972 1972 1972 1968 Area*
Registration Turnout 7  Republican % Republican %  Type

Macomb County 304,605 77.4 62.7 39.5 D
Lake Twp. 79 86.1 83.8 79.7 R
Washington Twp. 3,850 78.8 69.3 50.0 R
Richmond City 1,618 75.6 64.3 52.4 R
Richmond Twp. 750 90.1 63.8 50.4 M
Shelby Twp. 12,700 89.0 69.1 38.3 M
St. Clair Shores 41,689 83.5 63.5 32.9 M
Memphis City (part) 359 81.9 59.5 43.7 M

(Continued)



Utica City
Fraser City
Harrison Twp.
Bruce Twp.

Mt. Clemons City
Armada Twp.
Clinton Twp.

Ray Twp.

Macomb Twp.

Centerline City

East Detroit City

1972 Voter Turnout Analysis
Macoab County, Michigan

{Cont inued)

Sterling Heights Cty 33,236

Warren City

Chesterfield Twp.

Roseville City

Lenox Twp.

1972 1972 1972 1968 Area*
Registration  Turnout %  Republican 7. Republican %  Type
2,540 78.3 64.4 46.3 M
5,530 78.1 69.0 34.2 M
8,150 77.1 64.1 34.3 M
2,215 76.8 67.7 54.5 M
8,772 73.4 54.2 41.1 M
1,559 72.2 65.6 50.5 M
24,796 70.9 62.0 35.4 M
1,425 70.2 66.4 42.9 M
3,091 68.2 64.1 39.5 M
5,415 84.4 55.4 22.4 D
24,500 79.1 58.1 25.2 D
77.7 67.2 30.9 D
86,500 75.6 62.7 25.9 D
4,424 73.8 60,0 31.8 D
27,787 69.9 56.9 23.0 D
2,018 69.8 49.9 34.2 D

* R - Solid Republican
D - Solid Democratic
M - Marginal

Source:

Office of County Clerk,

Macomb County, Michigan
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MEMORANDUM TO: GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: ED DeBOLT %

RE: VOTER TURNOUT ANALYSIS

The enclosed voter turnout analysis
for Wayne County, Michigan, indicates that GOP turnout per-
centages were substantially above Democrat and swing areas in
the same county for the 1972 election. Early next week similar
reports will be available for several other selected counties in
the State of Michigan.

/ig

enc.

cc: Senator Bob Dole

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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November 29, 1972

ELECTION '72 )
VOTER TURNOUT ANALYSIS
Wayne County, Michigan

Republican turnout in Michigan is usually quite solid and substantially
high in Republican areas. Michigan elections, however, are not determined
by the Republican turnout, but rather by the Democrat turnout, particularly
in Wayne County.

Wayne County accounts for 33 percent of the registered voters in
the state of Michigan. The City of Detroit, which is heavily Democrat,
~contributes 60 percent of the county's registered voters. Normally,
voter turnout in Detroit must be low for a Republican candidate to carry
the state.

An analysis of the 1972 election results in Wayne County shows that
the Republican upper-middle class areas consistently turned out at least
80 percent of the registered voters. The Democrat areas of white ethnic
blue collar workers also turned out heavily with 70 percent of the registered
voters. But the black Democrat areas in the City of Detroit turned out with
a poor 50 percent of the registered voters.

The turnout for the City of Detroit was 60. 7 percent in comparison
with an overall turnout of 66.5 percent for Wayne County. Yet, the turnout
for the upper-middle class northeastern Grosse Pointe suburbs averaged
83 percent with Grosse Pointe Shores retaining the top honor of 88. 3 percent
turnout.

The attached table shows 1972 registration and 1972 Presidential
election results for selected areas in Wayne County.

[



Wayne County

Grosse Pointe City

Grosse Pointe Farms

Grosse Pointe

Grosse Pointe

Grosse Pointe

Livonia

VanBuren Twp,

Hamtramck

Inkster

Park

‘Wooads

Twp,

City of Detroit

District

District

District

District

District

District

District

District

8

9

12

15

17

22

23

24

R - Solid Republican
D - Solid Democrat
M - Marginal - swing areas

in

RNC POLITICAL/RESEARCH DIVISION

1972 Voter Turnout

Wayne County, Michigan

1972

1972

]

1972 1968 Area*

Registration  Turnou: % Republican 7  Republican % Type

1,492,765
4,601
8,626
9,278

14,307
2,046
55,642
6,927
13,519

15,316

34,858
29,675
32,540
48,556
47,048
37,498
32,745

23,001

66.5
83.2
80.8
80.8
83.2
88.3
76.9
73.6
76.8

71.2

51.2
52.6
53.4
54,7
53.8
55.5

47.8

* U-M
WE
BE

43.9 26.3
76.9 72.5 R U-M
78.9 75.9 R U-M
74,8 64.3 R U-M
79.8 66.9 R U-M
86.5 81.9 R U-M
70.8 44,1 M WE
62.2 38.0 M BE
40,3 10.2 D BE (Polish)
31.8 15.4 D BE
4.9 4.5 D B
18,2 18.2 D B Primarily
8.9 8.0 D B
11.7 17.3 D B Primarily
53.6 47.2 M WE
3.5 2.9 D B
4.2 3.9 D B
17.0 .9.3 D B Primarily

~ Upper Middle

- White Collar - Ethnic
- Blue Collar - Ethnic
- Black

o o i M s e st
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ARQUND THE WHITE HOUSE

Richard Nixon has indicated to aides that giving permanence to the
"new majority' will be the Number One domestic priority of his second admin-
istration. Realignment patterns indicated by the 1972 results suggest that
consolidation of this presidential level GOP coalition is eminently realiz~
able (see Special Survey). But White House efforts will be concentrated on
national coalition-building, and local Republican parties cannot expect too
much, ‘

Meanwhile, the structure and command of any White House political
operation remains up in the air. Special Counsel Charles Colson will play
a leading role if he stays on. Otherwise, tentative plans call for more of
the political work to be done by a beefed-up Republican National Committee
headed by a fulltime chairman and executive director (see p. 3).

Even though the ink is hardly dry on the election returmns, five
would-be GOP presidential candidates are already jockeying at the post: Vice
President Spiro Agnew, Tennessee Senators William E, Brock and Howard Baker,
former Treasury Secretary John Connally and Illinois Senator Charles Percy.
Brock has already tipped his hand by trying to load key lieutenants into the
Republican National Committee,

In conversation after conversation with aides, RMN has stressed
issues and approaches that reaffirm the conservative policy directions laid
down in his recent interview with the Washington Star, However, the basic
source of Administration domestic policymaking is expected to be an upgraded
Domestic Council. Its chief, John Ehrlichman, who presumably will stay in

.position, was only a year ago defining his philosophy (and that of the Pres-
ident too) as liberal. Ehrlichman is a Nixon loyalist who will follow the
President's conservative wishes, but if those instructions ebb, Ehrlichman's
basic bent is more to the left. Reorganizational plans are sure to increase
White House policymaking at the expense of the departments, and as one aide
puts it, "“structure is policy, and Ehrlichman's got the structure,"

While the White House staff upheaval may prune a lot of excess job-
holders, no change is seen in the pre~eminent power of White House Chief of
Staff Bob Haldeman. Persomnel czar Fred Malek, the man in charge of the hunt-
and-purge operation, takes his cues from Haldeman, Insiders would be aston~
ished if anything happened to Haldeman; and if no change is made in his basic
lines of power, then other personnel changes are peripheral.

On the foreign policy front, the President's discussion of State
Department plans indicate that he expects Henry Kissinger to be leaving his
post next year. International Economics chief Peter Flanigan is also expected
to leave next spring.

©1972. Published biweekly by the American Political Research Corporation at $85 a year. Reproduction or quotation without specific permission is prohibited by law.




DEPARTMENTAL REORGANIZATION

Beneath the rhetoric of a bold new federal re-organization plan, in-
siders believe that Nixon planners are calculating a chance to shuffle depart-
mental power and increase the central authority of the White House. While
sweeping language may be drafted for public relations purposes, the underly-
ing goals of the forced resignations and departmental reshuffling seem sub-
stantially negative: 1) to compel the resignations of several departmental
secretaries -- like Transportation Secretary John Volpe and Attorney General
Richard Kleindienst -- who were stalling in hope of being able to stay; 2)
to enable the culling of Schedule C departmental officials out of sympathy or
out of favor with the Administration; 3) to trim an overweight White House
staff; 4) to provide slots for White House staffers to be sent into the dif-
ferent departments; and 5) to shuffle Cabinet officers to new departments so
that their inexperience would make it easier to pull more pollcymakzng power
back to the White House.

Insiders suspect that intentions may be less grandiose than ultimate
thetoric because only a few top Administration loyalists are centrally in-
volved in the planning: Haldeman, Ehrlichman, Malek and John Dean, the White
House Counsel, Nor does there seem to be any great attempt to recruit high-
level outside talent, Proven loyalty and in-groupmanship seem to be at a
premium inasmuch most of the names on the rumor mill are those of persons
already holding or recently holding high Administration jobs,

: RMN is expected to straighten out the State, Defense, Justice and
Treasury situations first, and then deal with the lesser Cabinet slots that
would be affected by any actual or potential departmental reorganization,

State Department: Former Treasury Secretary John B. Connally has had
the refusal of this post for some time., Associates say he is inclined to take
it, but timing is emerging as a problem. Connally's taking over at.State
would discomfort Henry Kissinger in his White House slot, and RMN is not quite
ready to have Kissinger leave, Insiders say, however, that the President ex-
pects Kissinger to depart in the relatively near future when his Vietnam peace
assignment is wrapped up. But Comnally is not likely to wait six months for
State., Politicos doubt that he can afford to put his political evolution in
limbo for that long,

Defense: Retiring Secretary Melvin Laird would like Deputy Defense
Secretary Kenneth Rush to get the job. There is also talk of SEC Chairman
Bill Casey, whose 0SS background earlier brought his name into speculation for
the CIA Director's job, Casey is only a longshot, though, because RMN wants
younger men in the Cabinet. WNothing appears resolved as yet.

Treasury: George Shultz is staying on,

Justice: Attorney General Richard G. Kleindienst would like to stay
on, but even his own aides aren't betting on it. Even so, Kleindienst's hopes
remain alive while his enemies in the White House command try to settle on a
successor. John Ehrlichman is unlikely to leave the ever-more-powerful White
House Domestic Affairs Council. HEW Secretary Elliot Richardson is a possible
Kleindienst replacement, but even though liberal Richardson is a Nixon loyal-
ist, some presidential advisers balk at putting him in the pivotal Justice
Department, Richardson is also mentioned on the rumor mill as a possible
short-term Secretary of State, which only goes to show nothlng is likely to be
settled until almost everythlng is settled.




(11/20/72) SPECTAL SURVEY: REALIGNMENT AND 1976

Far from being a unique George McGovern aberration, the 1972 presiden-
tial election fits right in with previous countests to suggest some realignment
patterns that should go a long way towards indicating 1976 prospects.

On the Republican side, the big breakthrough came in the South, As
APR's September 25 Special Survey illustrated, Dixie presidential voting has
been tilting steadily more Republican since 1948, and this election provided the
final lurch, adding the 1968 Wallace vote to the 1968 Nixon vote and giving the
GOP nominee a full ll-state regional sweep. Four years hence, the GOP appears
likely to carry the South for any reasonably attractive center-right candidate
against a Democrat of even Humphrey-Muskie ideological coloration. Outer South
states like Tennessee, Virginia and the Carcolinas are becoming Republican below
the presidential level, and the Deep South (not presidentially Democratic since
the Fifties) will oppose a national party neominee tied to the black vote. Tex-
as, less solid for the GOP in 1976 than the others, is probably safe if the
Democratic nominee is a Northern liberal a la Edward Kennedy, Adlai Stevenson
or Walter Mondale. As the map shows, Dixie is a Republican realignment area,
and it gives the GOP a starting wedge of 130 (of the 270 electoral votes) for
1976.

The Bordex's tide is a lesser version of Dixie's. As against a
Kennedy-Mondale, Northern liberal Democrat, the GOP can add Kentucky, Missouri
and Oklahoma to their starting stake for another 29 electoral votes,

The last solid GOP presidential area is the Rocky Mount&?ﬁs (also see
September 25 Special Survey)., 1In the 1964, 1968 and 1972 elections, the Rockies
were the best Republican presidential region outside the South, Idaho, Wyoming,
Utah and Arizona are the core states, Take 25 of these electoral votes for the
GOP candidate in 1976,

A few other bedrock areas can be added: Kansas (7), Nebraska (5) and
Indiana (13). As the map shows, the South-Border-Southwest-Rockies bloc is the
core of Republican presidential strength, It should give a center~right GOP
candidate a flying start of 200 electoral votes in 1976,

1972 and Probable 1976 Presidential Alipgnments

+ States giving
McGovern over 387
(his national average).

@ states giving
McGovern over 419
(new coalition
core areas),

¢ States better
than 667 for Nixon

Electoral votes of states
forming base of center=
right GOP candidate in
1976, (The total - based
in South and West -~ comes
to 210 of the 270 needed.)

wdiseme Demarcation of realignment areas:
Democratic presidential realignment
is coming in the Northeast, Upper
Midwest and Pacific Northwest, All
but a few top McGovern states (and
also top 1968 HHH states) fall in these areas,




The Democratic trend areas are almost as obvious., Since the 1950's,
New England has becoms the Democrats' best presidential voteground., Come 1976,
the Democratic candidate -~ especially Edward Kennedy -~ should be favored to
win most of New England's electoral votes (37). Other old Civil War Republican
areas are also flipping as the GOP moves onto its new Southern-Western axis.
Upstate New York and outstate Michigan are softening., But the most striking
example may be the once rock-ribbed Republican Upper Farm Belt: Minnesota, Wis-
consin, Iowa and the Dakotas (36 electoral votes). McGovern ran well here, but
it should also be remembered that Hubert Humphrey, in 1968, ran well ahead of
John F, Kennedy's 1960 levels, In 1973, 9 of the area's 10 U.S. Senators will
be liberal Democrats, A Mondale nom1nat1on would continue the HHH-McGovern Dem-
ocratic regional thrust; an EMK nomination might cut it back a bit.

Along the Pacific, the Democrats have a long-term trend in the Pacific
Northwest: Washington, Oregon and Northern California., Overall, however, the
state of California shapes up as a major battleground,

Three key battleground areas are indicated for 1976: 1) Callfornla,

2) the industrial Midwest, especially Ohio and Illinois; and 3) the heavily
Catholic Middle Atlantic (Conn., N.Y., N,J., Pa, and Md.). In the latter two,
the Democrats are making gains among upper-middle~-income suburbanites and Yan~-
kee rural voters, but the GOP has a strong ethnic tide., White House strategists
looking towards 1976 put heavy emphasis on the ethnic shifts of New York City
plus the expectation that Philadelphia Mayor Frank Rizzo will be elected Gover-
nor of Pennsylvania in 1974 and lead the ethnic vote into the GOP. History sug-
gests that urban Catholic strength has been the Northern wing of a Southern=-
Western coalition,

If the Republicans can count on the South, Border and Rockies, plus a
few other obvious states, they need only limited inroads into the big states -~
say 70-80 electoral votes worth of inroads. In contrast, the Democrats have no
region like Dixie to bank on. Sure Democratic states are limited to a handful
(with 50-~75 electoral votes) once the Middle Atlantic and Midwest industrial
states are thrown into the doubtful group because of ethnic trends.

, Ethnic, Catholic voters are the key. While there is no chance of the
Democrats moving far enough towavds -the center to recapture the South presiden-
tially, the Catholic vote is more readily regainable. In 1960, Richard Nixon
got 22% of it; in 1968, 33%, and in 1972, about 55%., This last figure will not
stick, Edward Kennedy, for example, would easily win 55-657 of the Catholic
vote for the Democrats, Still, the GOP does not need 55%. Actually 35-407 is
more than encugh in presidential elections wheve the South is Republican en bloc.

By dint of the internal politics and cultural demographics of the Demo-
cratic Party (to be covered in another survey), it is hard to sees the presiden-~
tial wing of the Democratic Party moving very far back towards the center. The
| party's quadrennial wing has comz to rest on activists, minorities and the mid-
dle-class reform areas of the nation (Northeast, Upper Farm Belt, Northwest),
not a base from which appeals to the George Wallace vote can effectively be
mounted,

Just as Republicans would be foolish to nominate a2 Southerner in 1976,
Democrats would be foolish to pick a nominee out of the New England-Upper Mid-
west axis of liberal moralizers, EMK is an exception because of his appeal to
traditionalist Catholics. Yet besides Kennedy, the Democratic list is short:
Mondale and Stevenson are moralizer Upper Midwest Protestants, exactly the sort
who would play into the hands of presidential coalitional re-alignment. Nor can
the Democrats look to the 1974 elections for attractive new faces in pivotal
industrial states. On the evidence of the last two decades, plausible presi-
dential candidacies take time to develop and emerge.




Commerce: The word back from the Camp David meetings is that even
Pete Peterson isn't sure of his job. However, there is little speculation on
possible replacements,

Labor: Secretary James Hodgson could be a casualty of the Adminis-
tration's flirtation with organized labor,

Interior: Rogers C, B, Morton got his Cabinet job to get him out of
the Republican National Committee Chairmanship. Two years have passed, and
that logic may have worn thin, )

Health, Education and Welfare: Elliot Richardson, having done yeo~
man service here, is almost certainly headed elsewhere. Although Defense
Secretary Melvin Laird disclaims interest, he is rumored as a possible re-
placement because of having served (until 1968) on the House Appropriations
Committee's HEW Subcommittee, This would give Laird a big edge in knowing
how to slash HEW outlays, a key Nixon goal.

. HUD: With George Romney leaving, White House Counselor Don Rumsfeld
is the early favorite, Insiders expect Rumsfeld to get some lesser Cabinet
post, with HUD being most frequently mentioned.

Transportation: John Volpe had hoped to stay, but now has thrown in
the towel and will leave. Nor is Volpe likely to get his dreamed-of Ambassa-
dorship to Italy. Maritime Administrator Helen Bentley is pushing for Volpe's
slot and using the idea of a woman in the Cabinet. ILabor opposition wxll
probably block her. Rumsfeld could also surface here.

All of these people and posts were hot topics of discussion in Camp
David and the White House last week, but insiders say that the President has
made very few hard decisions, And because of the lateral movements involved,
all the pleces are likely to fall into place together at the last minute ~=
sometime in early-to-mld December., : ;

THE REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

. Pressure is building up within the GOP for a major overhaul of the
‘Republican National Committee. Although Chairman Bob Dole has expressed in-
- terest in remaining on the job, White House officials and many party leaders
want a fulltime chairman in the wake of GOP disappointment in the November 7
elections. Dole's Senate responsibilities are seen as demanding too much of
his time, = ; : : -
Current White House plans call for transferring some of the Admin-
istration's political work to the RNC, and these blueprints also underlay the
call for a shake~up in the RNC hierarchy. Imasmuch as Dole was elected chair-
man for a full term at the 1972 Miami Convention, he can effectively be re~
moved only through RMN's own personal decision and request, Insiders think
that the President will make such a request., Also expected to leave the RNC

is Deputy Chairman Tom Evans, now out of favor with the White House., Tenta-
tive plans call for a fulltime chairman and a fulltime executive director.

The current frontrunner for the RNC Chairmanship is U.S. Ambassador
to the U,N. George Bush. If the President offers the job to Bush, indications
are that he would take it., Another name mentioned is that of William Timmons,
Assistant to the President for Congressional Relations, But Timmons' selection
is unlikely because of his mention in the Watergate episode, and his closeness
(as a former aide) to 1976 presidential candidate Bill Brock. Brock is also
pushing his 1970 campaign manager, Ken Rietz, for the Executive Director slot.
Despite Rietz's work as 1972 director of the Youth for Nixon effort, he is
unlikely to get the RNC job because of his ties to Brock. Representatives of




other 1976 hopefuls (namely Vice President Agnew) are insisting that 1976
politics be kept out of the RNC. White House decisionmakers agree,

Whatever happens to the Chairmanship, battle has already been join-
ed over yet another key position, that of Counsel to the RNC, Incumbent Fred
Scribner of Maine has angered Southerners and Westerners with his seeming
refusal to develop a legal case for the 1976 delegate plan decided upon in
Miami and under attack by Northern state officials, Southerners forced
Scribner to accept Florida's Bill Cramer as co-counsel for the case by threat-
ening to have sixteen states convene a special meeting of the Republican Na-
tional Committee, and they are contemplating a motion of no confidencé in
Scribner at the January RNC meeting. - :

NOVEMBER 7 TURNOUT AND THE MAKE~UP OF CONGRESS

Published Sindlinger and Company poll data confirms our November 13
analysis that the final-hour slippage in Election Day turnout hurt the Repub-
lican Party. Sindlinger data indicates that the 6 million voters deciding
not vote at the last minute in response to the Watergate issue and other
kindred morality-in-government questions were largely Republicans and Inde-
pendents from traditionally Republican sections of the Northeast, Midwest
and the Pacific, Thus, congressional GOP candidates lost vital votes,

Sindlinger's numbers cannot be confirmed elsewhere because his com-
pany had the only polling operation at work non-stop every day until the ,
election. However, here are his findings: For the October 31- November 2 pe-
riod, a projected 76 6 million voters indicated that they were "positive"
that they would vote, and 6,87 million indicated that they were only ''consid-
ering" voting. By November 3-5, only a projected 69.1 million voters were
still "positive" whereas the "considering' group had swollen to 15 million.
The real key lies in the political preference of those who shifted from "pos-
itive" to "considering." Of the more than 8 million so shifting, only some
215,000 were for McGovern while 5,522 million favored Nixon., Sindlinger data
shows that most of these people developing a disinclination to vote were Re~
publicans and Independents. This switching of 7 million voters from 'pos-
itive" to "comsidering" roughly parallels the slippage of turnout from the
84 million expected to the extraordinarily low 77.5 million who actually
voteéd., Democrats, on the other hand, seem to have made it to the polls.

Paradoxically, Democratic turnout was stimulated by the vote-drive
machinery of the Committee to Re-Elect the President. CRP got out the Repub~
licans everywhere, In many states, Republicans never received a single phone
call., Most Nixon Democrats, of course, voted for local Democratic candidates
after going to the polls. It seems fair to say that the combined impact of
the Watergate/Morality-in-government malaise and the Nixon Get-Out-The=-Demo-
cratic~Vote Drive cost local Republican candidates several million votes
while adding several million to Democratic totals, thereby substantlally dls- ,
torting the make-up of Congress,

White House strategists are well aware of congressional Republican
indignation at this autumn's treatment, and special "stroke" sessions and
tactics are planned., Even so, Capltol Hill GOP hostility will hobble Admin-
istration programs, and the President's political machismo with Congress has
been weakened by the overall November results.,
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

MEMORANDUM A November 22, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB Hpq,DEMAN
FROM: FRED MALEK
SUBJECT : D)
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Unfortunately the President's landslide victory was accompanied by

an extremely low voter turnout and a stinging defeat for the Republican
Party. The net loss of two Senators, one Governor, and several state
legislatures has raised sharp criticism from GOP Congressional leaders
and state GOP chairmen. Senator Dominick, among others, has issued
statements to the press placing the blame on the President for defeat
of other Republicans. These critics claim that the President's reluc-
tance to personally campaign for other candidates and CREP's concen-
tration only on the Presidential race was the major factor in the
defeat of other Republican candidates, This problem is compounded

by political pundits like Kevin Phillips who are using the White House
and the Presidential campaign as scapegoats for the Republican defeats.

Although the GOP critics and the political writers have little, if any,
hard data to back up their assertions, it seems likely that criticism
of the White House will continue up to the Christmas holidays. Several
regional and state GOP meetings will be taking place. There may well
be adverse publicity resulting from these sessions, The heaviest
criticism and most hostile feeling, however, should be expected from
GOP Congressional leadership when Congress reconvenes in January.

If this problem is left unchecked, we may face serious political prob-
lems within our own ranks in January. Therefore we should take the
following steps to solve the problem:

1. Conduct a complete election analysis.

2. Provide for a good political liaison with the states.

3. Draw up a complete plan to improve relations with defeated
candidates, incumbents, and state GOP leaders.
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A sophisticated election analysis would provide us with information
to refute critics and to show "our side" of the campaign. The election
analysis should answer the following questions:

1. Did Republicans vote in greater or less proportion than
normal?

2, Did the Democratic turnout for the President hurt other
Republicans on the ticket?

3. Why did other GOP candidates lose (particularly U.S. Senate)?

4, VWhat was the reason for low voter turnout?

5. Did voter contact - canvassing and GOTV - make a difference
in turnout? E

6. What were our most effective campaign techniques?

A committee of Bob Marik, Bob Teeter, and Rick Fore at 1701 has been
formed to coordinate this effort. The proposed method of analysis
would consist of the following.

Post-Election Poll -~ Many of the questions that we have raised can only
be answered by a poll. Bob Teeter has been assigned the responsibility
of conducting a nationwide sample of votes. The questionnaire should

go into the field on November 25 and the analysis should be completed

in mid-December. However, preliminary results should be available sooner.

Analysis of Voting Results by County - Dan Evans of Bob Teeter's 1701
staff is undertaking the job of comparing 1972 county results with
1968 results. This may provide us with some rough trend information
on turnout. i

Analysis of Voting Results by Precinct - Rick Fore of my 1701 staff is
presently retrieving precinct results from the state CREP operationms.

These results will be especially useful in analyzing turnout by voter
segment., This project, however, should run past January 1 because'of

- the d1fficulty of pulling fn the matérial, = tewet ToenlmPerinlbo s gl Sayi

When completing the election analysis we will have hard data that will
allow us to deal authoritatively with critics. In addition, the election
analysis could be used for publicity with favorable press contacts. ’

A substantial amount of the eriticism can be blunted and potential

trouble averted by maintaining good political liaison with the state

GOP. Many of the state GOP leaders are feeling neglected. They believe
that the RNC is relatively powerless since it will probably be reorganized.
The White House is in the middle of reorganization and many of those

staff members who provided political liaison are in the process of leaving.



Since the RNC and White House political operations are undergoing or

will undergo reorganization, we are preserving liaison continually

with the states by utilizing the remaining staff of the Politiecal
Division at 1701. Rick Fore and staff will keep in constant communication
with state CREP and GOP operations in order to convey a sense of interest
from Washington. The staff will also be used to attend regional meetings
and other GOP functions. This allows the leadership to vent its fruszra-
tions with someone from Washington. It also serves as a listening post

to identify potential problems before they surface. Finally, this

liaison is essential for retrieving the results and reports from the

field that will be valuable for future political activity. After
reorganization, the 1701 Political Division staff, along with all material
should be transfered to the White House or the RNC so that the political
liaison continuity is carried over to the next four years,

The use of election analysis and political liaison will go a long way
toward solving our political problems with the GOP. A total offensive
plan, however, is required immediately to diffuse the hostility before
Congress reconvenes. This plan has not been totally developed but
would consist primarily of the following activities.

1. Have several Senators who are strong allies release statements
to set facts straight--"The GOP would have suffered a much
greater defeat if the President had not been on the ticket.

He followed the right strategy. We just have to work harder
in the future." Senator Griffin, along with Senators-elect
Bartlett and McClure might be prime candidates.

2. Have several friendly journalistsruse election analysis to
point out the real reason for Republican defeats.

3. Provide for a comprehensive program of assistance for losing
Senatorial and gubernatorial candidates. This would consist
of the following : (a) Immediate calls to all offering
assistance; (b) Providing jobs for candidates and top staff
where needed; (c) Providing surrogate speakers for post-
election fund raisers to pay off debts, This must take place
immediately to dampen hostility.

4., Analyze 1974 races and draw up a plan to assist. Attached is
a list of 1973 and 1974 governors races, along with 1974 Senate
races. It is already apparent that many incumbents are in
trouble. One plan of assistance might be to offer a political
service operation in the White House  that would combine
political liaison, personnel, grants, and patronage.



5. Present the plan for political service to the GOP state and
Congressional leadership in early January. Politicians are
more interested in what can help them in the future than what
hurt in the past. This political service will provide leverage

and help us regain strong GOP allies that may have been lost
in 1972,

If the aforementioned plan is followed, the post-election analysis used

correctly, and political continuity maintained, we not only should solve
our present political problem of a defeated GOP, but should lay positive
groundwork for the future political -activity of the administration.



- Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
California
Colorado
Connecticut
“Florida
Georgia
Hawaii

Idaho

Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts'
Michigan
Hinnesota
Nebraska
Ne&ada

New Jersey
New York
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia
Wiscons'r

Wyoming

George Wallace
William Egan
Jack wii]iams
Ronald Reagan
John A. Love
Thomas J. Meskill
Reubin Askew
Jimmy Carter
John A. Burns
Cecil D. Andrus
Kenneth M. Curtis

Marvin Mandel

Francis W. Sargent

- William G. Milliken

Wendell Anderson
J.J. Exon

Mike 0’Ca11aghan
William T. Cahill

Nelson Rockefeller

John J. Gilligan

- David Hall

Tom McCall
Milton Shapp
John C. West
Winfield Dunn
Dolph Briscoe
Linwood Holton
Patrice Lucoy

Stanley Hathaway
-
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- 1974

1974

1974

1974
1974
1974
1974
1974
1974
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1974
1974
1974
1974
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1974
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1974
1974
1974
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Alabama
Alaska
Arizona.
Arkansas
California
Coloeorado
Connecticut
Florida
Georgla
Hawaii

Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Towa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maryland
Missouri
levada

New Hampshire
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Chio

Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
South Carolina

-South Dakota

Utah
Vermont
Washington
Wisconsin

Cim

1974 SENATE ELECTIONS

James Allen (D) o : o
Mike Gravel (D) : - A
Barry Goldwater (R) '
J.W. Fulbright (D)

Alan Cranston (D)

Peter Dominick (R)
Abraham Ribicoff (D)
Edward Gurney (R)

Herman Talmadge (D)
Daniel Inouye (D)

Frank Church. (D)

Adlai. Stevenson, III (D)
Birch Bayh (D)

Harold Hughes (D)

Robert Dole (R)-

Marlow Cook (R)

Russell Long (D)

Charleg Mathias (R)
Thomas Eagleton (D)
Alan Bible (D)

Norris Cotton (R) S
Jacob Javits (R) AR
Sam J. Ervin, Jr. (D) L o
Milton Yourgz (R) :
William Saxbe (R)

Henry Bellmon (R)

Bob Packwood: (R)

Richard Schweiker (R)

Emest Hollings (D)

George McGovern. (D)

Wallace Bennett (R)

Robert Stafford (R)

Warren Magnuson (D)

Ggylord Nelson (D)



VOTER TUPNOUT ANALYSIS OF NEW CASTLE COUNTY, DELAWARE

November 22, 1972

1. New Castle County: 80.5% of those reaistered to vote actually voted
(173,150 of 215,092) == based on Presidential

data.
Presidential: ixon 100,420 57.9
Hchovern 70,115 40.5
Schmitz 2,615 1.6
Total j73,150 100.00%
Senate: Bonas 83,250 49,38
Biden 84,738 50.30
Majka 523 .32
Total 168,561 100,00%
Congressional: DuPont 102 ,N96 61.7
Handloff 62,542 37.8
Lopresti 829 .5
Total 165,467  100.00%
Governor: Peterson 85,534 51.1
Tribbitt 30,880 48,3
Lyndali 1,007 .5
Total 167,511 T00.00%
2. 11th Representative District == Stronag Republican area.
a. Registration: Ren, 5,206
Dem, 2,140
Other 2,526
Total 9,872
b, 2nd Election District (Precinct)
Registration: Rep. 720
Dem, 235
Other 328
Total 1,283
534 registered Renublican voted for a Republican turnout of 74.1%
Presidential: Nixon 755 70.3
lcGovern 300 27.9
Schmitz 19 1.8
Total 1,074 190, 00%

83.7 % of those reqistered voted
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Senate: Bogas 633 63.8
Biden 380 35.3
Majka 7 .9
Total 1,070 100.00%
83.4% of those reqgistered voted

Congressional: DuPont 821 76.5
Handloff 242 22,6
Lopresti 10 .9
Total 1,073 100.00%

83.6% of those registered voted

Governor: Peterson 783 69.8
Tribbitt 312 29.5
Lvndall 8 i
Total 1,058 100, 00%

83.7 of those registered voted

3, 13th Renresentative District -- Very strong Republican, upper middle to
upper income,

a. Registration: Rep, 4,987
Dem. 1,803
Other 2,285
Total 9,075

b. 8th Election District (Precinct)

Registration: Rep. 482

Dem, 78

Other 156

716

411 reaistered Renublicans voted for a Republican turnout of 85.2%
Presidential: Nixon 466 82.0

Mchovern 100 17.6

Schmitz 2 A

Total 568 100.00%

79.3% of those registered voted

Senate: Bogas 463 81.7
Biden 104 18.3
Majka 0 0.0
Total 567 100.00%

79.2% of those registered voted
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Conarassional: DuPont 483 83.6
HandTof f 79 14.0
Lonresti 2 A
Total 564 100,00%

78.8% of those renistered voted

Governor: Peterson 450 80.8
Tribbitt 107 19.2
Lyndall 0 0.0
Total 557 100.00%

79.3% of those reqistered voted

4, 17th Representative District -- Strong Democrat, non-Black, blue collar,
New Castle City area.

a. Registration: Ren, 1,122
Dert, 3,296
Ind. 1,419
Total 5,827

b. 5th Election District (Precinct)

Registration: Ren, 150
e, 542
Ind. 259
Total 953

107 reqgistered Republicans voted for a Republican turnout of 71.3%

Presidential: Nixon 285 39,3
McGovern 438 60.2
Senmitz 4 .5
Total 728  TN0.00%
78.4% of those registered voted

Senate: Bonas 233 31.6
Biden 51 63,0
Majka 3 A
Total 73 100, 00%

77.3% of those reqistered voted

Congressional: DuPont 326 46,0
Handloff 381 53.8
Lopresti 1 .2
Total 708 N0.0%

74.3% of those reaistered voted



ffovernor: Peterson 26N 36,2
Tribbitt 453 63.1
Lvndall 5 .7
Total VAR 100, 00%

75.3% of those renistered voted

c. b6th Election District (Precinct)

Registration:  Rep. 286 Turnout figures not available,
Dem, 656
Ind, 293
Total 1,235
Presidential: Hixon ) 517 - 53.9
McGovern 429 43.8
Schmitz 22 2.3
TOta] m S .',%
77.7% of those registered voted
Senate: Boqqs 483 46,4
Biden 553 53.0
HMajka 6 5
Total 1,042 100.90%

84.4% of those reqistered voted

Conqressional: DuPont 453 49,13
Handloff 458 49,67
Lonresti 11 1.20
Total 927 100.00%
74.7% of those reqistered voted

Governor: Peterson 313 33.3
Tribbitt 622 66.3
Lyndall 4 A4
Total 939 100.00%

76.0% of those reqgistered voted

5. 18th Representative District -- Blue collar, mostly white, lower middle

income,

a. PReqgistration: Ren, 972
Dem. 3,437
Ind. 1,179

Total 5,588



b,
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4th Election District (Precinct)

Registration:

101 reaistred Republicans voted for a Republican turnout of 74.3%

Presidential:

Senate:

Congressional:

Governor:

Rep.,
Dem,
Ind,
Total

Nixon
HeGovern
Schmitz
Total

136
602
162
900

155 24,7
463 74.5

5 .8
623 100.00%

69.8% of those reqgistered voted

Boqas
Biden
Majka
Total

59,0% of those reaistered voted

DuPont
Hand1off
Lopresti
Total

165
361

5
53T

163
344
6

EE

31.1
68.0

.9
100.00%

31.8

87.0
1.2

990.00%

57% of those reaistered voted

Peterson
Tribhitt
Lyndall
Total

549

O
100,00%

61.0% of those registered voted

6. 16th Representative District -~ Newnort, swing, urban and rural, almost all
white, some ethnic groups, middie income.

a. . Registration: Ren, 2,006
Dem. 2,928
Ind. 2,412
Total 7,346

b. 7th Election District (Precinct)

Registration: Rep, 285
Dem, 505
Ind. 347
Total 1,137

246 registered Republicans voted for a Republican turnout of 86.3%
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Presidential: Nixon 537 57.6
McGovern 385 41.4
Schmitz 9 1.0
Total 931  T00.00%

81,9% of those reaistered voted

Senate: Boqgs 410 44,0
Biden 517 55.5
Majka 4 )
Total 93T  T00.00%

81.9% of those reqgistered voted

Conaressional: DuPont 512 56.4
Handloff 394 43.4
Lopresti 2 .2
Total 908 100,00%

79,9% of those reqistered voted

fovernor: Peterson 351 38.4
Tribbitt 553 60.6
Lyndall 2 1.0
Total 973 T00.00%

80.3% of those registered voted

7. 19th Renresentative District -~ New Castle, swing, mixed income and race area.

a. Registration: Repn. 1,885
Den, 3,711
Ind, 1.835
Total 7,431
b. 6th Election District (Precinct) -- Union, blue collar, middle income.
Reaistration: Rep. 245
Dem, 556
Ind, 230
Total 1,031
182 registered Republicans voted for a Republican turnout of 74.3%
Presidential: Nixon 453 54,7
McGovern 353 42.8
Schmitz 12 1.5
Total 828 100.00%
81.3% of those reqistered voted
Senate: Bogaqs 328 40,1
Biden 488 59.7
Majka 2 .2
Total 818 100, 00%

79.3% of those registered voted



Conaressional:

Governor:
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DuPont 443 56.1
Handloff 344 43,5
Lonresti 3 A
Total 790 100, 00%
76.6% of those reaistered voted
Peterson 294 36.6
Tribbitt 506 63.0
Lyndall 3 A
Total 803 100.00%

77.9% of those registered voted
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MEMORANDUM TO: GORDON STRACHA
FROM: ED DeBOLTégéiggzluw“*
RE: ELECTION '72: THE CITIES

Enclosed is a copy of the
latest edition of the Political/Research Division's series
on the 1972 elections in the big cities. The 1972 election
returns have been analyzed in key demographic and voter bloc
wards and precincts. If significant political boundary
changes have not occurred, comparisons are made with 1968
election data. Where available, city-wide ward results
have been provided.

/st
enc.

cc: Senator Bob Dole

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Souvtheast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.



IS

POLITICAL/RESEARCH DIVISION

ko i

Republican National Committee, Bob Dole, Chairm_an_


http:Chairm.an

RNC RESEARCH DIVISION
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1972 ELECTION:

St. Louis, Missouri

St. Louis City has experienced a decline in pcpuiatfon in recent years.
Half of the city's population is now black. No doubt, St. Louis' large
black population enabled McGovern, who carried the city with 62% of the
vote, to run only three percentage points behind Hubert Humphrey's 1968
showing of 65%. With Wallace out of the race, President Nixon was able
to significantly improve upon his 1968 vote (26.4%) by receiving approxi-
mately 38% of the St. Louis vote this year. .

Among thke major business enterprises in St. Louis are:

--~- Chrysler, Ford and General Motors assembly line
plants (second to Detroit in automobile assembly)

--- McDonnell-Douglas Corporation, aerospace manu-
facturers who make Phantom jets

- Intercb, Incorporated and Brown Shoe Company head-
quarters (two of the nation's largest shoe companies)

--- Anheuser-Busch (the world's largest brewery)

--~ Monsanto Company (headquarters and plants)

4

Since the 1968 election, St. Louis has redrawn its ward boundaries, in

some instances radically. However, the ward totals used below come from
wards that have substantially the same geographic location and population
make-up in 1972 as they did in 1968. Races used in the following analysis
include the Presidential and qubernatorial (Bond-Dowd, 72; Roos-Hearnes,
68;) races for 1972 and 1968. A1l 1968 returns are complete. 1972 returns
are based upon 98% of the vote r;ported.



ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI
PAGE 2

BLACK VOTERS

Wards 4 and 20 are nearly all black. This year, as in 1968, the President
trailed the Repub Tican gubernatorial candidate in these wards and made no
appreciable gains over his 1968 race. Returns for these two wards appear
below.

Ward 4

Nixon 544 ( 9%) . Nixon + 238 { 4%)

McGovern 5,714 (91%) Humphrey 6,462 (96%)
Wallace 3 (--%)

Bond 675 (11%) Roos 497 ( 8%)

Dowd 5,377 (839%) ' Hearnes 6,016 (92%)

Ward 20

Nixon 548 ( 7%) Nixon 243 ( 5%)

McGovern 7,464 (93%) Humphrey 8,046 (94%)
Wallace 36 (--%)

Bond 21,132 (15%) Roos 904 (11%)

Dowd 6,559 (85%) Hearnes 7,202 (89%)

GERMAN-AMERTICAN VOTERS

St. Louis has a large German community. Wards 13 and 14 contain the
largest concentration of German-Americans in the city. In 1968, Humphrey
carried both these wards with 48% of the vote. 1In 1972, these wards went
overwhelmingly for President Nixon, who led Governor-elect Bond in both of
them. In fact, while the President was winning both wards with 58-59% of the
vote, Bond was losing them with 47-48% (stil11 an impressive showing when com-
pared to the 1968 gubernatorial election when the Republican candidate was de-
feated nearly two-to-one in these wards.) These wards clearly reveal the in-
creased appeal of not only the President, but Republican candidates, among
St. Louis' German community.

" Ward 13 ,
Nixon . 5,505 (59%) Nixon 3,695 (39%)
McGovern 3,749 (41%) Humphrey 4,573 (48%)
, Wallace 1,180 (13%)
Bond 4,412 (47%) Roos 3,220 (34%)

Dowd 4,879 (53%) Hearnes 6,139 (66%)



ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI
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Ward 14

Nixon 5,378 (58%) Nixon 3,521 (40%)

McGovern 3,853 (42%) Humphrey 4,224 (48%)
Wallace 1,024 (12%)

Bond 4,497 (48%) Roos 3,097 (36%)

Dowd 4,834 (52%) Hearnes 5,563 (64%)

ITALIAN VOTERS

Ward 24 is St. Louis' Italian Ward. While the President still failed
to carry the ward in 1972, his showing there is twenty-four percentage
points higher than in 1968. An indication of the President's appeal to
Italian voters and their repulsion of George McGovern can be noted in
the differences between the Presidential and gubernatorial contests.
While Governor-elect Bond was losing the ward by ‘thirty-two points, the
President trailed McGovern by only eight. Ward 24 results appear below.

Ward 24

Nixon 3,466 (44%) Nixon 2,120 (25%)

McGovern . 4,459 (56%) Humphrey 5,419 (64%)
, Wallace 892 (11%)

Bond 2,685 (34%) "Roos 1,895 (23%)

Dowd 5,234 (66%) Hearnes 6,397 (77%)

BLUE COLLAR VOTERS

St. Louis has several blue collar wards, of which 9 and 15 are representative.
The President lost each of these wards in 1968. In 1972, both of them were in
the Nixon column. The Republican ticket fared better in general, though Gov-
ernor-elect Bond did Tose both wards. Ward 9 was Wallace's best ward in St.
Louis in 1968, and blue collar defections to Nixon in 1972 are apparent in

the returns, which appear below.

Ward 9

Nixon 2,718 (52%) Nixon 1,973 (29%)

McGovern 2,489 (48%) Humphrey 3,672 (54%)
, Wallace 1,189 (17%)

Bond 2,189 (42%) Roos 1,844 (28%)

Dowd 3,057 (58%) Hearnes 4,823 (72%)
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Ward 15

Nixon 4,029 (55%) Nixon 2,976 (37%)

McGovern 3,284 (45%) Humphrey 3,825 (48%)
Wallace 1,207 (15%)

Bond 3,628 (49%) Roos 2,663 (34%)

Dowd 3,841 (51%) Hearnes 5,205 (66%)

5

AFFLUENT WHITE VOTERS

Ward 12 is probably the most affluent of St. Louis' 28 wards. Located in

the far southside of the city, Ward 12 supported the President in 1968 with

a 46% plurality. In 1972, the President easily carried the ward with 65%

of the vote, while McGovern lost eight points from Humphrey's 1968 showing.
Governor-elect Bond did much better than the previous Republican gubernatorial
candidate by winning the ward. However, Bond still trailed the President.

Ward 12 » '
Ni xon 6,800 (65%) Nixon 4,750 (46%)
McGovern 3,660 (35%) Humphrey 4,444 (43%)
Wallace 1,130 (11%)
Bond - 5,751 (54%) Roos 4,054 (40%)
Dowd 4,824 (46%) Hearnes 6,137 (60%)
CONCLUSION

St. Louis' large black community made it nearly impossible to hope for a
close contest in this city in 1972, And, McGovern did in fact carry St.
Louis comfortably. Though failing to make significant gains in the black
community itself, the President made significant inroads into the previously
Democratic German and Italian ethnic territory, as well as among blue collar
voters, while improving upon previous margins of victory in the few normally
Republican areas of St. Louis.

L
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MEMORANDUM TO: GORDON STRACHAN
FROM: ED DeBOLT
RE: ELECTION '72: THE CITIES

Enclosed is a copy of the
latest edition of the Political/Research Division's series
on the 1972 elections in the big cities. The 1972 election
returns have been analyzed in key demographic and voter bloc
wards and precincts. If significant political boundary
changes have not occurred, comparisons are made with 1968
election data. Where available, city-wide ward results
have been provided.

/st
enc.

cc: Senator Bob Dole

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Souytheast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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1972 ELECTION:
Los Angeles, California

Los Angeles, California, now the nation's third largest city, experienced
a lower than usual turnout in 1972, with approximately 79% of the regis-
tered voters going to the polls. With 55% of the vote in Los Angeles
County, the President made a significant improvement upon his 1968 showing
when he carried the county with a plurality of 47.6%.

The following analysis compares the 1968 and 1972 races using results from
five State Assembly Districts, whose boundaries have not changed since 1968,
five key precincts used in a Los Angeles Times survey (November 10, 1972),
and several bellweather Spanish-American precincts.

BLACK VOTERS

The President failed to make substantial gains among Los Angeles' black
voters in 1972. Assembly District 55, which includes the Watts area of

Los Angeles, gave the President only four percentage points more in 1972
than in 1968. Results were similar in Precinct 2010, a predominately black
precinct in Los Angeles' Southside area. Their returns follow.

Assembly District 55

B

Nixon - 8,788 (17%) Nixon 6,692 (13%)
McGovern 40,465 (75%) = Humphrey 45,046 (84%)
Wallace 1,459 ( 3%)

(A11 percentages are of total vote.)

Precinct 2010

Nixon 24 ( 7%) Nixon 11 ( 3%)
McGovern 325 (93%) Humphrey 378 (97%)

(Percentages are of major party vote, '68 Wallace figures
not readily available.)

ME XICAN-AMERICAN VOTERS

The President's 1972 gains among Mexican-American voters were only marginal.
Though running behind Humphrey's 1968 performance, McGovern still carried
the Mexican-American vote. NBC estimated McGovern's statewide showing among
this ethnic group at 74%. However, indications are that the President did



Los Angeles, California
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quite well among high income Mexican-Americans, who make up a small percen-
tage of this ethnic group's vote. Assembly District 48 contains a large
number of blue collar Mexican-Americans. The President pulled only four
percentage points more of the vote in 1972 than in 1968 here. And in the
predominately Chicano, East Side Los Angeles Precinct 1891, the totals con-
formed more closely to estimated state-wide figures.

Assembly District 48

Nixon 36,437 (46%) Nixon 33,105 (42%)
McGovern 37,868 (48%) Humphrey 39,846 (51%)
Wallace 4,243 ( 5%)

(A11 percentages are of total vote.)

Precinct 1891

Nixon 84 (25%) Nixon 44 (14%)
McGovern 247 (75%) Humphrey 263 (86%)

(Percentages are of major party vote. Wallace '68 totals
not readily available.)

A look at this year's vote among Mexican-Americans of varying economic
status reveals the President's appeal to this ethnic group's higher in-
come voters:

Precinct 2720 Precinct 923 Precinct 24

Nixon 51 (20%) 138 (36%) 335 (70%)
McGovern 204 (78%) 241 (62%) 135 (28%)
%Mex . ~Am. 86% 85% 74%

Av. Income $5102 $6382 $11,293

(A11 vote percentages are of total vote. Third row has
percentage of precinct's Mexican-American population.)

JEWISH VOTERS

Though McGovern carried the Jewish vote in both Los Angeles and California
as a whole, an NBC survey indicates that he fell 13 points behind Hubert
Humphrey's 1968 Jewish vote. At the same time, state-wide, the President
picked up 14 points among Jewish voters. Assembly District 61 has a large
population and Precinct 1461 in Los Angeles' West Side is predominately
Jewish. Their vote is listed below.

Assembly District 61

Nixon 38,486 (39%) Nixon 28,385 (31%)
McGovern 55,246 (56%) Humphrey 59,581 (65%)
Wallace 2,590 ( 3%)

(A11 percentages are of total vote.)
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Precinct 1461

Nixon 121 (32%) Nixon 50 (13%)
McGovern 253 (68%) Humphrey 350 (87%)

(A11 percentages are of major party vote. Wallace '68
figures are not readily available.)

BLUE COLLAR VOTERS

Some of the most impressive gains made by the President in 1972 were
among blue collar voters who rejected the candidacy of George McGovern.
Assembly District 45 is a blue collar area carried by Humphrey in 1968.
This year, the President carried it with 54% of the vote. And in Pre-
cinct 18, a low-income, blue collar neighborhood, the President scored
a dramatic twenty-three percentage point increase over 1968. The totals
follow.

Assembly District 45

Nixon 41,275 (54%) Nixon 34,493 (46%)
McGovern 31,294 (41%) Humphrey 37,018 (49%)
Wallace 4,043 ( 5%)

(A11 percentages are of total vote.)

Precinct 18

Nixon 141 (49%) Nixon 80 (26%)
McGovern 135 (47%) Humphrey 154 (49%)
Schmitz 14 ( 5%) Wallace 78 (25%)

(A11 percentages are for top three party vote.)

EASTERN-EUROPEAN ETHNIC VOTERS

Assembly District 68 is situated in the San Pedro area of the Los Angeles
harbor. It is a mixed district of Eastern European ethnics with some blacks.
This year, the President, improving twelve percentage points upon his 1968
vote, carried the District, further evidence of increased appeal among ethnic
groups. Vote totals follow.

Assembly District 68

Nixon 42,308 (54%) Nixon 28,715 (42%)
McGovern 31,471 (40%) Humphrey 32,779 (48%)
Wallace 6,243 ( 9%)

(A11 percentages are of total vote.)
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CONCLUSION

Los Angeles County returns indicate an improved showing by the President
over his 1968 race in virtually every socio-economic segment of the popu-
lation. Yhile gains among blacks were mostly negligible, solid improvement
among blue collar whites was evident. The President also fared better
among such ethnic groups as Mexican-Americans, Eastern Europeans, and Jews,
though no sweeping realignment of party preference was exhibited by these
groups, who reverted back to their normaily Democratic habits in other
races.
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The Election '72 Poll
Report is the first in a series of studies that the
RNC Political/Research Division will publish on post-
election political surveys.

Our initial report analyzes
Voter Turnout, Support for President Nixon among key
vote-blocs and the accuracy with which this year's

polls predicted the outcome of the presidential elec-
tion.

Many national political sur-
veys are still in the field. Subsequent reports will
be issued as information becomes available.

/st
attachment

cc: Senator Bob Dole

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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ELECTION '72 i
POLL REPORT

VOTER
TURNOUT !

A record turncut ¢i 77 million people cast their ballots in November, 1972,
a figure considerably Tower than the expected turnout of 84 million voters.
The 56 percent of the voting age population who voted indicated a continu-
ing decline since 1960 in voter participation and was the lowest national
voting average <ince 1948,

Presidential Turnout

1948 - 1972
1677 1968 1964 1960 1956 1952 1948

Numbers n
Thousands 76 116 73,211 70,645 68,838 62,027 61,551 48,794

Percentage h6 61.8 62.9 64 60.1 62.6 51.3

The follewing factoevs way be considered major reasons for low voter turnout:

-
o

A.  Voter apathy
B. MWatergate and related issues
C. tew turnout among youth

Apathy

Voter apathy was indicated in pre-election Gallup and Harris polls. These
organizations c¢ite varicus reasons for apathy including:

A.  Littie_enthusiasm was generated by either the personality
or issues raised b y the major party candidates.

B, Voters felt that President Nixon had the election sewed up.

In fact, the Harris Survey of October 10 reported that only 82 percent of
those considered "iikely" to vote would actually do so on November 7 and
that these “certain" voters would aid the President.
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Watergate, fte. %
]
Although ihe Haryis Survey of October 19 indicates that 62 percent of the
electorate Liuw ciamissed the Watergate issue as "mostly politics", the
final pre-gives

o survey by Albert Sindlinger predicted that this issue
and other muroitty-in-government questions would hinder turnout, especially
among traditiona! Kepublicans and independents who were "considering" vot-
ing for President Nixon. |

i

The Sindlinger survey for October 31-November 2 showed a projected 76.6
million voters indicating that they would "positively" vote while 6.87
million said they were only "considering" it. By November 5, only a
projected 69.1 million voters were "positively" voting while the number
of those only "considering" voting had increased to 15 million. Of the
eight million voters shifting their position, 5.5 million had favored
President Nixon and their number one reason for shifting from "positively"
to "considering" voting was the Watergate and related issues. Mr. Sind-
linger compares this switching of seven million voters to the slippage
in turnout from ithe 84 million expected to the 77 million who actually
voted.

Youth

The anticipates nigh turnout among "first-time voters" never materialized.
Historically unly b0% of the under 30 voter actually vote. In 1972 this
statistic was confirmed when only 12 million of the 25 million first-time
voters turned cul to vote.

NIXON.
McGOVERN

SUPPORT

The Nixon Vote

As indicated by the major political polls, President Nixon managed to obtain
the support of most of the major demographic voter groups including tradi-
tional Democratic groups. He also won a much stronger support from every
segment of the electorate than he had in 1968.

The CBS Election Day Survey of 17,405 voters as they left their polling
places indicates the following support for the President:

-= Catholics,for the first time in U.S. history, voted for
a Republican presidential candidate. President
Nixen received 56 percent of the Catholic vote with
Senator McGovern receiving 33 percent. In 1968, 59
percent of Catholics voted Democratic.
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Blue collar workers favored President Nixon by
53 percent; whereas 56 percent voted for Senator
Humphrey in 1968.

Italians voted 65-35 percent for President Nixon,
an increase of 25 points since 1968.

The farm belt voted for the President by 62-38
percent. -

Sixty-two percent of white-collar voters supported
the President.

Middle-income voters ($7000-$15,000 a year) went
b1 percent for President Nixon.

Republicans gave 90 percent of their votes to the
the President and 59 percent of independent voters

supported him.

Seventy-five percent of those who supported Governor
Wallace in 1968 voted for President Nixon in 1972.

Vote

Those groups

which supported Senator McGovern are as follows:

Blacks who traditionally vote Democratic gave less
of their vote to Senator McGovern than_any other
Democrat. Nationally, blacks chose McGovern over the
President by 82-17 percent. However, blacks in rural
areas and small towns gave the President 31 percent
of their vote, those living in mixed suburbs gave 34
percent of their support to President Nixon; those
living in mixed areas in the city, 18 percent and
those living in ghettos, only 6 percent.

Young voters, aged 18 to 24, voted for Senator McGovern
by only 50 to 48 percent; not the 2-to-1 margin expected
by McGovernites.

Those who are unemployed supported McGovern by a slight
margin also -- 50 to 47 percent.

Approximately 65 percent of the Jewish vote went to
Senator McGovern.

People who live in Targe cities supported McGovern by

61 percent; whereas, all other community groups suppor-
ted President Nixon by more than 50 percent.
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With the total vote count almost complete and the results showing President
Nixon winning by 61 to 38 percent, the accuracy of the major polls has been

confirmed.

The final Gallup finding was 62_to 38 percent;

The Harris finding was 61 to 39 percent;

The Times/Yankelovich survey in the 16 largest
states found a 60 to 40 margin in those states.
The estimated total result in those states was
60 to 38.

“The California Poll, conducted by Mervin Field

Research, Inc., found a Nixon lead of 14 points --
49 to 35. The results confirmed that margin 57 to
43,

The Massachusetts Poll, conducted by Becker Research
Corp., found a 10-point lead for Senator McGovern

49 to 39 percent. The final result maintained the
10-point margin -- 55 to 45.
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MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: BRUCE KEHRILI
SUBJIECT: < Popular Vote

U. S. Calif. South*

% of population over
18 who voted 55 58.43 48.33

% of population over 72.23 70.83 68.8
18 who registered

% of population 71.3 82.5 64. 05
registered who voted

*South = Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia.

Popular vote -- RN: 60.93%; McGovern: 37.67%; Schmidt: 1. 38%.
Changes from table that ran in November 9 WASHINGTON STAR --
1. Ohioc -- 100% of vote:
RN-- 2,426,048; McG -- 1, 546, 959; Schmidt -- 80, 766.

2. Texas -- 99% of vote:
RN-- 2,272,656; McG -- 1,146,470,

New total vote: 75,663, 560.
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