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Strachan. RE: Campaign Reading. 2pgs.

42 6 11/1/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: Clark MacGregor. From: Fred Malek.
RE: Canvassing Results. With results
attached. 18pgs.
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42 6 11/1/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: Clark MaCgregor. From: Fred Malek.
RE: Report on "Get out the vote". With
report attached. 9pgs.

42 6 10/31/1972 (] Campaign Memo To: John Enrlichman. From: John C.
Whitaker. RE: Post-election thoughts. 3pgs.

42 6 10/31/1972 ] Campaign Newsletter Second Evan-Novak Political Forum
schedule. 8pgs.

42 6 11/2/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: H. R. Haldeman. From: Paul R. Jones.
RE: "Black Blitz" 3 Newspaper articles
attached. 4pgs.

42 6 11/2/1972 (] Campaign Other Document Talking paper for political meeting. RE:
Senator Harry Byrd and Campaign
advertising. 1pg.

42 6 11/1/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: H. R. Haldeman. From: Clark
MacGregor. RE: Effortd to notify the field
about the President's address. 1pg.

42 6 11/2/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: H. R. Haldeman. From: Gordon
Strachan. RE: Thurmond re-election
campaign. With orignial memo from Harry
Dent attached. 2pgs.

42 6 11/1/1972 (] Campaign Memo To: Gordon. From: Pat McKee. RE: Copy of
Presidential telephone calls memo. 1pg.

42 6 10/30/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: H. R. Haldeman. Through: Dwight L.
Chapin. From: Stephen Bull. RE:
Presidential Telephone calls. 4pgs.

42 6 10/31/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: H. R. Haldeman. From: Gordon
Strachan. RE: Presidential approval. With
original memo attached. 5pgs.

42 6 10/25/1972 (] Campaign Report Electoral vote forecast as of 10/25/1972. 1pg.
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42 6 10/26/1972 ] Campaign Memo To: Gordon Strachan. From: L. Higby. RE:
Teeter possible update on election analysis.
2pgs.

42 6 10/27/1972 (] Campaign Memo To: Larry Higby. From: Gordon Strachan.

RE: Benham's most recent election
predictions. With report attached. 4pgs.
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October 26, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT
FROM: H.R, HALDEMAN
SUBJECT: Voter Turnout

The following arve figures for voter turnout based on the per«
csntage of registered voters who voted in Presidential elections
going back to 1932,

The statietic that is usually quoted to describe turnout is the
percentage of the voting age adult population (not necessarily
regigtered) who voted, These figures are included in paren~

theses, w

1932 (53%) 1952 (62, 6%)
1936 = (57%) 1956 (60. 1%)
1940 = (59%) 1960 (64, 0%}
1944 % (54%) 1964 (62, 9%
1948  74% (52%) 1958 (61, 8%y

*These figures are now being researched and should be available
later today,
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dencv: With only the size of Pichard Nixon's landslide still
tiouse : are hoping for 60% of the vote,
got 57.4% in 1956, avd RN

nern end Border galns should more- than-compensate. Given
a Nixon showing c¢f less than 56-~57% would be inauspicious.
than 57% of the vote, APR believes he will have failed to

r nmobilize U,S. anti-McGovern sentiments.

Som~ local polls hint at a GOP victory of surprise magnitude., One
is tha late Cotcober New York Daily News survey showing a 64~36% Nixon win in
Mayr Ya*m Statey with RMY also tecoming the first GOP candidate since Calvin
Coolidge to carry MNew York Cityf Turpout is probably the key to any major up~
war

d or dowvnuz2xd variation from the 57-53% level, As of early November, most
s iices are predicting a relatively low turnout, perhaps only 607%

h the potential electorate swollen by newly enfranchised vouth

[ Shil e gy

ing a tuwnout of 73-26 million (36-67&). Prediction is

1igd
Fcur years ago, 73 million persons voted (627 of the eligibles).

] experts are all over the lot) because of a huge final-hour
ihi”rCLdﬁu bl;: wvhich includes many registrants unsure whether they even want
to zo to the polls., Anti-McCovern Democrats form the bulk of the "undecided."
Many are hawks, If they stay home, it wight trim the Nixon vote, but local
GOP candidates would profit,
On the state-by-state basis, McGovern is in bad shape. On April 10,

R predicted a Nivon-McGovern race would see the District of Columbia as the
nly “safe McCovern" area, with Massachusetts leaning to the South Dakotan,
That is the way i has worked cut., If RN gets 537-58% of the vote, McGovern
will carry D.0. and lassachusetts, But if the Nixon vote climbs to 60%, Mas-

s {2C% more Democvath fhan the nation in 1968) will be close, States

are bolstering the GOP. Chlef

tec 5
ameny them s Lhi tn virteally everv major state, from New York and New Jer-

s e

1 c California and South Dakota shouldn't be tight unless
(K
i and Senate races could be the big sleepers, and
§ centests, the rosult will be historic., If RMN wins
! basis of past precedents, ought to take over both
{ should the President go this high, while the GOP
| vill sional &) ticket-splittiug far above 19536 and
§ dministration failure to give local candidates even
3
|
§
!
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zsey to Califormia, the top-of-the-ticket im
tally, there are fewer important Senate and
states than there have been in any president
sinzle favoved and popular Democratic gove tor
bring big state voters back to the Democratic Li aftu_ s
n rary, the few statowide candidates with impetus are ail
oxd Casz (M.J.), U
n {(ifich.) and John

rles Percy {TI11.) and to

a
{Texas). Strong guscrn

St G also give the GOP slate a heavy l-2 impet: In New
York, Pennsvivania, Chioc. Florida a=nd CalifokuAa. there are no gubernatorial
or Senate races. Should RMN win Elj, the top~cf-the-ti uninter~
rupted by any big name De ‘ocratzn curbents, could be & potent acythe,

Lres: Forget any analwvses that {ind a par-
allel in tho Lisenhower landsllc~‘5 failure to give the &0 the House. If

4

the GOP wins as many Northern House seats as in 1956, they will ?ake control,
Talk about the lack of presidential coattails in ﬁopgre 51 mal recss is also
wrong. As the chart shows, the nuvber of Republicans elected to tqr House
since 1948 from outside the South hias varied guite closzly wztn the party
presidential vote,
L
Republican Share of the Northern Presidential
Vote and Northern Congressional Strenzth

1948 1952 1956 1960 1984 1968

GOP Share of Northern Major

Farty Fresidential Vole 437% 37% 58% 30% 37% 50%
Rumber ¢f COP Congrecssmen
from 38 states excluding
South and Kentucky 167 213 192 166 123 163

The correlation is obvious. With 57-58% of (e pre
thne GOP has won 192~213 of the roushly 325 Nww“hern Houze sza
GOP presidential vote in the North dipped to 49-50%, the COP SH

i f House
seats fell to 163-107. 1In the diszstrous year of 1964, when Ba

Goldwater

got 37% of the Northerm presidentiasl vote, the GOP won culy 12) Southern
House seats! f big presidential vore means ceattails, For thoo no doubt

that 1956 was such a year, the chart below shows how the 1956-19%6 presiden~
tial vote sii ; age in koy states was matched by congressional vote slippage

{i.e., lost ccattails),

ot

936~1%L70 Decline in GOP Share of Presideonrial and Congressionsl Vote

Pres, Ceng. Fres, Conz,
R.I. -22.0% «15.07 Vi, 13,57 ~1C.%Z%
Mass. -19.9 ~12,2 MA, ~12,7 -8,1
Conn., -17.4 ~14.,0 Ill. ~3.7 5,1
M,J. ~15.8 -7.2 o 745 el
N.Y. -13.3 ~7.6 Ohio -7.8 -3.2

-




Press allegztions that Eisenhower bad no 1956 coattails are simply
wrong. The GOP did well ia the Yorthern co essional vote, and would have
carried the Fouse if they had elected the Di:
day. The key to 1936's shortfall is that tI
gressional opportunity, We belabor this

how that a failure in 1972 would not be
but would repwesent an unprecedentad phen
House avoidance o 21 candida s
152 Northern Re

-ie House m=mbers in oifice to-

2re was still no Southern
, with stactistics and all, to
~acted by rravious Jy,cndaqts,

3 ol 3ﬁ1ifL¢M£ and White

publican
elected to Cougress wer rohon through
in Dixie. The Confedzrac) : NG € 0P representotives to

e will be the first since
n history. Strategists

Congress, and the INixon
1544, and the first Rznublican 3
expect at least 35-40 Southern GOP congressi:

Thus, should a Nixon landslide of 37% of the vote in the North
fail to elect 180~185 Northern GOP congressmin, it would be an unprecedented
coattail miscarriage., In light of the numbsrs set forth above, district-by-
district analyses do not seem too useful, To be sure, a dozen or so seats
can be singled out as likely to change hande in all but the most unsual cir-
cumstances. However, the real story of 1972 is likely to be written by the
overall tide =-sor lack of it, States like Connecticut, Wew Jersev, Indiana,
Illinois and Missouri, where there is either unusual straight party voting or
unusual COP strength at the top-of~the=ticket could produce some surprises,
Analysts often use a shorthand of five seats a percentage point in exploring
the impact of presidential wvictories on congressional seats. Thus, the dif-
ference between a 52% YNixon victery in the Worth and a 577% win would be great.
Keep this regional distinction in mind, tco. While LBJ's 1964 landslide only
added 33 met Democratic House seats, therc xert twe oppesiie tides; the Demo-
crats picked up 45 in the North and Outer Sputh and lost 7 in the Deep South.
Had a nationwide tide been involved (llke hlxon s) the upheaval could have
been 50 seats in the same direction.

The Senate: Presidential coattails are not so strong in the Senate,
but they do play a role. In 1964, for example, there were 25 Democrats up

and 9 Republicans. Thanks to LBJ's landslide, all of the 25 Democcratic in-
c*.bents won except interim appointee Pierre Salinger in California. Gf the
§ Republicans, 3 lost and 5 others got less than 33% of thes vote, The land-
sii dy cost the GOP such close races as Taft (Chio), Keating (N.Y.), Baker
(Tenn, ), Bush (Texas), Wilkinson (Okla.) and Laxalt (Nev.).

This vear, there are a lot of closc races, and several will proba~
bly be decided by vhether the local Nixon wmajority is 55% or 58%. In fact,
the extraordi nary numbar of close races increases the likelihood that presi-

n av an important role, Many morc Senate sexis have wound
rs had expected in Jume or Julv. Of the 19 GOP seats

l v

in de
ke, b were originally concerne about only threze or four.
the Gn the tight ‘ous list are: Bogzs (Delaware),

Nunn {(Ry. ) and Texas' Tower {wnile GOP polls show Tewver pullinz
awayv, he - and nobod ts t ls}. Fairly tight, but less
apprehensivelyv so, he races © fin . ), McClure &Id&;o), Hatfield
{C:e*ox) and South na's Thurm a cor that has narrowed considerab
thanks to kWallace' nent of rat Zeigler, whose race is being
Tun cut of fouch Car Lo s uificc).  Last minute perves are al
so being felt in t 1 btt (Colo.) and Jack Milier (Iowa), bo
2f yhom are ahaead onlv 109 or sc ess than sarlier) in their own pOLls.
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Of the 14 Dempcratic seats at stake, only a

e
closest races are New Maoxico {where Democrat J Daniels is clearly behind),
North Carolina {where the McGovern current is z dewn Nemocrat Hick

Gaiifianakis), q*a-and tuck Oklahoma, Gacrgia Isiand, In New lamp=

shire, Montana, Alabame and Virginiz originaliy { vored Derwocratic incumbents
have not opened up the leads expecced in summavy., ALl of them are mervcus,
Any of them could tumble. Louisiana continues to citqes" a close fight be=

tween Democrai J. Bennett udwnston and fast-zalning former CGovernor John

.44
(,\e

o

Mc¥eithen, an independent whose January supporti cculd go to the highest bidder.!

1w@st
All in all, there are abhout 13 races clcse enouzn to be afiected by
a strong ~~ ot unexpectedly weak -~ Wiwon tidc., the greataest effects of the
tide are bound. to cccur in ti cos Rcw*z‘*y, South Dakota, Idzho,
Cklshoma, New ﬁ«vico North If the current is strong,
it could be the vital factor ; Auning Senate contrel. On
the other hand, sbould the Mixon tids b $hiet uly wea, the GOP could
wind up standtuk still at 45 seats or i one,
aliznment and the White House: I1If Treszident thon wins 56% of the
vota and t%e GOZ picks up only 1-2 Senators and 16-15 congressmen, that will
be -~ and should be =~ rvegarded by narty leadsrs az a bad ¢ho\wng all around,
a real muffing of a once~in-a-generation opportunity. But remonstration
could become evdn more bitter in the event that the President wins 58-607% of
the national vote and the GOP fails to win Congroess. As the statistics of
1956 and 1954 1ud1¢ate, such a presidential percentage shou 1u do the trick,
and if it does not, party leaders can criticize some unusual factors (in
addition to the growing phenomenon of ticket splitting)..
As of mid- Octc“*r, realignment was rcal and substantial, On Octo-
ber ;ch, polistes Alberi Jindlinge:r found eleven rlllion wore vorers irdene
tifyving themselves as Republicans than had been the case in July, Th?@ data
ict

T

ot

1n61 ated the cliearest realignment since the Now Deal era, However,wichin a
few days, the Vo ergate/\cuotage network issue b-zan to takh hold, alienat=
inz some independents and causing a revulsion apsinst the Nixon Administra-

tion even among some Republicans (who began re?dgxtxfylng Ll““@elves as in-
dependents). Shortly therecafter, Vielnzm ceasefirs negotiatiocns leaped onto
the frontpages, causing some voters to react by thilnking it was a Nixon pre-
election trick. Moreover, with the war issue fnccked out, some Hawk Demo-
crats who had bean turning Republican went back the other may. Both issues
- the Wa tergatz and the last minute ceasefire arrangements ~-- seem to have
hurt the GOP, and both can be held ezainst the ¥hite House. The Watergate

mess is a minus in more vays than just one, Besi: antagonizing voters, it
underscores the 1972 failure of the White Housc to opt for a philosophic
framework rathor than survaillisnce and media manipulation as the GOP tactic
for a "new majcxity.”

But the greatest azgravation to GOP r¢_ulars has becen the fallure

of the White House to support party congressional candidates. The Aﬁ”iﬂ
trati arti

san crusade’ re*i*ewtial race tactic has been carricd too
fe te to

L
cvey of GU2 Lea d indicates big trouble fer the Whit
congvessxo l returns ¢o ﬁuorly.
Note: Issve No. 3A, Volume II of APR ~- the post-election survey =--
will be mailed cut for November 12.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR:  BRUGE KEHRLI
FROM: WILLIAM E. TIMMONS%

SUBJECT: House Races

Attached are my work sheets on some key House campaigns in
states that should be reporting fairly early.

Best indicators of sweep - or net pickups - are in Connecticut
and New Jersey. ) oo oo T o
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NEW JERSEY
Polls Close: 8 pm, EST

State labor leaders and Democratic officials are not enthused by McGovern
campuizn. New Jersey has 307, ethnic vote with Italians the largest bloc.

- Incumbent Clifford Case (R) won 1966 election with 60% and is heavily
favored this year against formcer Democratic Congressman Paul Krebs,

Republicans should have no trouble holding five House seats: John Hunt
(13&), Charles Sandman (2nd), Peter Frelinghuysen (5th), Ed Forsythe

(6th) and 13111 Widnall (7th) ' ’

j? rnocx;ats, however, can firmly count only four seats: Peter Rodino (lOth),
Qminick Daniels (1—1th), Ed Patten (bth) and Robert Roe (Sth)

68 Registercd Voters:
..3,319, 752
‘ 86. 0%




OHIO
Polls Close: 6:30 pm, EST

The President should do well in the Buckeye State but his margin
will not be as large as some other states,

.There are no statewide elections but referenda calling for a

Consitutional Convention and a repeal of taxes since January 1972,
prohibiting future graduated state income takes.

There appears no opportunities to pick up House seats this year.
Republicans will have difficulty holding Rep. Walter Powell (R ~8th)
against James Ruppert (D) although the GOP is leading; retiring
Bill McCulloch's seat in the 4th with Tennyson Guyexr, and Frank
Bow's vacancy in the 16th with Ralph Regula,

1956  IKE 2,262, 610 61.1%
: AS 1, 439, 655 38. 9%
3, 702, 265
1960 RN 2,217,611 53, 3%
1,944, 248 46. 7%
4,161, 859
1964 BG 1,470, 865 37. 1%
LBJ 2,498, 331 62. 9%
3,969,196
1968 RN 1, 791,014 45, 2%

HHH 1, 700, 586 42. 9%
GwW 467,495 11. 8%
3,959,095 :




' R TIENNESSEE
Polls Closc: 4-9 pm EST

The President will recelve a heavy percentage of total votes in the
Volunicer State, kiost of the '68 Wallace vote (34%) will go to the
Presidoent,

Senator Howard Baker (R) is ahead but will do well to hold his 1966
percentayge of 55, 7% :‘wainst conservative Rep. Ray Blanton., Main
issue is busing and both candidates are vocal in opposing forced
busing. FHowever, Ba“gr recominended the federal judge -- and
took credit for his appointment -- who ordered increased and
unreasonable school-busing in Nashville. There is also some
minor GOP' factionaiisnn which could hurt Howard Baker.

‘The beet possibility for Republican pick up is in new 6th District.
Incumbent Bill Anderson (D) of "Tiger Cage' fame is in hard
~challenge from Robin Beard. Area has shown GOP trend in recent
years and Beard could pull upset.

‘However, Democrats cot 11d win GOP seat held by LaMar Baker of
. Chattanooga who won in 1970 by only 31,0. Howard Sompayrac (D)
is young and attractive and has becm campaigning for over a year
Caftacking lackluster Daker, Addition of Dernocratic Oalk Ridye to
~district will help Scippayrac, as s w vill an  AIP candidate who may

*;Zdwyaw a few thousand rotes. Atlso, LaMar Baker refu«gs hometow
‘Séﬁ SBilL B*’od* 's Oflel‘ to hmln because ”he wants to win it on his
own.‘, : .

'-68~Re‘*‘i$tcrcd Volers:
1, 840,077
r68 Turnout‘ 67, 9%,

72 ] '7(9, 06‘67

Projction: 1,255, 716

“a12, 59,.:2 '
JSI 2)3
i—, tga“ *'(3}
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MAINE
Polls Close: 8-9 pm, EST

Over the past decade and half there has been a distinct shift in
Maine to {he Democrats. Lverthdess the President is expected
to carry the State this year.,

Sen. Ma \.:e:rc‘t _Chase Smith (R) is ahcad of her opponent Rep. Bill
Hathaw ay. Smith's age {74), bitter GOP primary and energetlc
. campawn of Hu%haway will . make. thls a. close race.

PR ‘Rep Peter Ky*osf'(D}' éhould‘wi‘n’éésily’ over Bob Porteous in the
: st Dlstrxct)m Hathaway's old district, William (Blll) Cohen,
~Mayor of Bangor, is.running neck. and neck with State Senator
"Elmer Violette (D) a*ad could pull an upset here.

oo o .1 . AS

| ‘*‘GS“ARegistered Voters:
509,888
168 Turnout: 77.1%




KENTUCKY
Polls Close: 6-7 pm, EST

Kentucky, a border state, is one of the least urban areas in the
country. Nevervtheless, voter turn-out has historically been high.
Louie Nunn and Walter Huddleston seck to fill John Sherman Cooper's
seat in the U. S, Senate, Nunn links opponent with McGovern.
Huddleston tags Nunn with unpopular sales tax passed during the
latter's Governorship., Election rated a toss-up with margin to Nunn
if President carries big.

9-—; House race to watch is 6th District (formerly held by Democrats Watts
and Curlin), Traditionally conservative Democrat area, Bluegrass,
tobacco, horses, Frankfort - State Capitol here, Lexington biggest
city., University of Kentucky also. Famous Kentucky name
Breckinridge (former state attorney general) is Democratic candidate,
and GOP is Laban Jackson {(former Democrat). Rated leaning to
Democrats and a R epublican victory would be a major upset.

Media may play up Kentucky's 3rd District (Louisville) as bellwether
since incumbent Romano Mazzoli (D) defeated GOP in 1970 by only

211 votes (closest in nation), However, Mazzoli has solidified his
base and the district has been re-drawn to include strong Democratic
areas. Our candidate, Phil Kaelih, is not strong. Therefore, we list
as definite Democratic, though media may interpret otherwise.

1956  IKE 572,192 54. 3%,

AS 476, 453 45, 2%
1, 048, 645
1960 RN 602, 607 53, 6%
JFK 521, 855 46, 4%
1,124, 462
1964 BG 372,977 35. 7%
LBJ 669, 659 64, 09
1,042, 636
1968 RN 462,411 43, 8% '68 Registered Voters:
"HHH 397, 541 37. 6% 1,471, 343 .
GwW 193,098 18. 3% 68 Actual Turn-out: 71.8%

1,053, 050

be: 618575
brogchen: | 034,445



INDIANA
! Polls Close:

Indiana is '"Nixon Country'f with only qﬁestion of how big.

GOP Speaker of State House Otis Bowen is candidate for Governor against
former Gov. Matthew Walsh (D), The Democrat was a popular Governor
with strong name recognition. Bowen is hoping for Nixon landslide. Current
GOP Gov., Whitcomb is liability.

State Referenda include amendments to permit a Governor to serve eight

out of any 12 years, and another to allow county offlcers to serve unlimited
) terms. ’
These Héuse incumbent seats are 'co.n”sidere“:d safe:

P , Ray Madden (D-}.st) C ] A B ..Tohn Bfademas (D-3I‘d) | . .o 3
. . Bud Hillis (R-5th) -~ Bilt Bray (R-6th) - e
John Myers {R—?th} T ) "Roger Zion (R*gth) - - ) ) L

S B ALee Hamllton (D 9th) j _;j'_ - , L ‘

: Republzcans Davxd Denms (IOth) and EarL Landgre’be (an) are ahead but "
both races are. close.

243 108'




CONNECTICUT
Polls Close at 8 p.m., EST

Connecticul is onc of the mes t urban states. No Republican has carricd
it since 1956, The state is one of the highest in ethnic strength--32% of the
population, with Italians the largest bloc.

There arec no statewide raccs this year. McGovern and Shriver have worked
this state heavily.

Connccticut has six. Cengrcsslonal mbtr}.cts and only one is safe: Stewart
McKinney (R~ -«xth)
_ > Richard Rittenband (R) is running even with incumbent Wm. Cotter (D-lst).
- ‘District predominantly Democratic thh mlx of ethnics.  Industrial,
urban. Hart fovd is main mty. '

but lt's a sang dlstrict - ‘an}'ee anti some French Canadians.
Henry Povinelli {R) challcna'es mcumbent Robert Cualmo {(D- 3rd) in this

o industrial, urban dxstr;.ct which'is haswally Democratic and Italian-

ol Aﬁ,Amemcan. Glaxmo hag edge but heavy “Presidential vote could help Povinelli.

Lass ’won in 19(0 with 51. 1% in
is. d ,' industrial, small towns,

1968 chiétercd Voters:
1,341,519
GwW ST, LED. I (N 1(}68 urnout' 93:; 6%
: i 5@7@03
! ’34’///




GLORGIA
Polls Close: 7 pm, EST

Democrats in this decp south state have avoided George McGovern's
candidacy. Wallace won in 1968 and the President was second. In
1972 the President is expected to win big everywhere in the Pcach
State except in black arcas in Atlanta.

“U.S. Rep. Fletcher Thompson {R) is rated-even with Sam Nunn of -
Perry in bid for David Gambrell's Senate scat. Nunn is seen as
conservative but has major black support as well as most of
Georgia Party establishment. ' V

Rep. Ben Blackburn {R) should win re-election to 4th District Atlanta

suburbs wpHowever, Rodney Cook (R) is behind in effort to win

Thompson“s old House seat. Andrew Young is Democratic candidate,
-. - Black, former aide to Martin Luther King, Jr. District has been
 redrawn and is now 44% Negro and virtually all will go to Young.

e R
R 5 o444, 688 - eee 66.4% o C
B ~, *?6*2‘6030 " e , AR _ A. N V;' -
| 1964 . BG. .00 616,584 . ..
... ..-LBJ . - 522,556 - )
- T D , R | ;"3{39} 140. -
. : T?fSSHRNW 380,111 ‘68 "Regi‘stered Voters:
i T HHH © 334,439 . 1,850,000
i _GW © 535,550 '68 Turnout: 67. 6%

e NE L <. .

M‘—'—M}‘ ’250"100Y RS S

97y 2,043,692
f'aé;e:oh.«;.a 1,287,09/

v




NEW YORK

Public polls show the President running 20 points ahead in the Empire
State. Blue-collar Catholics seem to have swung to Nixon and bitter
Democratic infighting hurt McGovern,

There are no statewide races:

Republicans should hold two Ho se {'open“ seats: 31st (Pirnie) with Don
Mitchell over Robert Castle (D) a! q. 3rd (Terry) with William Walsh
over Clarence Kadys (D) B 5

“_ijntd'thre GOP margin, Leaning

» : ;-l_istvbis%r.iét (NY sub\ix‘:bs; oL
L ) - Democratic Otis Pike vs, Jose h Boy d ConServatwe entrant
RGN ='Robért Gardiner makesui‘ é’a"ﬁg’gw})emocratlc. '

W111 make close race. .
-—~26th Dlstrlct' o

Toss up.

n 7I_€ };éz; vote- njnportant.

Leonard Koldin, Redlsfx:x
‘tied to Nixon margin.
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Now that Haldeman is locked infp the Ehrlichman Mondsy / Thursda
political mestings, we should make sure there is a Talking Paper
prepared for him for ench one of these meetings that raises, or

glves him the apportunity to raise'

those subjects regarding the
‘settled.

Campalgn operation that need to be!

\ L
Will you please take this on a8 an astignment. Make sure that we
have the Talking Paper by Wednesday st noon to review and that ’0/50 |
ag mater

Ex:

Magruder before the week is out.

Thank you,

LH:kb

Fecdees i

%

#ik
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MESSAGE TO VOTERS

Western Union Is Ug sf

About

. Special to The Star-

The light yellow. let £ is ad-
dressed to you personalfy. The
envelope and letterhead are
marked “telegram.” The text
of the letter is written in upper
case letters similar to tele-
gram type and the message
urges you to vote on election
day. It is signed “Richard Nix-
on. 9 (“ s‘

However, the “belegram”
comes from the Committee to
Re-elect the President.— not
Western Union.

The Committee to Re-elect
the President is mailing 7 mil-
lion to 8 million such “mes-
sages” to voters across the
nation as part of its “get out
. and vote effort,” according to

DeVan L. Shumway, director
of public relations for the com-
mittee,

A SPOXESMAN gays’ er:;t
ern Union feels that the efi
is trading on t_" co:;banj"s
goodwill.. BRcEON

Compiaby Iawyer David A.
Trwin sz;id yesterday that the
telegram is “‘an unauthorized
use of:the Western Union yel-
low blank image” and ‘‘may
be misleading to some people”

who might thmk it is a West-
ern Union telegram.
Shumway said it never oc-

‘cured to him that persons re-

ceiving such a letter might
confuse 'it with a real tele-

gram

“People know what a real

.telegram looks like,” he said.
He said he didn’t kmow why -

the letters were labeled ‘‘tele-
gram.” He said “you’ll have
to- draw four own conclus-
‘sions.” -

"IRWIN CALLED IT “a mis-

represenfation . . . Western

, Unién telegrams are not de-

livered by mail. After one has

‘been read over the telephone,

.a confirmation can be sent
sthrough the mail if requested,
but ifrst delivery is never
ma by mail,” he said.

-Shumiway said he had no
ldea how much the “tele-
grams” would cost the com-

- mittee, but the amount will be
“filed _along with other GOP re-

ports with the -General Ac-
* counting Office.

The letters are being mailed
by bulk:rate, thus costing the

. comnittee:
than 8 cents. -
The letter stabes
The letter transmits a “‘per-

5 cents each rather‘

Nixon Telegram

sonal, message” from the
President urging the recipient
to ‘vote; - stating that “your
vote can help achieve the goal
of the biggest voter turnout in
American history on Nov. 7, so
that the result of this elecfion
will reflect the views of a
clear majority of all Ameri-
cans.” It also sent regards
from Mrs. Nixon.

Shumway said the method

‘has been used i in, “‘other politi-

cal campaxgns

Irwin said, “there have been
other organizations that have
similarly = used the yellow
blank telégram image for

- their purposes- without West-

ern Union’s permission.”” He
named a local -department
store and a mail order com-
pahy as examples,

“The company takes a firm
stand’ against this and in this
instance they are taking ac-
tion,” he said. "

.Action generallwgqmﬁsts of
a letter writtept to’ “party
using the blank images, asking
them to stop ‘sending.the let-
ters. If- the practice is not
stopped, they -are informed,
the letter could be followed by
a lawsuit.
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WASHINGTON

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

Novembexr 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN S
SUBJECT : Gallup Pre-Election Survey

The Gallup Organization conducted a 3,500 person survey
November 2-4, completing interviews Saturday at 12 noon.
John Davies called me at 11:30 p.m. Saturday night to

say that the results of the registered with leaners was
64 for the President and 36 for McGovern. Over Saturday
night additional computer runs would be made to determine
likely voters.

On Sunday morning at 9:15 Colson called to ask for the
Gallup results. He said Harris would show a 24% spread.
I reached John Davies through his wife at Gallup. He
could only talk briefly and said Dr. Gallup had been
working with the likely voter figures and would publish
62 for the President and 38 for McGovern. I told Davies
the Harris lead would be 27 points.

I reached John Davies at his home late Sunday night.
He reviewed the system Dr. Gallup used in determining
the final figure released to the press.

1) The original registered with leaners figure
that corresponds with the Gallup post—-Republican Convention
poll (Aug 24-27) was 62-34-4., Davies allocated the
undecided 2 to the President and 2 to McGovern to get
64-36.

2) Dr. Gallup on Sunday morning applied a "secret
formula", used since 1948, The formula is based on eight
introductory questions. Davies would not give me the
exact wording but the subjects are: respondent's interest
in the election; whether respondent is registered; where
respondent is registerd; where respondent will vote; how
respondent voted in 1968 and 1964; whether respondent will
vote on paper ballot or by machine; likelihood of respondent
to vote in 1972.



3) From the "secret formula" applied to the eight
questions, Dr. Gallup determined that 2,700 of the 3,500
sample were likely voters.

4) Dr. Gallup's turnout scale is developed from these
eight questions. He then projected an 80,000,000+ turnout.
Davies two weeks ago reported that this Gallup turnout
projection is historically accurate.

5) Davies gave his personal projections: 62,.1%
for the President, giving him every state except Massachusetts
and D.C.

An interesting story on Dr. Gallup from the National Observer
is attached.




ARTICLE ON THE GALLUP ORGANIZATION

ﬂ%‘* By Wesley Pruden, Jr

g man, is
u’'ll vote
you can’t

say that ahQut mm. BN
%x‘*vote at all. He never does.
?t somoqxié asks me how I intend to
vote o

is the man whose name has
become. 'ygious with voter polls, ‘“my
answer ’be interpreted as my trying to
infiuenge ‘'the election if I said ‘Democrat’
or ‘Républicaty’ If I say, ‘No, I can't tell
you,' then how could I ask anyone else
'sych 'a question? So I never vote, but,z;[
ngvgr say hing about it.” %:

L9 ' 1935-1971 remarkab
op of some remarkable Ame
lnions If one recollectfon do
5 o .the browsing scholag
will. ) 3
tms is the common. tnread running
h the answers t0.20, W&mestions Gal-
1 hls men havé asied 9over. :me years.
Fugmweqpeségfmshenad& 7,800
reports. “The nafes found miost often through
- the volumes, testimony to their staying pow-
er, are PFranklin D. Roosevelt, Winston
Churchill, and Richard M. Nixon.
Nixon first showed up in 1953; 82 per
. '_Viedenﬁﬂed 4im as the Vice
07487 Per ‘cent-gald they had a
_ favorable imprasslon of -fim. Five years
later he made Gallup’s list of the ““10 most
W in the world,” an eclectic roll
S mcluding ‘Biny Graham, Orval
aﬁuﬁx Harry 8 Tru-
ks 41130

e'.

NATIONAL OBSERVER
11/11/72

‘ ,gne coxmnon thread. Gal-
fls offér a. :a&cﬁmting look at
tica has beely;-In 1939 Gallup
fcans whethe ey would be
fly across the ‘Atlntic “in one
Bmmercial airplanes:” Only 41
yes. He asked Americans
Would be interested in bBuying
vision set,”” and 87 per cent

ar II polls evoke startling
Kt how it was in the midst of a
-In 1944, 13 per cent of all
psted that all Japanese clti-
led at war’s end. Most of
the appropriate method:
0 a slow and awful death.”

: “Put them in a tank

Nazi leaders, said 85 per cent in a 1942
v and only 2 per cent wanted to torture
:3ékmans. '8ix per -cent would have shown
-ome leniency—-a : Id have gone
aﬁy on Higler mm , surprisingly,
7 per cent of Gallup s Americans thought
e United States would get along better
with Germany than Japan once the war
was WOE, probably because, as a 1945 poll
snowsad, 82 per cent of tr zod oome
sidered the Japanese—the 'ﬁaps,"\m t.tmse
days—inherently crueler than the Germns
Tastes, as Gallup found them, were it~
ferent in.those war years. The 10 states
Americans sald they would most like to live
in were, in order, California, Florida, New
York, Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Arizona,
Kentucky, Mississippi, and Michigan. Ameri-
can men preferred brunettes over blondes,
43 per cent to 23, and 83 per cent bf'all Amer-
ieans slept in double beds--in which 14 per
cent still had frequent difficulty getting
to sleep. Only 5 per cent of the Americans
polled could correctly identify Hirohito as
the Japanese emperor (most ,thought "his
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name was hari-kari or Fujiyama), ang -

87 per cent of all American women said
American soldiers shouldn’t be allowed to
date German girls once-the war was over.
Only 57 per cent of the men thought so.

“Silent Night”’ was nearly everyone's
favorite carol at Christmas 1947, followed
closely by ‘“White Christmas.”” The.Jews
were fighting for Palestine, 76 per cent
of the Americans wished them well, and
21 per cent would have been willing %o
send U.S, troops to help.

The postwar years were the optimistic
years—43 per cent of all Americans
thought Soviet Russia would co-operate
with America in world affairs. Less than
two years after the end of the war, 45
per cent felt ‘friendly” toward the Ger-
mans. Gallup asked Americans how much
money a family of four needed to “get
along,” and the answers averaged $33 a
week in the South to $45 a week in the
East. Three of every four American fam-
ilies spent less than $25 a week on food.

The Gallup Poll/Public Opinion 1935-
1571 was the idea of Fred Israel and
Williamn P. Hansen, two editors at Ran-
dom House who are paid to think up
such projects. The best-selling reprint of
the 1897 Sears catalog was their idea;
80 was an anthology tracing Dick Tracy’s
villains through the years. The three-vol-
ume Gallup set costs $95, and Random
House expects fo sell most of them to -
braries, historians, and corporations.

“As social history, this is fasecinating
stuff,”” says Israel, who is also a profes-
sor -of American history at the City Col-
lege of New York. “Some of the answers
seemed incredible.”’ Adds Hansen: ‘“When
we were going through the 0ld polls it was
like playing Can You Top This.”

The Pelitician as Follower

If there’s a common theme, Israel
says, it’'s a theme of political ignhorance.
“‘One poll shows that only 49 per cent knew
the pames of both their senators. A simi-
lar poll, with the questions being asked
in Britain, showed that 75 per cent knew
the answer to the similar question. °

~ But Gallup’s polls also show an un-
..stakable pattern of the politician as fol-
'wer of public opinion, rather than lead-

Israel believes. “The polls on the
anish civil war showed a preponderant
<= interest, as well as an ignorance of the
. ues. This certainly -makes [President
. arklin D,] Roosevelt’s reluctance to
-} nvolved understandable.’ -

He traces a similar pattern in Nixon’s
- .d maneuvering to bring Communist
1.4 into the United Nations. “Ameri-
-1 opinion was solidly against it in the
08 but began dissolving in 1989, The
-5 poll Gallup took before Nixon an-
cwunced that he was going to Peking
. wwed 52 per cent of Americans thought
) Communists should get the seat in
the UNY

P
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Sex Is a No-No

Most of the political questions the Gal-
lup pollsters ask are the obvious ones,
taken from Page One. The others come
from the curiosity of Gallup, his sons, and
three or four others in the high command
of the American Institute of Public Opin-
ion in Princeton, N.J.

The questions are invariably asked in
a noncontroversial way. Fred Israel de-
scribes them as ““middle-class questions.”
The Gallups avoid some subjects entirely.
Says Israel: ‘‘Sex is usually too risque.
They once discarded as too risque the
question, ‘Would it matter to you whether
the girl you marry is a virgin?’ Someone
suggested they ask whether Lyndon John-
son should be tried as a war criminal. The
question was discarded as ioo controver-
stal.”’ .

One of the great crises at the Gallup
organization erupted several years ago
when a questionnaire went out asking
prospective legal clients whether they
would “go to a woman layer.” Gallup
himself hurried down to the Princeton post
office to sort through the mailbags tb get
the offending questionnaires back.

First Success: FDR Over Landon

Gallup, who is 71, is a thoughtful
Towan who walks and talks with the air
of a gentleman farmer, a term at which
he winces. He ticks off the crops he grows
on his working farm nearby: soybeans,
wheat, corn, and beef. “We no longer
have a dairy herd.” )

Gallup went to Princeton in 1934, the
year before he started the poll. He was
accused of moving there just to get the
dateline for his column—so that readers
might incorrectly assume that his Ameri-
can Institute of Fublic Opinion was af-
filiated with Princeton University.

He purchased the farm in 1934, wher
he was working for Young & Rubicam.
the New York advertising agency. “Whe=n
I started the poll, I started it in Prince-
fon because I didn’t want to commute. 3
wanted to stay on the farm.’

Gallup’s first success was the 140
election, when he correctly predictcd
Roosevelt’s victory over Alf Landon :»
the face of the popular Literary Diges*
poll, which said FDR would lose. The'
Roosevelt landslide ruined Literary Di-
gest, which relied on polling sheer num-
bers, taking names from the telephone
directory. ,

‘They 'polled 12,000,000 people,” Gal-
lup recalls, with some awe of the effort
expended. “That was enough to reach-
every third American home in 1936, We
polled 30,000-and we tried to disguise
that figure.”

Gallup’s method, an innovation at the
fime, was to build a tiny replica of the
national electorate—a truly random sam-
pling—and treat the sample’s answers as
the electorate’s. This technique has been
refined in the years since, but the principle
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is the one Gallup and his competitors use
today.

The random-sampling technique was
severely criticized. “*We don’t get as much
criticism today as we once did,” Gallup
says. ““In the early years, when our meth-
ods were not so well understocd there
was constant criticism,”

Most critics today cite the tn’ne lag he-
tween the interviews and publication of
the results, arguing that the results are
sometimes misleading. Gallup concedes
this as valid criticism. “What you must
understand,”” he says, “is that a poll is
really 2 snapshot an accurajﬂ picture
of sentiment at the time %% poll was
taken.”

No Repeat of 1948

Opinion lag is what burned hxm in
1948, he says, when Truman startled
everyone but Truman by upsetting Thomas
. Dewey. Gallup says he quit pollihg too
soon,

“The chief failure in the election fore-
casts this year was due to decisions made
by the poll directors rather than failure
of the sampling system. itgelf,” Gallup
wrote in a humiliating post mortem two
weeks after the 1948 election. “One of the
reasons why the polls went wrong . . .
was their failure to continue questioning
voters right up to election eve.”

Gallup’s polisters, like those of b f. -
leagues, will not make that mistake this
year. Voters in the 365 ‘‘interviewing
areas’” will be questioned through election
eve; Gallup will telegraph the final re-
sults and analysis to his 153 newspaper-
subscribers only a few hours before the

_first actual votes arc cast, :

Gallup and his sons still . occaswnally

take questionnaires into the field them-

selves., He recalls an interview he did.

not long ago in Lisbon, Maine.

" An Interviewer's Adventures

“I knocked on the door and identified
myself. I told the lady that I was from
the Gallup Poll.

“ryes,' she said, ‘T've heard of it’

“‘How do you intend to vote, I asked
She looked at me, with a little shock show-
ing on her face. She seemed to back up a
couple of steps.

“‘Do 1 have to tell you that‘J”'

“‘If you don’t tell me, how will I
know?’ "

““‘Oh,” she replied, ‘I thought you did
it with statistics.””

Most of Gallup’s 900 interviewers have
similar stories. Like pots-and-pans sales-
men, pollsters learn quickly not to be
surprised how someone answers their
knock. One interviewer noted that one
%oman .insisted on answering his ques-

" tions while naked. (“‘Not bad looking,” he

noted in the margin.) Ancther woman in-
sisted on being interviewed as she sat
propped up in bed; midway through the
interview, a man emerged from under
the covers. gaenir;, ~r YWreath .
Some of the best answers go um‘ecord—
ed. Once, when Gallup was pollitig dhout
attitudes toward ‘‘the double sexual stan-
dard” for men and women, a woman re-
plied: “I'm all for it. In matiers of sex,
standards should be twice as high.®

A man supplied a definition of the
European Common Market: “It’s where
the average person in Europe goes 10
shop.” «

Most Interviewers Are Women

Gallup’s interviewers, like the people
they interview, are chosen from nearly
every occupation. Most are women. Many

are over 63; the oldest is 87. About half-

are college graduates. Half are Demo-
crats, half Republicans.

The interviewer gets a blue-and-white
Gallup button, a No. 2 pencil, a cliphboard

with 10 questionnaires for the day’s work '

and a map of the interviewing area. Ou
reaching the area, the pollster makes ar
“X’ in the northeast corner of the meﬁ;v
This is the first house, and the rouér
goes clockwise from the starting poind.

If the first house is a corner house, the

pollster skips it. A corner house invar-
iably is the homie of the most affluent man
on the block, whose opinion is thought to
introduce a bias.

The typical poll requires 45 minutes.
The voter is asked about his occupation,

" schooling, and political and religious af-

filiations so that Gallup, by checking this
information - against Census Bureau
data, can build an accurate replica,
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Though based on the hard laws of-
probability, modern polling still offends
some voters. “Nobody ever asks me,”
goes the most common complaint. Given-
the laws of probability and the size of
the national sample—1,500 voters in 365
interviewing areas—the chance of any’
one of -208,000,000 Americans being inter-
viewed is im‘nmtesxmal

Nevertheless, polisters are an. old. and
favorite target of politicians, particularly
those trailing in the polls. Truman, the
patron saint.of the also-running, sneered“
at them in 1948, Barry Goldwater laughed
at then: in 1964. And George McGovern
railed at them only last week, asserting
that the polisters would get the hangover
of thezr lives with this week’s result.

Gallup has heard it all, but never more
colorfully than from Earl Long, the late
governor of Louisiana. Gallup did a spe-
cial poll of Louisiana’s 1940 Democratic
gubernatorial primary, concluding that
Long would -lose. &

‘Uncle Earl’s Soliloquy

““Three months ago,” wrote Long in
a full-.page advertisement in Louisiana
newpapers ‘‘a half-dozen postgraduate
‘soclal science’ workers ffom Princeton
University, augmented by seven or eight
East Side New Yorkers who had newer
in their lives seen a ’'possum, tasted a
sweet potato, or chewed a plug of tobacco,
arrived in New Orleans to conduct a so-
called ‘survey of public opinion.’

“After taking a few sight-seeing trips,
getting some fancy grub at the famous
restaurants of New Orleans, looking at
some swamps, and sending picture post-
cards back home, they then wrote some
mystic figures in their little black books -
and hurried back to their boss, a low-
ceiling guy with bifocal glasses who sits
enthroned way up there in Princeton, New
Jersey, like the Wizard of Oz and peers
owlishly at figures all day long until he
looks like a left-handed figure-4.

“Out of this hocus-pocus of numpw
and dope sheets and form charts, la} oG
behold, 1f up didn’t jump the Gallup .
Poll. .

Ganup, as it turned out, was right.
Long lost. Gallup framed Lang s attack,
and it hangs today in a place of honor

‘“way up there in Princeton, New Jersey.”
Says4Gallup, with an envious sigh; ST
could write like that, I'd never have'gone
into the polling business.”



ADHINISTRATIVELY COHFIDENTIAL

November 6, 1972

MEMORAMNDUM FOR: B. R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAR
SURJECT: Galiup Pre~flection Survey

The CGallup Organization conducted a 3,500 person survey
Hovember 2-~4, completing interviews Baturday at 12 noon.
John Davies called me at 11130 p.m, Saturday night to
say thet the results of the registered with leaners was
64 for the President and 36 for McGovern, Over Saturday
night additional computer runs would be made to determine

On Sunday morning at 9:15 Colson called to ask for the
Gallup results. He said Harris would show a 24% spread.
I reached John Davies through his wife at Gallup, He
could only talk briefly and said Dr. Gallup had been
working with the likely voter figures and would publish
62 for the President and 38 for McGovern. I told Davies
the Harris lead would be 27 points,

1 reached John Davies at his home late Sunday night,
He raeviewed the system Dr, Gallup used in determining
the final figure released to the press,

l) The original registered with leaners §igure
that corresponds with the Gallup post-Republican Convention
poll {Aug 24-27) was 62«-84~4, Davies allocated the
uadgcided 2 to the President and 2 to McGovern to get
64-36,

2} Dr, Gallup on Sunday morning applied a “secret
formula®, used since 1948, The formula is based on eight
introductory questions. Davies would not give me the
exact wording but the subjects are: respondent's interest
in the electiony whather respondent is registered; where
respondent is registexrd; where respondent will votey how
reaspondent voted in 1968 and 19643 whether respondent will
vote on paper ballot or by machine; likelihood of respondent
to vote in 1972,




|

3) Fron the “"secret formula" applied to the eight
gquestions, Dr, Gallup determined that 2,700 of the 3,500
sample were likely voters,

4) Dr. Gallup's turnout scale is developed from these
eight questions, He then projected an 80,000,000+ turnout,
Davies two weeks ago reported that this Gallup turnout
projection is historically accurats,

§) Davies gave his personal projections: 62.1%
::g the President, giving him every state except Massachusetts
a.c‘

An interesting story on Dr, Gallup from the National Ohserver
is attached,

Gs/ib
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November 6, 1972 . .
MEMORANDUM FOR: CLARK MACGREGOR
-3 £
FROM: FRED :»LALE'::,.};‘“Z%
A
SUBJECT: Status of GOTV

This memorandun reviews where we stand on preparation for getting out
the vote on election day and summarizes the field organizations' estimoates
of Tuesday's voting results.

As you know, there are five basic tools being used to get out the vote:

(1) Pre-election reminder calls to all identified supporters and all
registered Republicans; (2) a telegram reminding all identified supporters
and. all Republicans in the ten key states to votre: {3) poll checking in

the states whore 1t is allowed; (4) Llection Day phoning to those supporters
and Republicanc to reomind thenm to vote; (5) victory squads to go door to door
late in day to remind those supporters who have not voted that we need their
vote. The leadership in the states were asked to blend the pieces of this
national propram into a workshle plan for their particular states.

We concentrated most of our management efforts from here on the key, battle-
ground and senzate secat states to ensure sound programs were devised and the
organizations to put them into effect were in place. Some 75 of our 1701
staff and 25 from the RNC are in these states te assist in organizing the
GOTV cftforts. Reports from our staff over the weekend indicate that the
organizations arve in place and ready. Generally, cur fieldmen indicate

that the preparation is good to excellent, High lights from these reports
are sect out helow.

Californiar Preparations is excellent - probably the best in the
country. The California leadership claims to have 167,844 volunteers
recruited for election day. These volunteers will be used on over
2,000 plones and for the massive vieteory squad effort to go door to
door on electicn day. GOTV Workshop sessioms have been held over

the entire state for the last ten days. The strength of this effort
should result in a margin of 10 points.



Texas: Texas was late in getting organized and in commencing their
capvassing effort and in terminating.their canvassing. Therefore,

Get Out The Vote organization is late and not well organized. The
GOTV program will consist of reminder calls on election eve and
election day, concentrating on 450,000 favorables in the 27 largest
counties. This, combined with the President's overwhelming popularity,
should assure us of a30 point margin. .

New York: The organization is in place. Governor Rockefeller reports
all is ready and found no apathy in his blitz across the state over the
weekend. Even Bixby calls a victory by 16 points.

3
Illdinois: The fine canvassing organization has shifted gears and is
ready for GOTV activity. Tt is the opinion of the Illinois leader-
ship that 96 of the state's 102 counties are in excellent condition
for GOTV, with the remaining 6 small downstate counties being adequate
The Nizon orgenization will be manning over 3,000 phones on election
day while the Ogilvie cawpaign will be fielding several thousand
precinct workers. All are confident of the ballot security arrange-
ments in Cook County and Fast St. Louls. I look for a 16 point
margin here which should pull Ogilvie in.

Pennsylvania: Although the Committee for the Re~election had a relative-
ly poor canvassing effort, it is now ready for an outstanding voter
turnout program. One of wy fieldmen is divecting the machinery and
reports that 4,180 telephones have been secured, along with over 16,000
volunteers recruited for election day work. In addition, Mavor Rizzo

has put out the word for his ward helpers to win or else loose their
patronage rights. This should result in a2 18 point margin.

oy

Ohio: Ohio's Republican party has traditionally been one of the most
strongly organized in the C@Uutrv; and will live up te its reputation
in thig election, The Preavuent ¢ visit stimulated get out the vote
activity in Northern Ouio. Meyor Perk is actively working to deliver
the Cleveland avea. Election day phone contacts will genevally only
be made to Republicuns since many local GOP leadevs are concentrating
on local races. In addition, a controversial referendum concerning
repeal of the income tax will increase voter turnout generally. We
should win Ohioc by & 20 point margin.

hile the cenvass reached less than 207 of the house-
ive voter turnout preparations have been made in the 121
to turn out the Rerublicans and other icentificed favor-
hones and voluntecrs to use thom). However, this

too late, and will not be enocugh to win the state.

.

Jersevs The county CRP and GOP organizations are ready - 1,100
phonLU; é 200 VOlUDLleS, and 468 target voters as well as all
epublicans are ready to go in the 9 key counties containing 707

of the population. I look for a strong turnout and a 20 point margin.




Michigan: Chairman Jack Gibbs considers this the strongest GOTV
effort he has seen; and points up that controversial abortion and
properly tax referendums will help turn ocut the vote. However,
since much of the organizational effort depends on home phones, we
cannot evaluate how well the job will be done; and must rate the
preparation as only fair. T expect the state to be close, with a
Nixon victory of about of about 2 to 3 points. .
Connecticut: Connecticut traditionally has high voter turnout for
Presidential elections. Our Re-election campaign seems well prepared
for making sure our supporters are, included in this turnout and that
the President carries the state, There seems to be adequate evidence
that the voting districts are covered by the local organization -~ with
at least two phones for each district in homes, or headquarters and
with ample nuwbers of callers as well as a mininum of five volunteers
for our election dav activity. We will have extensive poll checking
to identify the approwimately 100,000 target households which our
campaign will contact with reminder calls on election day. I am
looking for a 20 point spread. )

Wisconsin: The Wisconsin leadership has used a "Key Cities’ program
and claims to have contacted some 650,000 homes. They estimate that
80% of the favorables ddentified will get an election day call. Be-~
cause we cannot accurately evaluate the strength of our GOTV, plus
the strength of the Melovern organization left over Irom the primary,
we consider this to be a very close race.

Other states such as Maryland, Washington, Oregon, Missouri and West Virginia
have extensive efforts on the drawing board and should be able to turn out
the President's supporters.

In summary, our field reports are optimistic about our abjlity to move our
voters on election day and that the organizations are not apathetic as we
fearcd might be the case, I am satislicd that the GOTV job to insure the
President's victory and build the plurality will be done.

FIELD PROJECTICNS OF THE VOTE '

I asked our regional divectors and stete chairmen to project the vote in
each ¢f their states. Vhile these projeetions are not as scientific as the

polling data, T thought you would be interested in how they see the election.
(000 Onitted)
Total Number of Registered Voters 98,183

Estimated Turnout 82,302
% Turnout , ‘ 847
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Nixon Vote 48,660

% Nixon . 59%

Plurality ‘ 15,465

% Victory . 18%

States Won T 49

Flectoral Votes . - 521 Nixon/1l7 McGovern

The state by state breakout is at Tab A, We, like most of the polls, are

calling a 49 state victory with only Massachuse4ts and the District of Columbia
in the loss column. ’

I believe our margins can actually be larger than this in many of the states;
but the final wmargins will be determined by whether the hardshell Democrats
who support the President can actually pull the Republican lever. If there
is much 1a%t minute switching, we could possibly see Wisconsin, West Virginia
and Michigan slide into the loss column. I do not think it will happen, but
it is possible,

In suwanary, the GOTV effcrts are sound, and we will turn out the President's
supporters. Forty-nine states should support the President - the major
question is the size of the plurality. Here the voter turn out effort will
help, but the key determinate will Le the number of Democrats who go home.



TAB A




Expecteé

Estimated Estimated
o Turnout Nixon Vote Margin
Elec~ Estimated % of
toral  Regis- % of Turn-

State Votes traticn Reg, Voters out Votes A Votes

Alabama S 1,774,505 69 1,225,000 70 860,000 40 490,000
Alashka® 3 140,505 76 107,000 60 65,000 20 20,000
Arizone 5 820,000 78 6%0,000 64 410,C00 28 - 180,000
Arkansas 6 1,110,398 66 730,000 58 425,000 16 115,000
California 45 10, 400,000 84 8,750,000 55 4,800,000 10 875,000
Colorado 7 1,211,224 84 1,020,000 60 610,000 20 200, 0060
Connecticut g 1,307,603 89 1,340,000 60 800,000 20 270,000
Delaware® 293,078 84 245,000 61 150,000 22 55,000
D.C.# 305,072 68 210,000 22 45,000 (56) (120,000)
Flovida®™ 17 3,487,458 74 2,575,000 57 1,725,000 34 875,000
Georgia 12 2,150,000 63 1,350,000 .67 200,000 34 460,000
Hawaii 4 340, 000 86 299,000 57 165,000 14 40, 000
Idaho* 4 404,148 39 360,000 65 230,000 30 110,000
Illinods 26 6,215,331 80 5,000,000 58 2,900,000 16 8§00, 000
Indiana 13 3,350,000 69 2,300,000 63 1,450,000 26 600,000
Towa 8 NA NA 1,250,000 64 300,000 28 356,000
Kansas 1,650,730 55 500,000 65 585,000 30 270,000
Kentucky 1,650,000 67 1,100,000 64 700,000 28 310,000
Louisiana 10 1,783,000 71 1,275,000 68 870,000 36 460,000
Maine 4 576,915 74 425,000 60 255,000 20 85,000

37
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Expeéted Estimated Estimated
Turnout Nixon Vote Margin
. Elec~ ETstimated % of
toral  Regis- % of Turn-—
State Votes tration Reg, Voters out Votes % Votes
Maryland® 10 1,815,784 T4 1,350,000 60 810,000 20 270,000
Massachusettg#® 14 3,160,518 82 2,600,00 47 1,225,000 ,(6) (150,000)
Michigan 21 4,600,000 78 3,500,000 51 1,835,000 2 70,000
Minnesota 10 NA NA 1,700,000 .54 920,000 8 140,000
Mississippi 7 NA NA 725,000 70 510,000 40 290,000
Missouri iz NA NA. 2,000,000 61 1,225,000 22 Q&0,0GG
Hontana 4 382,000 83 315,000 62 195,000 24 75,000
HNebraska 5 772,241 76 585,000 64 375,000 28 165,000
Nevada 3 231,037 81 185,000 57 105,000 14 25,000
New Hampshire 4 423,822 75 320,000 63 200,000 26 85,000
Mew 3ersey* 17 3,667,329 79 2,930,000 60 1,750,000 - 20 580,000
New Mexico 4 452,800 74 335,000 59 200, 000 18 60,000
Mew York® 41 9,270,353 79 7,325,000 58 4,250,000 16 -1,175,000
. North Carolina 13 2,357,645 79 1,865,000 66 1,225,000 32 600,000
North Dakota 3 NA NA 250,000 62 160,000 24 60,000
Ohio 25 5,500,000 78 4,300,000 60 2,575,000 20 860,000
Oklaﬁoma 8 1,247,157 79 985,000 65 ©640,000 30 300,000
Oregon¥® ' 6 1,198,996 84 1,010,000 55 555,000 10 100,000
Pennsylvania 27 6,100,000 84 5,125,000 59 3,025,000 18 925,000
Fhode Island 4 531,847 79 420,000 56 235,000 12 50,000



Exﬁected Estimated Estimated
Turncut Nixon Vote Margin
Elec~  Estimated % cf
toral Regis- % of “Turn-
State Votes tration Reg. Voters out Votes A Votes
South Carolina 8 1,033,688 74 765,000 68 520,000 36 275,000
South Daokota® 4 351,316 81 285,000 56 160,000 12 35,000
Tennessee® 10 1,990,026 68 1,350,000 65 875,000 30 400,000
Texas 26 5,500,000 76 4,000,000 55 2,600,000 30 1,200,000
Utah 543,364 89 485,000 65 315,000 30 145,000
Vermont 238,612 73 175,000 62 110,000 24 40,030
Virginia® 12 2,107,367 74 1,560,000 66 1,025,000 32 500,000
Washington® 1,975,382 78 1,550,000 54 840,000 3 125,000
West Virginia 1,038,387 76 790, 000 57 450,000 14 110,000
Wisconsin 11 2,840,000 64 1,825,000 51 925,000 2 35,000
Vyoﬁing 3 138,936 .89 125,000 64 802000 28 33,000
TOTALS 538 98,638,782 NA 81,907,000 59 48,660,000, 18 * 15,465,000

#*  Final registration figures
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November 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN S
SUBJECT : Malek's Canvassing Report

This wrap-up report indicates Malek's grass roots organization
has contacted enough voters, either by telephone or in person,
to assure the President's re-election. As the previous reports
have indicated, California, Connecticut, Illinois and Texas

have done the best organization job. In New York, New Jersey,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Maryland, the number of "favorables"
canvassed was not as high as hoped. However, Malek is confident
other compensating factors will assure these states for the
President.

Magruder and Malek decided to release to the press the existence
of the Canvass Control Room over the weekend. This room moni-
tored the progress of the canvass during the campaign. The
resulting AP story was neutral but with a few negative comments
regarding the similarity to a brokerage house stock transaction
recording system.
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November 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: CLARK MACGREGOR
FROM: FRED MALEK '
SUBJECT: Final Canvassing Results

This memorandum reports the final results of the door to door and telephone
voter identification canvass. While a small amount of canvassing has not yet

been reported, these additional contacts will not materially change this
final tally.

The results are as follows:

(000 Omitted)

Total Househclds in the U. S. . 63,316
Total Households in Priority Counties 48,149
Total Households Contacted Door to Door 16,075
% Priority Households Canvassed Door to Door 33%
Total Households Contacted by Phone 6,543
Total Households Contacted Door to Door

andby Phone ’ 22,618
% Total Households Contacted 36%

% Households in Priority Counties Contacted  47%

Compared to last week, the number of households contacted door to door
increased by 4,512,000 or 39%. The number of households contacted by
telephone increased by 1,572,000 or 31.5%. The total number of households
contacted door to door or by telephone increased by 6,084,000 or 36.8%, which
. is a comparable increase to that achieved in the three previous weecks.

Through these efforts, contact has been made with some 45 million voters, and
roughly 25 million favorable to the President have been identified. Combining
this with registered Republicans and adjusting for probable overlap, we have
identified approximately 35 million favorables to be turned out on election
day. Assuming an 80 million total turn out, the identified favorables repre-
sent 87% of the voters required for a victory. Thus, we have more than
adequate insurance against any voter apathy problem.
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KEY STATE RESULTS

Key state results are particularly good as shown below: (000 Omitted)

Number of Households in Priority Counties 25,924
Households Canvassed Door to Door 8,284
% Priority County Households Canvassed A

Door to Door 327
Households Canvassed by Phone 6,543
% Priority County Households Canvassed

by Phone 25.9%
Total Households Canvassed 14,827
Z Priority County Households Canvassed 57%

The results in all key states are acceptable (See Tab A). All states have }
canvassed at least 387% of the households in priority precincts and some have :
performed considerably better - California 837, Connecticut 867, Illinois

76%, Texas 75%. In other states, New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania

and Maryland, the favorables identified in the canvass are supplemented by

large numbers of registered Republicans for voter turn out purposes. Only,

Michigan with 38.5% of the households canvassed in priority counties cannot
supplement its canvass with registration lists.

In short, the key states conducted excellent voter identification canvasses;
the only issue now is whether we have done as good a job in organizing our
get out the vote effort. 1 feel that we have and that we will turn out the
major portion of our favorables tomorrow.

THE BATTLEGROUND STATES

The final canvassing results in other battleground states are also good,
1,929,000 or 30.0% of the 6,448,000 households in the priority counties were
contacted. (See Tab B for state by state canvass totals.) The canvassing
effort was below par in only two of the states - Massachusetts and West
Virginia. As previously mentioned, both states were originally throwaways

and consequently, were organized late and somewhat underfunded. Unfortunately,.
Massachusetts now appears to be the only loss state; and a stronger canvassing
effort could have helped to close the gap. The President's lead in West
Virginia should hold up in spite of the lack of a strong canvass. But, Arch
Moore may suffer because we lack a large pool of favorable voters to turn out
for the President. In the remaining states, the canvassing effort has identified
a sufficient number of supporters to insure victory in each state 1if we have

a good voter turn out effort.

The final results for the remaining states are summarized by Regional Director
at Tab C.



In summary, I consider the voter identification canvass as successiul.
Assuming two voters per household contacted, we reached 45 million voters

in some way with this level of activity. I have no doubt that the two
central purposes of the canvass were fulfilled...(l) we identified enough

of the President's supporters to fuel an effective voter turn out effort;
and (2) because of the canvass, the states had to put a working organization
in place, which in turn, insures a strong election day effort. While all
states did not perform as well as they might have, the key and battleground
states where canvassing could have meant the difference, performed well
beyond our expectations of early July.

Attachments
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BATTLEGROUND STATES
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Total %
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

Hovember 6, 1972

MEMORAHDUM POR: He R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON BTRACHAN
BUBJECT Malek's Canvassing Report

This wrap-up report indicates Malek's grass roots organiszation
has ocontacted enough voters, either by talephone or in person,
to assure the President’s re-election., As the previoua raports
have indicated, California, Connacticut, Illinois and Texas
have done the best organisation job, In Hew York, Hew Jersey,
thio, Pennsylvania, and Marvland, the number of "favorables®
canvassed was not as high as hoped, However, Malek is confident
mhe;:: d‘c?pcmuting factbrs will assure these states for the

Pres te

Magruder and Malek decided to release to the prass the existence
of the Canvasse Control Room ofer the weekend, 7This room moni~
tored the progress of the canvass during the campaign, The
rasulting AP ntory was neutral but with a few negative comments
regarding the similarity to a brokerage house stock transaction
recoxding system,

GS/ib .
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Novemﬁer 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: CLARK MACGREGOR
FROM: FRED MALEK ~
SUBJECT ¢ Final Canvassing Results

This memorandum rveports the final results of the door to deor and telephone
voter identification canvass, While a small amount of canvassing has not yet
been reported, these additional contacts will not materially change this
final tally.

The results are as follows:

(000 Omitted)

Total Households in the U. S. . 63,316
Total Households in Priovity Counties 48,149
. . Total Households Contacted Door to Deoor 16,075
% Priority loeuseholds Canvassed Door to Door 33%
Total Households Contacted by Phone 6,543
Total Houscholds Contacted Door to Door
andby Phone ' 22,618
% Total Hougeholds Contacted 36%

% Houscholds in Priority Counties Contacted  47%

Compared to last week, the nurber of households contacted door to doox
increased by 4,512,000 or 39%Z. The number of houscholds contacted by
telephone increased by 1,572,000 or 31.5%Z. The total number of households
contacted door to door or by telephone increased by 6,084,000 or 36.87, which
.is a comparable increase to that achieved in the three previous weocks,

Through thege efforts, contact has been made with some 45 million voters, and
roughly 25 willion favorable to tlie President have been identified. Combiniug
this with registered Republicans aud adjusting for probable overlap, we have
identificd approximately 35 million faverables to be turnced out on election
day. Assuwaing an 80 millien totoal turn out, the identified favorables repre-
sent 877 of the voters requived for a victory., Thus, we have more than
adequate insurance against any voter apathy problenm.



KEY STATE RESULTS

Key state results are particularly good as shown below: (000 Omitted)

Number of Houscholds in Priority Counties 25,924
Households Canvasscd Door to Door 8,284
% Priority County Households Canvassed ‘

Door to Door : 32%
Households Canvassed by Phonc 6,543
% Priority County Households Canvassed

by Phone , 25.9%
Total Households Canvasced 14,827
%Z Priority County Households Canvassed 57%

The results in all key states are acceptable (See Tab A). All states have
canvassed at least 38%7 of the households in priority precincts and some have
performed considerably better —~ California 83%, Connecticut 86%, Illinois
76%, Texas 75%. In other states, New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania
and Maryland, the favorahies identified in the canvass are supplemented by
large numbers of registered Republicans for voter turn out purposes. Only,
Michigan with 38.5% of the households canvassed in priority counties cannot
svpplement its canvass with registration lists.

In short, the key states conducted excellent voter identificaticn canvasses;
the only issue now is whether we have done as good a job in organizing our
get out the vote effort. I feel that we have and that we will turn out the
major portion of our favorables tomorrow.

THE BATTLEGROUND STATES

The final canvassing results in other battleground states are also good,
1,929,000 or 30.0% of the 6,448,000 households in the priority counties were
contacted. (Seec Tab B for state by state canvass totals.) The canvassing
effort was below par in only two of the states ~ Massachusetts and West
Virginia. As previously mentioned, both states were originally throwaways

and consequently, were organized late and somewhat underfunded. Unfortunately,,
Massachusetts now appears to be the only loss state; and a stronger canvassing
effort could have helped to close the gap. The President's lead in West
Virginia should hold up in spite of the lack of 2 strong canvass. But, Arch
Moore may suffer because we lack a large pool of favorable voters to turn out
for the President. In the remaining states, the canvassing effort has identified
a sufficient number of supporters to insure victory in each state if we have

a good voter turn out effort.

The final results for the remaining states are summarized by Regional Director
at Tab C.



In summary, 1 consider the voter identification canvass as successlul.
Assuming two voters per household contacted, we reached 45 million voters

in some way with this level of activity., I have no doubt that the two
central purposes of the canvass were fulfilled...(l) we identified enough

of the President's supporters to fuel an effective voter turn out effort;
and (2) because of the canvass, the states had to put a working organization
in place, which in turn, insures a strong elcotion day effort. While all
states did not perform as well as they might have, the key and battleground
states where canvassing could have meant the difference, performed well
beyond our expectations of early July.

Attachments
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Commitiee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANIDUM November 1, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. CLARK MAC GREGOR

THROUGH: MR. JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: L. ROBERT MORGA@%%f/

4
SUBJECT: Canvass/Telephone Sheets

We have had inquiries from the Committee staffs in California,
Michigan, Pennsylvania and Texas for the canvass and telephone
lists in the keypunch centers. When we are through putting

the volunteers on these sheets on the computer, we will have no
need for them.

The states already have copies of all of this information since
they have retained copies for their use.

RECOMMENDAT [ CI{ :

That the canvass/telephone lists be given to the states if they
‘reguest it. I requests are not received by November 10th, our
copies will be destroyed.

aeonove V) DISAPPROVE COMMENTS

cc: Dr. Robert H. Marik
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 28, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDENMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN S
SUBJECT : - Jock Whitney

Dan Hofgren called to say that Jock Whitney is

not exactly pleased to have been invited to the
Douglas Home Dinner tomorrow night. Whitney is
bored and wonders why he was invited. Walter Thayer
told Hofgren that "you would have done Whitney a
favor by not inviting him,"

Hofgren says the entire crowd - Whitney, Thayer,
Paley, etc.- are all bored and disenchanted.

Before Whitney was invited Alex called me to
find out whether he had contributed. Tom Evans
reported that Whitney was in for 10 with 100
promised but not yet delivered.

Hofgren is concerned that Whitney, Thayer, Paley, etc.
just might agree with the New York Times endorsement
of McGovern. Hofgren will have lunch with Walter
Thayer in New York to work against this possibility.




THE WHITE HOUSE /
WASHINGTON i w \

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

~

November 2, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H., R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN ES
SUBJECT : California Endorsements

Harry Dent and Cap Weinberger are appealing the decision
not to send Presidential endorsements to California
Assemblymen. Instead of the twenty originally submitted,
they suggest the eight described in the attached memo-
randum. ‘

A check with Nofziger indicates that these eight would

be helpful even at this late date. He pointedly reminded
me that he and Governor Reagan had strongly urged letters
to the original twenty.

Nofziger noted with a certain vindictive pleasure that he
had succeeded in obtaining one endorsement for Charles
Conrad, an Assembly candidate in a particularly close

race. Nofziger would not disclose how he did it but said

he would have drafted and signed a letter from the President
himself if he had to.

The suggested draft for the eight is attached.

Recommendation:

That you approve the attached draft Presidential letter
of endorsement to the eight California Assembly candidates.

Approve Disapprove Comments
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
October 31, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. Haldeman

FROM: Harry S. Dent %)

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL ENDORSEMENTS

California State GOP Chairman, Putnam Livermore, has urged that we

send telegrams of endorsement to the following Assemblymen who are in
very close and critical races:

CLARE BERYHILIL KEITH MILLER

P, O. Box 3349 16525 E. Whittier Blvd.
Modesto, California 95353 Whittier, California 90603
GARY ANTOLININI WILILIAM DANNEMEYER
1049 4th Street 3254 W, Katella Street
Santa Rosa, California 95404 Anahein, California 92804
TED LONG ROBERT HUNTER

861 San Bruno Avenue 3636 University Avenue

San Bruno, California 94066 Riverside, California 92502
DON MacGILLIVRAY RON DelPRINCEPE

821 State Street 7244 Clairemont Mesa Blvd.
Santa Barbara, California 93102 San Diego, California 92111

JOHN CONLAN
528 South A Street
Oxnard, California 93030

Republicans are only two seats from controlling the Senate and six in the
Assembly., Control of the California Legislature would be a tribute to the
President in this election.



Endorsement of local candidates
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Best wishes to in his/her race for

deserve the finest possible

representation in (6%%40{7) , and you have a candidate
- 7

whose record of accomplishment and devotion to duty emsestmedadis
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONPIDENTIAL

Rovember 2, 1972

MEMORAHDUM FOR: H, R, HALDEMAN
PROM GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECTs Campalgn Reading

Four interesting items have been submitted recently that
you aay want to read, The first two are reports by Pred
Halek on the Canvass efforts and Get Out the Vote Kick Off,
The Canvassa report indicates that 1/3 of the priority
counties in the key states have been contacted in person
or by telephone, In California more than 1/2 of the
housaholds in the priority counties have been contactad,
The poorest key state performances have bean in NHew

Yggk, ?uv Jersey and Pennsylvania, (PFull report at

Tab A,

Halek's Get Out the Vote memorandum describas the activities
on October 28, He claims 15,000 volunteers received train-
ing, that the local media coverage was good, and that
technically there were few problems, (Full report at Tab B,)

Harry Dent prepared a report on the Evans & Hovak Political
Forum that MacGregor attended with Scammon, O'Brien, and
Caddell, The most interssting notes are:

1) Evans projects 524 electoral votes for the
President, MNoGovern only has Magsachusetts and D,C, The
McGovern campaign never got off the ground because of his
vacillation, Eagleton, and O'SBrien. Also, McGovern bacame
too specific on the issues too soony

2) ‘the Republicans have a slim chance to capture
the Senate, but will only pick up 20 House seets;

3) Haearegnx predicts a low vote because of the
MoGovern-Shriver “mud-slinging®;
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4) Pat Caddell, in a remarkably frank discussion,
says the paople lost confidence in McGovern's handling
of Eagleton. He believes the Preaident's landslide
will not indicate Democrats have abandoned thelr party
for the Republicans

5) Scammon claims neither candidate iz well-
liked, and that the President's problem is to get people
to trust himy and

6) O'Brien too loyal to McCovern to say anything
of real interest,

The report is attached at Tab C,

John Whitaker has submitted a memorandum on post-election
activities, Sevaral of the guggestions are being imple~
mented, However, his ideasz about directing the Cabinet
to go out into the country to listen, to send special

Ombudsmen such as Carlucci in Pennsylvania into the country,

and to capture the "substantive march on the Congress”,
are quite interesting, wWhitaker®s memorandum is attached
at Tab D,

GS/jb
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Novemb:er 1, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: ' CLARK MacGREGOR
. A
FROM: FRED MALEK 0
lﬁ//"f
SURTECT: Canvassing Results

OVERALL PROGRESS

This memerandum reports progress on.the door-to-door canvass through
Octolser 23rd and the telephone canvass through October 2let, The progress
is as follows: :

{C00 omitted)

Total Households in the U, S, 63,314
Total Houéeholds in Priority Counties 48, 149
Total Houscholds Contacted Door-to-Door 11,563
% Priority County Households Canvassed 24%
Total Houscholds Contected by Phone 4,971
Total Households Contacted by Phone

and Door-to-Door 16,534
% Priority County Households Canvassed 34%

Compared to last week, the number of households canvassed door-to-door
increased by 4, 350, 000 or 60%. The number of houscholds contacted by
telephone increased by 1, 31Z, 000 ox 36%. The total nurnber of households
contacted by telephone and door-to-door increased by 5, 663,000 or 527%.

This canvagsing effort has identified over 15 million voters who support the
President. When these voters are combined with the 15 million registered

Republicans, we have a pool of known favorables to turn out on election day
of some 25 {o 30 millicn voters (dependiog on the amount of double counting

cenvgsed by canvassing Republicans duor-to-door)



If the voter furn-out elfort maftches the canvass resulty, we will have licked
the apathy problem for the most part,

SEY STATHE PROGRESS

In the key etates, houvscholds cr:mvi.;,mi door-to-door increased by 2, 094, 000

or 49% and those canvessed by telephone, by 1,313,000 or 36%, Overall, we
have now contacted 11, 358, 000 househe lds or 48% of the households in the
priority counties of key states, (Sze Talb A)

The results in all states are acceptable although some have performed much
better than other

California has canvassed 2, 689, 050 households or 53% of the hous eholds

in prior uy counties.  This effort cou pled with the GOTV program now in the

1

works should assure a victery in Californiz.

29 of its priority houscholds. Again, this

should ho cnotugh to ensure a win in Ilinois in epite of Daley's last minute puskh,

il lmovs has canvassed bl

Texas claims 48, 3% of the households in the priority countics canvassed.

The tdcpmme contacts are reliable; I sericusly question their claims on door-

to-door, However, my staff has done some spolt checking and has not yet

vaught an chvious inflation of ihe iigﬁm ¢s. In any case, we are in a good
position to run an eifective GOU'V effort which should more than oifset the

heavy new registration of Blacks az i >pzmzoh Speaking in Houston and Dallas.

Nevr Vork, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania have turned in the poorest

canvass performance. However, cach ol them have canvassed around 207,
and each state allows party registration so that we have a 1al*ge pool of voters
to turn out. T am conlident that both New York amd New Jersey are organized
well enough to get the turn-out job done; Pennsylvania is not, Therefore, one
of our national ficldmen has been made the GOTV Chairpian for Pennsylvania,
and we have sent about 30 people from 1701 to work in the countics. I am hope-
ful that this will take up the slack.

The remaining key states are in good shape, and I anticipate no problems with
them.,

DATTILEGROUND STATES

The battleground stales came in with a solid gain., Number of households can-
vassed increased from 536,483 to 1, 314, 025 or by 144%, resulting in 15% of

the households 3n priority countics having hoon canvassed,  (See Tab B, Al
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states are now over 10% except West Virginia and Wisconsin., Wisconsin
should improve subsiantially before the end of the election; households can-
vassed went up from zero to 134, 000 during the week., West Virginia will not
irnprove significantly, and we must count on turning oul the Republicans in
West Virginia (over 300, 000) to give us the edge,. ‘

Progress to date in the remaining states is summarized by regional director
at Tab C.

e ste o
b pxd b4

We are now over the hurnp on canvassing. With one week of canvassing to
go - October 24th to October 28th -~ we have canvassed 16,5 million house-
holds which excceds our original expectations of 15 million. 1do not expect
the results {or the last week to continue at the same pace. The telephone
centers began to recruit for GOTYV on the 23rd so they arc effectively out
of the voter identificaiion business. Also, .the door-to-door-effort began to
slow down a¢ the states prepared for the GOTV kick-off on the 28th, Thus,
the total number of households canvassed during the campaign should come
out around 15 million. Assuming two voters per household, we will have
reached 36 million voters in some way with our canvassing effort.

Attachments

BCC: W[t e e,
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November 1, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: CLARK MACGREGOR
FROM ~ TFRED m’ma@ﬁﬁi

SUBJECT: Report on ''"Get Out The Vote"
Kick Off

-

The purpese of the October 28 GOTV kick off was four fold:

- To cut off voter identification canvassing and force the states to_
begin preparing for getting out the vote on Election Day.

- To publicize the need for volunteers to help on Election Day.

- To show our storefront aud telephone center volunteers the high
priority we place on getting cut the vote.

- To build campaign enthusiasm in key states. ,

To achieve these purposes, the GOTV kick off was held in 44 arcas in 22
key and battleground states, HWe usged our most important surrogates to
visit the storefronts and telephorce centers in these areas to talk about
the importance of GOTV and particirvate in the work to prepare for election
day, c¢.g., remvinder calls and calls for voluuteers. In most cases just
befove or aftcr the surrvogote appesrance, the training slide show was
shown and clection day assigmments vere given to the volunteers gathered
for the workshops.

For the most wayrt, the GOV kick off accomplished ites purpose:

~ It forced the gears to shift from canvassing to GOV reminder calls
and eloction day recruitment, Over 10,000 volunteers were gatherod
in the kick off headguarters for tysining, reminder calls and election
day assignesnts. Vhousands more woere recruited in other headquarters
throughout the countiy.

- Ve rocelvaed excellent coverage iu the locsl media although the
President’s trip to Ohio precludced network coverage.  Tab A sumwarizes
coverage in the local medis. Our advancenen report that the cevening

L news shows pave extensive coverape to the events., While press coverape
vas good, we Jdid not receive the front page coverage we ot on
Septomber 16. g
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- The voluntecrs and local leadership were impressed that Administration
Officials and other surrogates would concentrate their attention on
them and mix with the troope. They particularly appreciated being
able to vork with a surrogate rather than having to stand by and
cheer him,

- Teclinically the day went well. The surrogates got there for the most
part; Holton was grounded by bad weather; Butz and Evans were late
arrivals. We have received no reports that a surrogate was unhappy.

The First Family events were outstanding - Julfe, Tricia and Td had
good, warm crowds. In fact, the voluntcers they drew were the largest
of a1l the kick off areas. Each of them made phone calls to supporters;
and these conversations were well covered by the media.

In summary, I am satisfied with the kick off results. Again, it was a
cooperative effort at 1701 with the tour office, scheduling, the telephone
operation, sgeveral of the voter blocs working closely with the political
division and the RNC's political division to make the day a success.

However, while Saturday was a successful start at the community level on
voter tuvn out, the day pointed up that much still needs to be done. Ve
forced local attenticn on getting out the vote in the 44 areas, but there
was not enough activity in wany other storvelronts to recruit the velunteers
and find the telephenes to operate on our ideal GOTV program.

To attack this problem, and to ensure GOTV preparations get underwvay, we
are taKing the following action:
- Locating Regiensl Directors full tiwme in their most important

states through Llection Day.

- Deploying more Re-clection Committec staff to important areas for
getting out the vote in close or weakly organized states,

- Pushing a more gimple and concentrated approach to voter turn out vwhere
local organization ig week or late; this program consists exclusively
of a pre-election day reminder call to faverables identificd in the
door to door/phone canvass sud to all Republicans and an electlon day
contact at their homes. '

-  Concontrating a opecial effort te locate the many additional vhone banks

necessary to hondlie the larpe me o remindev-to-vote phove calls.
For 2 reelly connrc voray contact on clection day,

we cetimnte a need for four oin
existing phone conters.

the nusber of phoneg elready dn our

- Divecting that avl vorer bloe activity be ewclusively focused on
producing veluntesrs Yor the votery turnout progrw: ip the priovity

ctates.



- Calling, beginning Thursday, the campaign chairmen and leaders in

‘ target counties to thank them for their effort and to stress the
importance of getting every last vote to the polls. These will be
made by Cabinet wives and other women surrogates.

Finally, I will begin calling key state leaders to question them about
their get out the vote plans and to encourage them to keep the pressure
on, In addition, you and Bob Dole have call lists which should provide
encouragement to state Nixon and GOP leaders.

I will report to you later in the week where we stand on our overall get
ocut the vote efforts on a state by state basis and how effective 1 think
we will be in turning out the vote.



TAB A

WHEELING, WEST VIRGINIA — Dent

Had a press conference on GOIV. Faily turmout of volunteers. Cood coverage: 1 TV (NBC),
2 radio and 2 papers.

SAN DIECO, CALIFORUIA - Morgan Paull, Mrs. Bentley

Paull made comment to crowd that he was to make film soon with John Wayne and that
Wayne has told him "he'd be on Paull’s back for the wlole ten wecks they would be
making f£ilm if they didn't turncut the vote for the President and carry California.”
Actvally "kicked~off" - a football with kicker: Cong. Bob Wilson; receiver: State
Senator 'au and holder: Bdith CGreen Black (assearbly woman canlidate from ares) . Very
good coverage: 2 tv staticns (BT, CBS), 2 radic stations and 2 papers (one was student
papor at San Diego State Collegc).

FROVAIDENCGE, RUHODE ISIAND -~ Knane

Visited three headouarters whare well received and crowds were enthusiastic. Good
coverage: 3 TV stations, 1 redio and 2 papars. Generally got secordery attention
due to tight Senate race event which was also taking place.

HARTRORD, CONNECTIICUT ~ Kleindienst, Stein, Ely

>

Visited fowr heas torg: volnntesr turnout was adequete. Coverage was O.K.: 3 papers,
i A )
no redio, apparently some IV coverage but it was not spocified.  Overall, response

was cxcellent and locals and survrcgates were very pleased,

DEORIVA, T I8 ~ Mra. Enrlichmsn and Mos. Iodgson

Visited Amgarters with oood volunteer tumoul.  Doth ladies well rece cals
- e - Mt St n . -t .
and press very immrescod with both ladies. Fress covenage was oxcellent

favorablco: all thee S

g

W glations, three redio stations wnd 2 pe

B PASO, !

Visited {teo hoeadous
Spenish-oproaking.

2 9 gtotions, 1 radio

Y R e B ol P,

1 volunteor turnout: over 1/3 at phone contc
b z bl -

and made bricf re LoGood covers

{Hiocald

COVEYT S0

e
-~ .
RIYRIERT
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PORITAND, OREGON - Ed Nixon

Short talk — well received. Visited with volunteers. Made 4 phone calls which were
picked up by radio and TV; two of calls were lifelong Danocrats for Nixon. Very
heavy volunteer turnout at storefront. Good press coverage: Local NBC AND CBS and
local 1V grations, radio, and both daily papers. General consensus was that event
was a suecess.

BUFE‘AIO, NIW YORK ~ Fossides

Tossides gave brief talk, made ph one calls and generally mived. Crected by a band
at storefront. Heavy turnout of volunteers at storefront. two papers covered and an
Insterdan TV crew.

ST, TOUIS, MISSOURT ~ Butz

Spoke to workers and rmade phone calls. Press took pixs and taped speech.  All press
represented with exception of ARC; INCIUDED NBC, CBS, UPI, AP, rad:z.o, two dailys and
weekly., About 25 pickets outsida u’CQ}_"GleﬂL - union lettuce; Nixon people counteracted
with picket. Heavy volunteer turnout at storefront.

ATTANTA, GLORGIA -~ Thyn Pvans

topped by two storefronts. Good volunteer turnout. Coverage was weak due to Pvans
baing 1 1/2 hours late. Originally had 3 1V stations and radio to cover, but m
left and resulted with coverage from only 1 TV station \,mi 1 paper.

BOSTON, M~

fi]uu TS - Igy'm) 2y

Gonod volunteer turnout st both storefronts vieited; very enthusiastic, Rommey made
phone calls., ncellent coverage: 3 TV stations (88C, REC, CBS), 4 radio sta ‘;L ong and

5 papers.

PHILADDLEIIA,

A - Volpe

Visited two headguartors, a phone bank and the Italian Macket. Pointed out that he
was beaten bw 1 vote };*2:?? precinct whon polls said he wes ahead vhen he ran v.‘ior
Covernor of 1 : , mot with wnilon officinis, met Italian cax i.é%:xte

and made

‘-xc:'it.ic areas. Day considered a great success. Media
COVErage e

KENGAS CLUY, MISSOURT -- Shaliz

71 S P - ~ e ~ T | SR £ k) b tmre Ty
Vierted o storefronts. Good tunroul et ontativel

- T - e . 4 i
The !“ﬁi"*i)"'?i”\i ,,1ahm s hod onl { any 1C.

a1 3 radio ota

SR S U I Ty
Cond turmout of volund
rooitang, Gl coveros

nd aticnitive. Overall rogponez vas

YV, 1 rodio ond 2 opopors, AP,

ludy
Verrdy gond u A :
Dotlas Morndng MNows and fadlas Daily
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USTON, TEXAS - Sen. Fannin

Senator Tower's race enphasized along with Presidents. Well received. Press coverage
poor - Houston Post interviewed by phone.

SPOXANE, I’A: INGTON - Sen. Murphy

Cood speech. Nearly 200 volunteers at storefront. Two TV stations and two papcrs
gave coverage. No radio coverage.

SEATTIE, WASHINGION - Rog Morton

Morton well g,ccmvgé‘ gave good talk. 100 volunteers at storefront. ARC affiliate;2 papers.
People indicated it was *c, itical® that President come to Seattle,

SYPACUSE, N¥W YORK - Sen. Keating

Light turnout of voluntecrs at storefront. Keating visited with crowd. Two T™W stations

covered and one radio station; no prezs,

SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS - Tl Cox

Cox made a few phone callzyvisited with crowd and made a few remarks.H> spent 10
minutes with a 14 year old volun i had stayed at the headquarters last night
vntil 2:00 a.me 125 volunteers at storefront. No W coverage:;l radio, AP and UPT,
Springfield poper did cover.

I S e
T - Bec, Bodoson

ot Visited with local 14‘:"'30 of COTE
ca, APL~CIO and locai condidates.
G ]J.J}t coverage by media - ? W ostations,

Vioited 5
avd Pres.
Voluntee

2 J'z‘aj;o Qt,fu imm ard all xhn = W‘*lm

CINCIN Sayder and Bazz Aldvin

Voll recoived and IL d 9{* 33 ao\nhlc*ﬂ media coveraga. Sur rogates made a few calls.

“\707131“‘?*-’ C: 3,000 cadle made and 150 ?21::: cion Day volunteers rocrrited.
Two TV ¢ ions c:ovex‘cxfi and one of i

; Tinney £idicd dn.
¥
o County; U

YOS OO0

OO Prans.

R TN A T T e T
vt 0 ‘\’(),Llp‘}lE.,Q\,;‘.L:} at. storafl 5\./)1{.4 Canot



FLINT - LUGAR

Lugar was forced to cancel due to inclement weather., Press coverage was
also cancelled. There wore 139 volunteers at the storefronts and phone
centers, making calls, addressing reminder post cards and other GOTV or-~
ganizational activities.

ALBANY ~ SECRETARY RICHARDSON

Visited two storefronts, and spoke to 125 volunteers. Made reminder
calls (7). Press coverage was good.

DETROTY — TRICTA COX; GOVERNCOR MILLIKEN

Both Tricia and the Goverpor mode brief remarks on GOTV and spoke with
individual wvolunteers. Visited three facilities where 1850 volunteers
were present. Media coverage - excellent.

HARPRISBURG ~ MRS. BULZ; MAS. DAVID; BARDBARA FRANILIN

Surrogates met and spoke with 135 volunteers. Due to inclement weather
crowds were light. 2 Newspapers covered the event — no radic or TV.

SCRANTON ~ CONGRESSMAN YOURG

Young met with 120 yvoung volunteers and talked with them about the dmport-
ance of GOTV. There was no Press coverage due to the coverage of a Pre-
lick--0ff dinner with Gordon MacRae on Triday night. :

SOMERSET /MORRIS/UKION COUNTILS - SENATOR BEALL

Yecampaipn results rest in vour hands and in the hands of others like you
across the country." BDeall spoke to volunteers on COIV and mode reminder
calls. About 100 wvoluntcers met Peall at three facilities. Veolunteers
were generally voung, The Kick-~0ff wag covered by 2 radio staticus and

12 Rewuspepers.

Blatc~_f d was well-vecoived in Austin,  Response ~ positive. Mr. and Mrs.
+ ot K I «{

Blatce callte and tatked to approyinctely 140 woluntecrs.
medla and consisted  of one TV station aod 1 nowspapor.

fronts, mode

catls, ond hold a Press
of GOV, Thoye were ap-
voluntears of those faol 3 Tuo TV ototiona and 5
ors covercd the evenlh wud Savpent appeared on a 'L/2 hour O&A

,
wdio program,

v e pmanr > g
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BOSTON —~ ROMNEY

"Wiron is the most qualified man to lead us into a generation of peace"
Romney apoke to 245 volunteers on GOTV,greeted volunteers and made reminder
phone c¢alls., Thres network TV stations, 1 radio station and the two
major papers in Doaton covered the event.

MINKY APORI§/ST PAUL, - JULTE NIXON ELSENIOWER

Julie spoke on the importance of GOTV by citing the Sindlinger Poll. Over
1000 volunteers met with Julie and several reminder calls were made by the
Survogate, There was a 70-piece marching band. Julie signed the band'
sheet music, and was presented with an anniversary card by a little old
lady who could hardly write, and a bouquet of roses from a small child.
Press coverage wag excellent, '

OKLAM CITY - MAUREEN REAGAN

Was guestioned about Peace Proposal. Surrogate spoke to 175 volunteers
regardin G(TV, made phone calls; worked on check-off lists., Interview

of a maly in a wheelchair - felt registration was so important that she

came cut only a weck after a scriocus opervation. Press coverage was extremely
good (2 TV - 3 Radio).

i
i
5

i

A‘L Un'\\:‘ U

Surrepsie made phove callg in Spanish, Spoke to volunteers (about 500)
had breskfast with Democrats Tor Mizon., Media coverage - excellent,
3 1TV stations, 5 radio stations (7 Spanish) and 4 newspapers)
s .

ABERD

-~ PRIL CAMPELLL, CHRYS CORNELLY

Surrcgotes made rominder phone calls. Very well received. Approximately
60 volunteers. Press coverage was failr.
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNTA - Goldwater

Made remark that he did not want his 8 grandchildren to grow up knowing that their
grandfather was the worst defeated presidential candidate in history...wanted to make
sure McGovern got the title after this electicdn. Visited three headrmarters and
personally greeted the volunteers and callers. Made three phone calls. Good volunteer
turnout. Very good coverage: all 3 TV stations, several radio stations and two dailys.

CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGINIA - Ruta Lce

Made 10 phone calls with all but one responding favorably. Pleased the crowd and
when she saild she was looking for a husband, but that all the men were probably
married ~ one man rejsed his hand and she went into the crowd and gave him a kiss.
Cood volunteer turnout. Fair coverage: 1 TV and 1 radio; no papers. Advance coverage
vas good. ‘
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

QOctober 31, 1872
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MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN D, EHRLIC”:VmN/ .
P/
71/, o
FROM: John C. Whitaker /‘vyﬁ»‘b{, LA S

SUBJECT: Post-Elecction Thoughts

We seem to be well underway in doing our preliminary thinking
on how to avrange substantive things neatly for the first two
months of next year, IFor example, with Congress back in Jan-~
tary, we can delay sending down the budget so that things dribble
out 2s we would like them in an orderly manner such as the
roliowing:

1. January 20: Inauguration Speech -- very broad.

2., State of the Union - a little more meat on the policy bones.
3. The Economic Message,

4, Details in the Dudget Message,

5. In February, specific messages to the Congress.

All of the above is methodical, businesslike and, I'm afraid,

rather dull, The '"New American Revolution' will run into another
stone wall, because Congress, whether coatrolled by the Republicans
or Democrats, won‘t want to give up the power that will be required
il we are to make Government Reorganization and Special Revenue
Sharing meaningziul and cifective. Thereiore, our stratezy should
be to try to bluil Congre i ese, to them, unpalatable
initiatives, 1 think we havc to o ¢ on keeping up the atltack

a
on Congress as an instivulion, and do it whzle the iron is hot,

nt speaxs to the Nation, frankly
recognizing the decline in pubdblic coundidence in Government and ¢

v

even lower pubiic opinion of the Congress., B

O election nignt, the Preside

ie calls upon the people
to remoembuer the name of the Congressman they have just voted for
and to wriie o; home and asl his

1

1 now wiiile he is
oy Lyrm wmpvbra gy er vy a1 b w T o -;t 57 el t e} 1 Ea 4 ’)1
;;u)w)OJ.\. LOT TovaraIng povwer L0 wnere 1t pelongs -~ e lave of
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[g]
e
s
i
eyl
[
o]
)
~
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aovernment closest to the people.  ~- The Mayors, Governors and
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

State Legislature. The President explains again how Government
Reorganizat 50‘1 and Special Revenue Sharing would accomplish
this goal by returning both priority-~set ‘md and responsibility to
the local level, and, if these two ideas become law, the Gordian
Knot of all-important decision-making being in far-off Washingtou
can be cut. (I recognize that at this point there is some ¢uestion
ii we will have Special Revenue Sharing. If we don't, the
scenario will apply just to Government Reorganization, )

arvie

T

While addressing himself to this substantive problem, and his
plans and programs to solve it, he also speaks {rankly of ilie
decline in public confidence of the Executive Branch, iucied by
the partisan rnetoric we have just been through., He sars at,
now that he has received an coverwhelming mandate from the
electorate on the vital and clear-cut issues o:C this electicn yvea
it is impoxrfant that the clectorate perceive thal the Governme
is by, of and for them, and is not an antagonist. (The fatlout
from the Watergate syndrome is to make people feel a vayue sence
of unease about everything the Government does. Nven the in-
niocuous seems sinister, and any assertion of wrongdoing or
chicanery is added to the litany of "proven' wrongdoing -~ ITT,
milk prices, wheat deal, "sabotage,' etc. -- until the chaxge
itself becomes the fact in popular perception.)

The President recognizes that public confidence is vital if he is
to translate nis mandate into prOﬁrﬂ.ssive action, and that the
electorate's belicf that the Government is onerating in thoir

as (an

interest is as imporiant a d in the near-ierm more important

«

than) subsianiive policy changes. Iie is thereiore:
1. Directing nis Cabinet Ollicers to go to the vavious
the Country and listen., They have done a lot of talldny
»aion, and now it is their turn to hear some tullk,

suse stas{ last vear did just this, and the noer
important now to malie it nighly visible. We must ge
idea that new ideas arce oniy iaveniud in W

1

on the Gouniry -- this is designed Lo be a1

meeting. ' (Zacn of the twe

Ve \.'Z).u..'.xi'\,s. Q
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIA

ity, with White tHouse staif suppori, and hold a televised listening-
post operation, This would be reprated once a week for four week

to cover the {iity largest cities in the Country.)

o
o
<8

< 4

2. Perhaps in addition to the above, the President announces
that he is dispatching from the White House staff ten "personal
representatives' to work with each of the ten Federal Regional
Councils as a kind of ombudsman -~ along the lines that Frank
Carlucci so successfully pioneered in Permsylvania, These people
would make themselves highly visible in the vregion, wouwld be em-
powered to cut through Federal red tape, and would repor{ back
to the President the major concerns in their regions.

3. Alternatively, set up one Federal ombudsman (The
Vice President, Rumsield, etc,) together with a toll-free number
and 24 hours a day stafiing to receive the suggestions of the
citizenery. This one's pretty cute and our success with telephone

.

operations (e, g., heroin hot-line) is poor,

I recognize that each of the foregoing ideas is gimmicky and would
probably be viewed with cynicism among many of the commentators
It is also highly unlikely to achieve any practical result. On the
other hand, the polls seein to show that smear and innuendo have
left their mark and, if credibility is as important an element of
effective Government as I think it is, that aura could sew some
unpleasant seeds over the next four years if not nipped in the bud
(vou've got to get me out of the farm area, my metaphors are
getting too one-sided),

In summary, the President would be stealing a substantive

march on the Congress in lhe coming battle over the institutional
{rameworlk of ithe Federval Govermuent, aand also moving to undercut
the one liability -- decline in public confidence -~ that it appears
will be the prodgeny of the McGovern attacks, I don't think he can
afford to be bd’h'“)l‘}' Olympian as the ending o;f the war focuses our
concerns closer to home and Teddy iennedy turns on nis TV lights
for the Water; ate Show,

cc: Ken Cole
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1750 Pennsyivania Ave., N.W. ¢ Room 1312 © Washintion, D.C.

Tentat ixe Schedule

SECCHD LV

ANS-NOVAX POLITICAL TOAUM

MADISON HOTEL, WASHINGION, L.C.

October él,

1972

~ 10:00

£
2]

11:30 an Hon. Clark Mzclregor, Camsail Director of ¢
o ¥ <
mittee to Realzcet the President. e wiMou

oy Sy

BT arate N T g
20005 » Z02-728-7850

e

Discussion and Guestions.

P
L0

12:30 pm Luncheon.
1:30 pm t¥ir., Richzrd Scammon, Tne Election Reosearch Center and
Mr. Patricii Caddell, Canbridge Suvrves Resezaren,
1972 Voter. Di cussion and Questions.
3:30 pm Hon. Lawrence F. CO'Briem, National Czzpaign Cha
MceGovern-Shriver '72. The McGovoern Cempainn,

T
cussion and Juestions.

4:30 po Evans and Novak. Suzzine Up.

5:00 pn Reception.

<o £
Latldass B
e
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SECOND EVANS-NOVAK POLITICAL FORUM
Madison totel, Vashington, U. C.
31 Ocober l9z2

Discussions and Questions - The 1972 Campaign (Evans)

Predict an clectorial vote for Nixon of 524 to 14 for McGovern. Believe
the pre-convention actions of McGovern did him in, Thatis, the policies he
advocated in detzil so far in advance and later modified or dra stxcally changed
his position. Six ro eight weeks ago it was obvious that the McGovern campaign
had collapsed. Forty pevcent of those polled as having voted for Humphrey.
stated they would not vote for McGovern.

Senator Hughes persuaded Muskie to oppose the candidacy of McGovern

1 the night Luo“, Muskie was to declare in favor of him. Had Muskie supported

McGovern, he would have been named the Vice Presidential candidate and would
have helped McGovern avoid his many mistakes or at least some of them.

Some mistakes were his vascillation, the Eagleton affair, and that of the
O'Brien affair. He asked O'Brien to be chairman then found his staff had picked
Westwood so MoCGovern chanzed, Such action nl ced his capacity as a manager

i -
4

in great doubt in the minds of {eading democrats and the corresponaents. At
that point the democratic political managers ’:, egan to leave McGovern,
Another adverse factor in McGovern's campaign was his unfortunate choic

of issues to take to the people. Candidates should ne er go into a campaign with
such detailed specific issues. For example, ]om F. Kennedy had a few simpie

objectives, such as a strong national defense, close th e missile gap (there was none)

and get the country moving again. This avoids the problems of alienating varicus
groups early in the campaign.

McGovern, however, came out for:

(a)  S1,000 for each person.

(b) A tax plan repellent to those with medium income or above
512, OuJ annually.

(c) Mortgaged his future with programs to please splinter groups
and Iom his appeal to others. '

(d) Reversed his position ca Israel and the Middlie East to get votes
but the Jews knew he did this only for votes.

el
o b



(e) He drove the Catholic vote to Mixcn, or of l2ast 307 of ir, by
anti-war talil and by iz lo % arinres. f;h‘m;{;s
do not like Communizts
them.

) NecGovern ;“;;a’ﬂy had onl

S i

xpericnoe with

et Noin ond he never
31 Ty ey o PR F
sixon cnanged much of
ke dradr.
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ne i
ne
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() ;a;cGovem fotled to

it higher prices.
‘11‘-; ¢ atin

H

He started late on VWarsrgate.
comment on McGoverni- ”I VWO

Three so called landslides by a past

63. 9%, Roosecvelt 628, and Lyndon Johnson u);‘;
somewhere in the 6070 area.

Regardless of a lozs, the Domocratic
the election. It will include the democrats voring
democrats. Believe Konnedy wanis o run in 1‘976. The ba
McGovern df«n“ovx ats will dmng in the fumr =,

»-w

Comments on Republican Chances {(Novak)

The cnly state conceded to NcGovern ¢
also District of Columbia. The poll showe ed
setts which mcans McGovern will have tro

Recent polls taken by Evans- zition ag follows:
Wisconsin 97 ahead; Cregon lO ahe nil; R‘no‘ > Inl *mead but ay be some
less; Hawali-close; -‘ashxgtcm 2r>:;; 3 : T 2ol ahiead; Callfornia
19-16 and 14<) ahead on 3 polls; Michigan 187, ahea 1 trend 1s eheod more;

New York a landgslide; Texas ahead.

oo LIS P, | £ iy e
Senare now :}C%.f-,»‘ bt Re*“cmzwms h‘w > o chorce U winning Scnate by a

close margin. Chalee -win Rhode Is shood in run for 1on
Anderson sear Nord ( arciina - Helms 1) TG 2 Georgia citse with

Thompson (R) Sam Nuun (D); Oklchoma Edmons oy ahwad of .1:.1':.;LL (R)
but Oxlaiioma is €87 Nixen -~ 1750 MoGovern; N 1.‘&10,1’}* h ston {0 \) ahead of

PJ
520 {Rﬁ, Dela Vares BUT“

<

- Ty N N PRI | H poe o - P R
Louis Nunn now; South Dabota Aberosik () anond of Hlivs
will probably win; Idaho-3cClure OV wing Miching

Yy "s ',,
~ LAl La. ;.~ (S (~‘
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Texas~-Tower prohably safe over Sam,m‘r:; Monrtana-Mercalf; Virginia-a
catastrophe for McGovern. Speng (D) - Scott (R) has a chance. :

House About the best e Repuslicans can do is to win 20scats. But
there will be surprises should Nixon win by more thun 60%. Be ii ve the President
is wise to stay home curing the campalon except for odicial business, Watergate
issue is not changing votes. tieheve most people worry about jobs, inflation

and busing. '

If instead of McGovera, Humphrov, Muskie, Kennedy, lackson or Wallace
b A
had run the presidential race would be a dead heat £t tis point of e campaizn,
[
The Republicans have not built a strong program but people believe Nixon is
best qualified for the White House. Even though many like the personality of
McGovern better they will vote for Nixon.

r—ff

T
]
i

1y

In this race, many people feel it is the "boardroom™ attitude vs. the
"upper cm*mw” attitude and thay don't like either but for the President's job tiey
much prefer Nixon as a stronger man for acting on the

Believe that a low percentage difference between the candidates
record low vote or turnout., The undecided vote is heavily undezcided and most will
finally vowe for MoGoveri.

Only seventean governorships are up for elcction this vear. Belicve more
states should go to a mid-term basis. (’\ ot elect a governor in @ presidential

election ye u.} Probaply three or four Republicans will win in these elections.

In 1970, do not believe Connally will run as a Republican or tha Percy
has a chance. 1If in Illinois Ozilvie wins this year, be will be a candidate for
president in 1976, There could also be new young faces by that time.

=ty

The Nixon Campaign - Clark MacGregor

PR S | . M | S B ela py 1. Lot T PR .
I came aboard on 1 July basicallv ¢ show the pecople of the United States
ST R IR S AP o ammyam 1 ey ey Do JURPS T T
what the President had done for them. Many GO not realize tiese {acts and the
RPN PP L .y ey P W - N~ , e ey ae
President wanted a presentation of his positive programs.  MoGovern tool care
of prescating any negative programs.

1¢ Bacleron a‘ffa' and McGovern's income plan have shown McGovern's
incompetence. My job i3 to show the people that Nixon has brouglit the people
peace and prosperity.
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piican congressmen

MacGregor - Corg
the President was ot
p‘w‘riod of time. [t was e ! ";Mumw‘w 11 where he could
conier with his cabinct Tond otherzs., There was little time
for campaigning. The bestpolicy was ¢ wens perfonnaice in ¢ ff "¢ not campaign-
iﬂé.

Ocrober at wi *Tch time

] b“”ﬂ within a short

(S

- i eS
but will take &c 3 wch as possible
and pass acrtion back 1o states, cities, etc. This was done for the "Revenue
Sharing ™ bill.

on arv new nolic
a

A low vote this vear would help dicCovern and a high vote would help
Nixon. The "mud-slia ging by McGovern and Shriver leads to a lower voter

tarnout.

<

for the people, They have an unfavorable bnage with the public which they ha

done little to change. i e old business praciices have cihanged--higher wag ,
e

better conditions, betier employes relat

<

88 MUSt d0 MOTE WOrk 10 show what they have done and are doing
T av

The 1972 Vorer - Pat Caddell

Unless the candi dme has competence,the voters will not vote for him. In
July 1972, we interviewed 13, 030 voters. ID \“mer'*“**’“‘ 1972, we again interviewed
sample vowers froni this origi:a 13,000, We found that te internal attitudes "f
‘many of those voters iad drasticail jainst MceGovern., O

ly c:z&:a;c«cz a One third kad
changed their min = in this perind., Thcsc who moved o \ on ir o \'LpGovcrn
were 007 vaoc

s
D (\u
r.)

upper incomne, Catholic voters or combinations of those.

Thesc voters h ad no real liting for Nixen but thoy had less confidence
in McGovern since :’;;c Pagleron aliciy, T ; eGovern's personality better
than that of Nixon and thought McCovern cared abour them and was honest but
McGovern had lost ‘ms credibiiity.
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In a question, "Does Nixon tell the truth?”, the answer was 449, - No and

429 - Yes, They believed that *'icGovem did not know how to do things. They had
21 liking for Nixon but belleved McGovern could not properly handle the

White House Aebpo;:s;;niuzeg.

initially e poli was 4077 - McGovern and 437 I\.\on now it was three to
one '“'*"f«ins: McGovern and tns: vounrg suburban group of voters defected. Many thought
Nixon was dishonost Lut now they thought McGovern was mcompeaent to be in the
White House.

On various guestions to voters: \‘men will the war end? - 123 sazd never".
Does the bombing help? - 607] s nd no". Is itimmoral? - a{% said "yes" and 449
said "no'". Could the war have been endcu sooner? - 407 said 'yes'.

tion

On crime, many said neither party can help in this area. There was an
increa m,, beliel in corruption in he r*rovv; iment and not necessarily only by
Republicans, Th defecting from 2 \eGovern seemed to have no intention of
pvrmm;-wmy de T rrom the Democratic party.

If there is a MWixon landslide, do not misread the result. A strong candidate

e myir A Timtrane it 4o . J S I ™ LU e o
could win over intercst in the electon is declining. TFaith in the sycstom is
Lo o PN .
declining. N r 1o ITT, grain deals, etc. and believe thirgs are not getting
‘ Ot t McGovern was the Eaglmor affair.

rning point &zains

(Note - Pat Cezddell gave many percentage changes between the July and
September polls., All showed the drastic loss of support for McGovern. He was
very frank in his comments and made a iavorable nm) ression that he was providing
the facts as he reod them and was not trying to hide anything. )

ssion is that even though the voter may believe

[aegd
ey g A -
every:inia ot like it. Neither candidate is well liked,

1 PR £ Ty wiad o Do ~ P | I TR SN
Without 1 d to Ni X071 SUTTALS is not a real Republican shift
o ) o s ~3 v e o~ - amy v - . A vy~ o~ v -
of the voids crties inotne governmaent., In Augzust, there was

- L : PO R TP gy o oy
a loss of cont FOEOA: bix aciccticon ol MeGovern s basic support.
< ir

I8 - e P A T SN NN -~ fm s mm ] PR IS I - -~ 1 &
If therc is a 61 wurnout fa this eioction, there shouud de a vote total of
65 mill Belicve the Democracs will keop the Senate and House unless Nixen
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gets 037, or morce of the votes which will help move into Congress more \upub cans.
McGovern poils show a beliel that Nixon is not honest, but he gets a high rating on

A

his foreign afiairs of around 707 of the voters.

A major problem is getting the voters to trust Nixon. Don't forger that
th“ "\'eram yoter 1s more sophisticated than many people think., The process an
ideology bx witich \ECGOVs:rn won the nomination are the very things which will
looe mrn the election.

The McGovern Campaign - Larry O'Brien

When 1 returned to the Chairmanship I found that the public felt the system
did not meet their interests and goals. The party must respond by opening up to

meet these requirements. When this is done, a price is pazd as was shown in the
cenvention at Miami. '

Business must open up to enlist the support of the public.

time, McGovern is behind but not too far. People won't stand for the

status quo and the party must realign. Believe the Democrats ar C.b\”z.,li.} ning a
decp base of support and wiat the voiing dilierence on Tuesuay \»ul not ne large.
Questions:

Do you believe there is a lack of confidence in the guaemment?
I believe the system must recognize the realities of today.

e is a 25% gap betnween McGovern and Nixen., Why?

The Eagleton affaiy L an adverse effect. After that there was an erosion
of confidence in McGovern. He had lost credibility. 1 agree that there is a wide-
spread cynicism among the voters,

The ethnic vote will be the key to the Democratic and Republican future.
This vome be g i to shift from the Dezmocrats in 195300 When Mayor Curisy was in
Boston, I remember he had con

omplete control of this vote for the Democrats.

We have been losing it and | publicans are not smart enough
1

N«
to make a major cifort to obrain and keep tais cthoic voie.

(Note - Larry O'Brien understandably talked in rather general and bureau-

'S = a1 T
o w D w ae e oo s RS P : T TmerenTomy o N vern VWon R I L e Bl o e T )
CLalle Piiladln nitdail vl L iC Lnuv. Lilo oy u.n.‘ o xu\,\)uv(.- eletin MUV OE thilue wasdbs v e
*~1a . o 1 i [ kg - 1 " — - < el -
the normal call of duty. He did say that his experieace as Chalrman of the Party
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was such that it should hapnen only once in one man's lifetime. This was in
his more "off the record” comments. He made a good impression and was
well liked with sympathy for his position.)

(Personal note - I believe thz original ethnic voter had little money, worked
hard and joined the Democratic E arty.- Now, he or his children have more monzy
and a good job. He does not approve f politicians and taxes which will take away
his hard earned money and dmtxm ute it to many who will not work as he d1d )

Summary by Evans-Novak

Our last speakers have brought up a 'Very interesting question as to
whether the Dernocrats will "break the other arm” in the next few years. Or will
the more conservative and experienced DvabrdLS regain control of the party
but modify it to meet necessary changes of the times and regain their defectors.
Caddell seemed to say, "We did not lose the war--our chief made a blunder.”
Mr. Dodd of the Democratic National Committee has been saying that the next

Py 5 TR s ity AN o T fomie i v e 1 Ing QuUsta system AF <t
(,«“u.*,gu;uu Lisaad e i e \yu; ielor wsa uiu\/ PP A BALD AeAsrad CJ L‘Lo LR e L g 1 OYDL.\.“)A WAL tiae

convention. Are the Democrats just trying to change the whole face of the party?

Democrats are saying that the primary cause of a loss in the election will
be McGovern not the party itself. je'm Westwood will leave soon. State and other
leaders will become move conservative, [ was surprised that O'Brien predicted
that McGovern would win and was now close to Nixon.

The personality and actions of McGovern caused his lack of a chance to
win. Muskie or Humphrey, with diferent personalities, would have been much
better. Without MicGovern a resilient Democratic Party will come back. There
will b2 a Democratic house cleaning by competent Democrarts under nev v manage-
ment with dMcGovern not a major facter in future policies. Thew Must oe an
analysis of the unworkable quorta system

o

e
4

At this time, Texas and California are overwhelmingly democratic but
are voting 50,30.

The question for the next Domocratic nomines is whether h“ is going to

i [=
carry some McGovern bazgaze. If Kennedy runs, he will fotlow a more logical
Democratc line, He mav use somaz of the ideoiagical T“)~~zz‘~.o‘:3:'at"ir* nrograms b

H AN
R R S

1T s e~ 5 1o s ta R 9 3 H o~ ~ sy
ne will not make e mistake of giviny them in detail so car ly in the campaign.

Q

K
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Committee
for the Re-election
of the President

FOR:__Mr. R, Halderman

FROM: Paul R. Jones

Take necessary action
Approval or signature
Comment

Prepare reply

Discuss with me

For your information

See remarks below

R—

Okl OO DO

DATE; __11/2/72
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A Great Impact

A message abmost asy poignant Gy it ks il
was brought to Atlanta over the wockend by Lhe
“Black Bty feam svohing support of Prosident
Nivon's re-clection bud on Noevewber 7th,

The four hwberanking tcam members abans
doned the empty rhetaric usually associated with
political campaigning and beft this simple |, but
profound  messuge with foval blach residonts:

Significant black support of President Nison
in November would resuit in an administration for
the next four yeurs sympathetic to the aspirations
of Black Amcricans.,

i blacks, istead, throw their support to the
badly outdistanced dJemocrat presidential camdi-
date, their hopes could well be dashed to the
rovks’ Hike those of the Tosing candidate,

Mincing no feclings in voicing this wise bit
of political reatism was Tushegee's Black Masor
John Ford, @ Demaocrat,

“Regardless of my porsonal convictions.' he
toid reporters at a press conference, “as a feader
of my peapte, Pve got to take sieps to assurs the
best for them.™

These steps, he explained further, would begin
with sepparting the man who is expected 1o win by
a big margin next month and reward his fasthful
supporters during the nest four years.

Masor ford said he attended the Domocral
Comvention  in hopes of cventaally supporting
a winner, chosen from among his party’s leaders,
But after the convention, the man that black Demo-
crats had helped win the nomination “surrounded
himself with only whites.””

Another member of the Biity Team, Alderman
Orville Pitts of Milwaukee, another Democrat for
Nixon said he decided to support the President
after comparing the records of the Republican
and Democrat partics in Wisconsin and nationatiy.

He and the other blitzers admitted howerer
that the Nixon Administration lags behind recent
Democrat administralions in one area - - - that
of “political rhetoric.””

All agreed, and so do we, that rheoric or
“4ip service™ can do nothing for black™ people
who have only ties with a party shich is out of
power.

Recause of this, we¢ furvently hope that Paul
Jones, spokesman for the team, was correct
when he said:

“We fes) that 1972 is the sear that black
voters will reach the lesel of maturity (that would
prevent) a repeat of 1968 when BO to 90 per cent
of the black sote went down the drain with a los-
ing candidate.”

We also wish there were more black political
teaders like Alderman Pitts and Masor Ford - -
ones who wonld he more inturcsted in secing that
their constituents got the miost that our political
system otfers, rather than considering their own
selfish poistical ambitions first.

Robert Brown, special assistant o the Pre-
sident, came into towan Sunduy meht from another
direction {rom which the Blity Teas came, He a-
fong will the other visitars were heartihy receiv-
ed at a reception in their honor at Paschal’s Mo-
tor Hotel,

Mondauy marning Mr. Brown made a big hit
when he spoke to the Hib and 12th grades at David
T. Howard High School, They applanded enthusbas-

treakly his remarks, urpine them o learn to give |

to service and to scek the facty mroa given silu-
ation.” . Flovd Sullivan, principal, presenied
Miss Betty S Barris, presidest of the student body
who inturn presented the  speoaker and his asyise
tant Norris W, Sydaar of Bashinpion and Hdstor
C. A Scott of your Daify Worid,

We behiese the sivit by (he Black Bhts Team
wiltl huve a big uopact on the election by atluenc-
iy more persony to vote tor the President,

Knosdedge enormous mukes
w gl of e,
~Juhin Koats,

¢ hastd Siweedy vole
by Wikl
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ALDERZAAN CHALLEGES REP.
JULIAK BORD TO DIBATE;
ASK BIG VOTE FOR HIXON

By ROGER TURKER

Elated by the warmth and enthusiasm of its Auanta
reception, a Blitz Team for the Re- !:lecm,n of ihe Pre-

sident ended a vigorous eity-nide cama

g here Monday

and predicted that “President Xhaon will be elocted with
a significant  number of black votes.”

“A ot of people will be
in for a surprise come Nov.
7, especially the McGover-
nites,” said Paul Jones,
executive director of the
Black Citizens Committee
for the Re-Election of the
President and leader of the
Blitz Team.

Jones, a member of the
Nixon party when the Pre-
sident visited Atlanta tno
weeks ago, stated emphati-
cally that Democrat presi-
dential hopeful George Mce-

" Govern's record leaves

blacks “with no clearer
choice than to vote for Ri-
chard Nixon.”

Zereing in on McGovers's
civil rights record, Jones
said: “‘No less than eight
times, Sen. McGovera was
absent when civil rights
legislation was pending in
the Senate or he voted a-
galnst it,

Arriving in Atlanta Sun-
day hight and remaining
antil noon Monday, the four
member team embarked
upon a whirlwind program.
B included breskfast meetl-
ings at Frazier's Society
Cafe and Paschal’s Moler
Hotel, and later meelings
at Perry Homos Community
and the Nixon-Cook Head-
quarters on Hunter Streef.
The Blitzers carried the
same message to all the
meetings; *‘Support the

best man President Nixen

After sticking with this
theme during tours of cight
other cities Jones spoke in
glowing terms of what the
blitz team has experiesced.

“Blacks are saying in
inereasingly Jarge numb-
ers that they will no long-
er be taken for grasted,
that they are no longer in
the bag and never again
wilt allow themselves to
be the pawns Ym‘ any one
{pohtical) pariy.””
HITS BEMOCRATS

Theugh  campaigning en-
ergetically, the biitzers foe
the most pari, emphasized a
fow-keyed reasoning - by -
tagic approuach,

Ocassionally, however
some members such as Or-
ville Pitts, a Milwgukee,
Wis | alderman, leveled
strong atlacks on the Demo-
erat Party,

Frr instance at a press
conference he described
it as a “roving band of dix-
sidents and puerriilag™ and
calted MeGavera a “'verbose
peddler of disspproval.” He
alse ealled upon Georgia
Rep. Jolian Bond to debate
him, Piits accused Bond of
peepetrating “‘a broad and
persasive betrayal on black
Americzns’  who support
President Nixon.

CONTINUED ON PAGE 4

Black G.

0. P.

CONTINUE FROM PAGE )

Referring to a staloment
by Tusd that blacks who
support the President are
“pabitical prostitutes,””
Pitts said: “'One wouldhuve
uy to say that he has be-
teayed ws to say that he has
betrazed us and should b[’
referred (o as ‘Judas Bond.'

He then turned his attack
w MeGovern, “Bhen you
ok a0 his vecord in even
the mont foorable light you
hase to come to the conclus
jon that he is z very medi-
ovre man from a very ob-
scure state, where very few
blachs live.” he said.

The spunky alderman then
insucd his challenge to de-
bate Bend, 1 wiil tell mm
in very articvlaie terms
and in explicit details wihs
! support Richard Niwonl®
At the samp time, he sald
he would demand Bond to
eapiain why he supports
McGovern.

with less bombast but with
egu furce mas Democrat
Masor  Jotn Ferd of Tus-
[ X2

s, Ala.
White admining that he
ativnded the 1872 Democvat
Convention and remains a
Demorrai, Forddsaid: “Re-
gardinss of my convictions,

| as a leuder of my people,

1've pot  take steps that
would help my people. §

am mayor of a city that
must deliver services to its

. pesple and @ seems that

Nixon will be in the White
Rouse for the next four
years.'”

The fourth member of the
team, Mrs. Elaine B. Jon-
kins, a Washington edugator
and Nixon appointee, said
blacks canool affort to risk
an adminictration under Sen,
MeGorern, but must eontinug
Pwith mhat we know is gooad,”

Al expressedeoncidence
thxt blacks wiil be mature
enoughe on Nov, 7 1o examineg
the record of each wan ang
to vote on the basis of those
records  rather  than the
man rheteric and reputatic
on.

Yoicing simdar feelings
at the nensy conference
were, Rev, Witham H. Bors
dern, pistor of Atlunta’s

Wheat Street Baptist Church
and candidate for the Siate
fegistature: De. €. Clayton
Powell, chairman of the

black sote division of the
Georgia Conunittée to Ree
Eleer Presudent Xixan, and
a member ofthe Repub
evecutive commitices in
tania and the Fifth Congres-
sioual District.

Other members on e
flitz Team included @ Cotm-
mission member; Colston &,
fewis, Egual Employment
Opportunity (EEQ) John
Witks, member of the Na-
tional CommitteetaRe-elect
the President; Ed Sexton,
assistant 1o the chairman
of the Republican National
Cammitice, and Mrs. Bren-
da Petross, execulive as-
sistant o the directer of
the Black Vote Diviston of

the President,
Following the press con-
ference, the Blitzers Flew

New Orieans and ullimately
Washington, . C.

Their . city itz includ
ed teurs of the following
ather cities : Ballimore,
Md.: Newark, N.J. Pin
burgh, Fa. Detroit, Mich,
Chicage, i Memphis,
Tenn.; and  (leveland, O.

out of Atlanta, heading for |

U —————

[~ihe Comimittee 1o Re-Elect |

J—
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The Black GOP Blitz Team visited Atlanta recently seeking Black votes
for the re-election of President Richard M. Nixon in the Atlanta and Georgia
areas. Shown above are members of the team: (L-R) Bd Sexton, assistant
to the chairman of the Republican National Committee; John Wilks, member
of the National Commitiee to re-elect the President; Dr. William Holmes
Borders, pastor of Wheat Streel Baptist Church; Mrs. Elaine Jenkins, presi-

Black GOP Blitz Team in Atlanta

dent of “One American, Inc.”; Paul Jones, chairman of National Black Divi-
sion for the re-election of the President; Alderman Cyville Pitts of Milwau-
kee, Wis.; Colston A. Lewis, member of EEGC; Rebert Brown, special assis-
tant to the President; and Dr. C. Clayton Powell, head of the Black Repub-
licans of Georgia for the re-election of the President. (Photo by Arthur

-F. Smith, Jr.)

e

-y

oy

4

»

S

[

i
P

e




TALKING PAPER FOR POLITICAL MEETING

RE: Senator Harry Byrd and Campaign Advertising

Senator Harry Byrd

Harry Dent has received word from Harry Byrd's Administrative
Assistant that Byrd is waiting for someone high up to call
and ask him to endorse the President.

Clark, will you call Byrd?

Campaign Advertising

Peter Dailey's November Group can purchase additional local

60-second spot TV but needs the money immediately.

Clark, can you get Stans to put up the 250,000 needed this
morning? \IQJ W/Qé

Gs
11/2/72



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

November 1, 1972 ‘;”””’//

MEMORANDUM
MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: CLARK MacGREGoW
SUBJECT : Efforts to Notify the Field About the

President's Address.

We have taken the following steps to notify our state organizations,
volunteers and the general public of the President's campaign tele-
cast on Thursday night.

(1) We have asked all Regional Directors to notify all state
chairmen and to ensure that a member of the state head-

quarters staff will inform every storefront and telephone
center in the state.

(2) We have sent night letters to all reported storefronts
and telephone centers.

(3) We have asked Listfax to call every reported storefront
and telephone center in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania
and California as well as all storefronts which Western
Union has been unable to contact in the past.

In all cases we are requesting that telephone centers add a tag line
reminder to all calls, that storefronts place signs in windows to
alert the general public, and that everyone talk up the program with
their volunteers.

As you know, the plans for the speech have received wide media cover-
age. To supplement this and encourage increased viewers, we have
placed tune in advertising in major market newspapers around the coun-
try and have promoted it each morning on the Nixon Network.

Please let me know if you have any comments or suggestions regarding
the above.



THE WHITE HoUSsE

WASHINGTON

Date: 11/2

TO: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

Dent does not recommend a
visit by the President or
any intervention in the
race. Instead, he just
wants you to be aware of the
Thurmond situation.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 2, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R.HALDEMAN

FROM: HARRY S. DENT H‘(b

The Thurmond re-~election campaign is having problems.
His effort to win black votes is faltering since he
has run out of money and organized labor has sent in
plenty to turn out a massive bloc vote. Also, Wallace
has now endorsed his opponent with the aim of moving
against him with black and Wallace votes together in
payment for what he did to Wallace in 1968. Thurmond
has not been recognizing his peril but I am concerned
that this could be a much closer race than anyone
figured. The State Democrats, including the Governor's
office, have been working full time in lieu of efforts
for McGovern.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

/ Nov. 1, 1972

GORDON:

Larry asked that you have a copy
of the attached FYI.

Pat McKee

Attachment



MEMORANDLN -

THE WHITE HOUSE ik

E WASHINGTON

.

- October 30, 1972
5:30 p, m.,

MEMORANDUM FOR: H, R, fH“}),:DEMAN
/4

—

VIA: WIGHT L, CHAPINAY

Z ‘

FROM: STEPHEN BULL 77

RE: Presidential Telephone Calls

Bill Timmons sent a recommendation that the President make telephone
calls to State vanagers and key State Senate candidates during the week
of October 30 for the purpose of getting out the vote and endorsing selected

candidates, I was subsequently informed that the President will make
telephone calls,

The matter has been discussed with Chuck Colson and Bill Timmons and
the following plan is offered:

There are three priorities:

(2) The principal 13 key States,
{b) Non-key States with Senate races,
{c) Non-key States with Gubernatorial races,

In key States where there is a Senate race, the President would place a call
tc the Senate carndidate where appropriate, e.g., he would call Griffin in
Michigan but would not call Case in New Jersey-~the call would be placed

to the CREP Chairman., In cases where he calles a candidate, the call serves

a dual purpose: endorse the candidate and get out the vote, Where there is
no candidate it is just get out the vote,

In States where we are laying low on a Senate or Gubernatorial race, e, g.,
Blount in Alabaraa, the call goes to the CREP Chairman and is purely get
he vote,

Tte individusl being called, particularly in the first priority (key States)
would be adviscd in advance of the approximate time of the President's
telepnone call and the individual would be encouraged to have Press coverage
of him receiving 2 call from the President, This would obviously serve to
achieve the objective of the endorsement and/or get out the vote message,.

5 L]

Toitowing is o breavdown ol the Slates and specific individuals to be called:
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) 2 ) x.:g-,‘f Fd
Time Senate Gubernatorial CREP
State Zone Candidate Candidate Chairman Other
Priority I
Conn, EST X
Md, EST X
New York EST X Gov.
Rockefeller
New Jersey EST Sen, Case X .
Pa, EST X X Iev;/ﬁ
Michigan C3T X Sen, Griffin
Ohio CST X
Texas CST Sen, Tower Grover X
Wisconsin CST X
Minn, CsT X Sen, Hansen
fissouri CST X Bond 17 d
lw=g t2liep L4
Illinois CST e B ey X Gov,. Ogilvie QM {:wagw
(joint call) f? !
Calif, PST S o

Also for Consideration:

Mass, EST X Sen, Brooke

W. Va, EST Leonard® X Gov, Moore

S. Dakota MST X Hirsch X Thompson
‘ (Joint call)

Wash, PST X Gov, Evans

Prioritx 11

Del, EST X Sen., Boggs X Gov, Peterson
(joint call)

Georgia EST X Thompson

Kentucky EST Nunn

N. H. EST X Powell ¥X Thomson

{joint call)

NaCarolina  ESF—_ 2 Holors™ """ Hebshon sop—"
N (joint call)

Riadetsipnd—EST ——X"Chaloe~ TS e

{joint call)

X denotes individual(s) to be called,

© = no chance

Reagan—
£ S

2/
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Time Senate Gubernatorial CREP
State Zone Candidate Candidate Chairman Qther

Priority II {Continued)

S. Carolina EST X Sen, Thurmond
Virginia EST X Scott
Iowa v CST Sen, Miller Gov., Ray X
Kansas CsT X S«n, Pearson Kay
Nebraska CsST X Sen, Curtis . MY
(udedr ropsspven LS DB gebl el LT m—. N /g//d&f
Tenrx, CST X Sen. Baker
Maine EST X Sen, Smith
Colorado MST X Sen, Allott
Idaho MST X McClure
Montana MST X Hibbard X Smith
(joint call)
e i DS A R )
Wyoming MST X Sen, Hansen
Oregon PST X Sen, Hatfield
Alaska + 5 X Sen. Stevens

Priority IIT

Vermont EST X Hackett o
Arkansas csT Blaylock X
Indiara CsT . X Bowen

N. Dakota CST X Larsen

Utah MST Strike® X

X denoctes individual{s) to be called,

0 = no chance



There would be three brief texts prepared for the President's use, one
that contains the message of get oul the vote, one for a call to a CREP
Chairman, and one for a call to a candidate,

Individual call sheets would be prepared that would contain the necessary
information about the thrust of the call and’refer the President to the

appropriate talking points, o 1 ’H,Jg_, fyww MC?/

The talking points would be prepared by ﬁ%vlc;%h&e r'andldate
calls by Timmons/Dent, and the CREP calls by MacGregor, with all of the
aforementioned ultimately cleared through Chuck Colson, For those to
receive a scheduled call, the individual to be contacted would be notified
by the individual who prepared the briefing paper, I will prepare the
schedule of calls,

Approve Disapprove_

cc: C. Colson
W. Timmons
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THe WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Date:_ 10/31/72

FROM: " GORDON STRACHAN

MacGregor approves of these
Presidential telephone calls for
the last week of the campaign.

The suggestion is Timmons' with
Colson's concurrence,



AMENORANDUM

L
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THE WHITE IIOUSE e
j*’:} - WASHINGTOYN
) October 30, 1972
5:30 p,m.
MENOCRANDUM FOR: H, R, HA}.DE\EA\I
VIA: DWIGHT L. CHAPII{:‘:" 7
R/

FRGH: STEIHIN BULL

RE: Presiden twai Teiepnone Calls

Bill Tirmmons sent a recommendation that the President make telephone
calls to State Managers and key State Senate candidates during the week

of October 30 for the purpose of getting out the vote and endorsing selected .
candldates, I was subsequerztly informed that the President will make

telephone calls,

The matter has been discussed with Chuck Colson and Bill Timmons and
the following plan is offered:

M poce v ~ 3 44
Theoere ore three priorities:

{2} The principal 13 key States,
{b) Non-key States with Senate races,
{c) Non-key States with Gubernaterial races,

In key C%tates where there is a Senate race, the President would place a call
to the Senate candidate where *aproprlate, e,g., he would call Griffin in
Michigaa but would not call Case in New Jersey--the call would be placed

to the CREP Chairman, In cases where he calls a candidate, the call serves
a donl r;urpose* endorse the candidate and get out the vote, Where there is

no candidate it iz just get out the vote,

In ‘Mfcefa where we are laying low on a Senate or Gubernatorial race, e,g.,
Blownt L Alabacs, the call goes to the CREP Chairman and is purely get
out tha vote,

o™

The infividual biirg called, particularly in the first priority (key States)
would he advised in advance of the appro<imate time of the President's
telephore call and the individaal would be encouraged to have Press coverage
of bin receiving « call from the President, This would obviously serve to

:
he vete message,

N [T s o I B RN
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Dasiern States would be rone before the Western,

s 1w a breebhdown of the States and specific individuals to be called:
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Time Senate Gubernatorial CREP

State Zone Candidate Candidate Chairman Other
Priority I
Conn, EST X
Md., -’ EST _ X
New York EST ) X Gov,

' Rockefeller
New Jersey EST Sen, Case X
Pa, EST X
Michigan CST X Sen. Griffin
Chio CST X
Texas CST Sen, Tower Grover X
Wisconsin cs7T X
Minn, CST X Sen, Hansen
Missouri CST X Bond
Iilinois CST X Sen, Percy X Gov. Ogilvie

(joint call)
Calif, PST X Gov.
Reagan

Mass, EST ¥ Sen, Brooke

W, Va, EST Leonard® X Gov. Moore

5. Dakota MST X Hirsch X Thompson
{(Joint call)

Wash, PST X Gov, Evans

Del, EST X Sen., Boggs X Gov, Peterson
{ioint call)
Georgia EST X Thompson
Fentucky EST Nunn X
N. H, EST X Powell X Thomson
{joint call)
N, Carolica EST X Helms X Holshouser
(joint call)

Rhode Island EST

\;/%:

Chafee ¥ DeSimone
(joint call)
H¢

/ Popom st o o D T2l 0 F e P R -~ 3
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9 & no chance



Time

State Z.one

-3 -

Gubernatorial
Candidzate

Senate
Candidate

CREP
Chairman

OCther

Priority II {(Continued)

S, Carolina EST
Virginia EST
Iowa - CST
Kansas CsT
Nebraska CcsT
Cklahoma CsST
Tenn, Cs5T
Maine EST
Colorado MST
Idaho MST
Montana MST
N, Mexico MST
Wyoming MST
Oregon PST
Alaska + 5
Priority III
Vermont EST
Arkansas Cs8T
Indiana CsT
N. Dakota CST
Utah

MST

X Sen, Thurmond
X Scott
Sen, Miller
X Sen, Pearson
X. Sen, Curtis
X Bartlett
X Sen. Baker
X Sen. Smith
X Sen, Allott
X McClure
X Hibbard X Smith
{joint call)
X Domenici
X Sen, Hansen
X Sen, Hatfield
X Sen. Stevens

- Gov. Ray
Kay

X Hackett o
Blaylock

X Bowen

X Larsen

Strike®

X denotes individual(s) to be called.

o = no chance



There would be three brief texts prepared for the President's use, one
that contains the message of get out the vote, one for a call to a CREP
Chairman, and one for a call to a candidate,

Individual call sheets would he prepared that would contain the necessary
information about the thrust of the call and refer the President to the
appropriate talking points,

The talking points would he prepared bv Ray Price, the Senate candidate
calls by Timmons /Dent, and the CREP calls by MacGregor, with all of the
aforementioned ultimately cleared through Chuck Colson, For those to
receive a scheduled call, the individual to be contacted would be notified
by the individual who prepared the briefing paper, I will prepare the
schedule of calls,

Approve Disapprove

cc: C. Colson
W. Timmons



ELECTORAL VOTE FORICAST AS OF OCIOBER 25, 1372

=
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XON

McGOVERN

{9) Alzbarma - { 5} Vebruska
{ 6) Arizona { &) Yew Hamps:irse
{ 6) Arkxansas (13 fiorth Caro
(17) Florida ( 3) Horth Dakods
SAFE {12) Gecrgia { &) sklzhoma
" { 4) Idano { 8) South Carclina
{13) Indisn {10) Tonnessee
“{ 7) Kansas A L) Uteh
{ 9) Kentucky { 3) Vermon
{10) Ilouisisna {12) Virginia
{ T) Mississippi {170}
{ 7) Colorado { L) Mcontana { 3) District of
( 8) Connecticut ( 3) Nevada Columbisa
( 3) Delaware { &) Yev Mexico
FAIRLY (26) Illinois (25) ohis
SAFE { 8) Iova { 6) Crezon
{ 4} Maine (27) Penmsylvenia
{15} Marylaad (22) Teins
- (10) Minnescta { 6) West Virginia
(12) Missouri { 3) Wouing (192) ( 3
. { 3) Alaska {17} Few Jersey (1}) Massachusetts
CLOSE (ks5) California {41) Few York (L) Rhods Island
{ &) Fawaii { 9) Washington  (140) | ( &) South Dakota
(21) Micnigan {11) Wisconsin
( 33)
TOTALS 502 36

Opinion Res
Princeton,

ezarch Corporaticn
tlew Jersey



Oetober 26, 1972 %%)f

MEMORANDUM FOR: GORDON STRACHAN \
FROM: L., HIGBY

What's the possidility of getting Tester to do an updated
slection analysis? Also, whatever happened to the great
sloction analysis that Benharm was going to do on a weekly
basis for us? We zever ssemed to have gotten this.

e RV N /0/7/7
adY o) 3
m/?( W LN /fMiQ/
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What'e the possibility of . Testax'io 40 on upiated
slestion saalyeis? Aleo, 1 ' o the great
slection anulysis that Benhan was geing to 4o on & weekly
basia for us? th#m&ﬁ gotten this,

LH:Xb




THE WHITE HOoUusE P(

WASHINGTON i U

sr

Date: 10/27/72 \J!l
| 4

TO: ' LARRY HIGBY

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
Attached is Benham's most recent
election projections. I hadn't
sent it to you because of Bob's

very negative reaction originally.

Teeter's will be ready Tuesday.

o
,(pf’q/aw//%———

AL~ )



OPINION RESEARCH CORPORATION
Research Park * Princeton, N.]J.

Memorandum fo-13-72

Pondon

T e

Thomas CW. Benham



ELECTCRAL VOTE FORECAST AS OF OCTOBER 12, 1972

NIXON MCGQVERN
( 9) Alabama ( 3) Newvada
( 6) Arizona ( 4) New Hampshire
( 6) Arkansas ( 4) New Mexico
( 7) Colorado (13) North Carolina
{ 3) Delaware { 3) North Dakota
(17) Florida ( 8) Oklahoma
SAFE (12) Georgia { 6) Oregon
( 4) Idsho ( 8) South Carolina
{ 7) Kansas (10) Tennssse=
( 9) Kentucky {26) Texas
{10) Louisiana ( %) Utan
( 7) Mississippi {( 3) Vermont
( 4) Montana {(12) Virginia
( 5) Nebraska ( 3) Wyoming (213)
( 3) Alaska 4) Maine ( 3) District of
. ( 8) Connecticut (10) Maryland Columbia
FATRLY {(26) Illinois (17) New Jersey
SAFE (13) Indiana (25) Ohio
( 8) Iowa (27) Pennsylvania  (1L41) ( 3)
(45) California {(12) Missouri (14) Massachusetts
CLOSE ( L) Hawaii {(41) New York ( 4) Rhode Island
(21) Michigan ( 9) Washington { 4) South Dakote
(10) Minnesota ( 6) West Virginis (1L8) | (11) Wisconsin
(32)
TOTALS 502 34

Opinion Research Corporation
Princeton, New Jersey



1972 ELECTORAL VOTE FORECAST

Qctober 12, 1972

ESTIMATED EILECTORAL
NIXON VOTE
PERCENTAGE TOTALS STATES
66.1 and over ( 9) Alavams ( 7) Mississippi
4( 6) Arizona { 5) Nebraska
(17) Florida (13) North Carolina
, (12) Georgia ( 8) Oklahoma
134 4( 4) Tdaho ( 8) South Carolina
4 ( 9) Kentucky (10) Tennessee
(10) Louisiana ( 4) Utah
(12) Virginia
61.1 - 66.0 ( 6) Arkansas ?( L) New Mexico
f( 7) Colorado ( 3) North Dakota
79 ( 3) Delaware 4 ( 6) Oregon
. { 7) Kansas (26) Texas
. 4( 4) Montana ( 3) Vermont
' 4( 3) Nevada $( 3) Wyoming
4( L) New Hampshire
56.1 - 61.0 4 ( 3) Alaska ( &) Maine
( 8) Connecticut (10) Maryland
141 (26) Illinois (17) New Jersey
(13) Indisna (25) Ohio
( 8) Iowa (27) Pennsylvania
51.1 - 56.0 (45) California (12) Missouri
148 4( L) Hawaii (41) New York
(21) Michigan ( 9). Washington
(10) Minnesota ( 6) West Virginia
Iess than 51 { 3) Distriect of Columbia
(14) Massachusetts
( %) Rhcde Island
36 ( 4) South Dakota
¢ (11) Wisconsin

l

fl

“«— —
it

State has moved up since October L classification

Opinion Research Corporation
Princeton, New Jersey

State has moved down since Oetober 4 classification
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