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LD . '" 
BY GEORGE SKELTON . 

.LOS ANGELES (UPI)··QEORG£ . MCGOVERN RECORDED ANOTHER UPSURGE 
MJOR POLL SUNDAY AS HE PREPARED TO YACE· HUBERT HUIIPHREY AND THR 
OfHERS WHO FORCED ·THEIR WAY ONTO THE PROGRAM IN THE FINAL NATI ....~...,..,.. 
TELEVISED DEBATE BEFORE TUESDAY· S CRUCIAL 'CALIFORNIA PRIMARY .'~~~~1i;~;~ 

A NEW CALIFORNIA POLL SHOWED MCGOVERN AND PRESIDENT NIXON RUNNING' . 
ilIEN AT 41 PER CENT EACH IN THE STATE WHICH WILL O'FER THE LARGESt.' 

OF ELEctORAL VOTES IN THE NOVEMBER GENERAL ELECTION. HUMPHREY.' '.­
. TRAILED NIXON BY 8 POINTS, ''''2-3'''_ . '... .' ";-:;;~",,":'.. ~>; 

. HUltPHREY·S CAMPAIGN MANAGER, JACK CHESTNUT, IbNTlltE .APPEALED TO 
~".'. laOCRATIC, NATIONAL CHAIRfiAN LAWRENCE F. O· BRIEN TO "TAKE IMflEDIATE. . 

NiP APPROPRIATE ACTION TO ENFORCE COMPLIANCE" WITH AN AGREEMENT OM .:; 
:\. lIEDIA SPENDING HE CHARGED MCGOVERN IS VIOLATING· IN CALIFORNIA."',' .. 

ICGOVERN HAS DENIED VIOLATING THE AGREEIIENT. '-. ,?~:;···-:-;~ft:f~J.~:.· 
THE THIRD TV DEBATE SUNDAY ON ABC· S ISSUES AND ANSWERS HAD FIVE 

PARt ICIPANTS. IN ADDITION TO MCGOVERN AND HUMPHREY, SOU' PARTICI 
III THE FIRST TWO DlBATIS, THE FINAL ENCOUNTER INCLUDED LOS ftlIQI......Ir.~·"iI 

SAM YORTY, REP. SHIRLEY CHISHOLM OF NEW YORK AND RETIRED 
TAYLOR HARDIN t PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF' SOV 'GEORGE 

. CALIFORNIA WRITE-IN CANDIDATE. .~" 
< .,' NEITHER HUMPHREY NOR MCGOVERN WAS . ....,W 
'~ADDITIONS. HUMPHREY SAID BEFORE THE SHOW THEY WOULD "OBVI 

, . "'. '. THE PERFORMANCE." MCGOVERN REFUSED TO APPE'AR W ITK 
DEMANDING THAT THE· OTHERS ALSO BE INcLUDED . 

ABC'S DECISION TO MAKE. IT A FIVE-IElBER DEBATE' "'''"''''.v........ 
Q)URT ORDER FRIDAY THAT MRS. CHISHOLM BE SIVEN FlEE EQUAL, T 

OF HER EXCLUSION FROM THE OTHER DEBATES ON, NBC' AID" "'D~••g:'If' 
IICGOVERN .. THE FAVORITE IN CALIFORNIA'S. PRIMARY WITH: ITS~" 

DELEGATE VOTiS, ALSO PICKED UP AN ADDITIONAL· Ut;"'1ioI.o4ioUft 
Q(LAHOMA AND THREE, IN KENTUCI(Y SATURDAYt ' BRIN6118 HIS: 

A THIRD OF THE 1,"9 NEEDED TO NON NATE' THE _ ".,....... -r 

C'ANDIDATE AT THE DEIIOCRATIC',NATIONAL CONVENTION. ,~,~~~~/~~~~ 
THREE OTHER PRIMARIES ALSO WILL BE HELD' TUESDAY·· 

109 DELEGATES, NEW IEXICO·S WITK 18 AND/SOUTH DAKOTA·S WITH~11 
lcaOVERN AND HUMPHREY ARE BOTH ON THi: BALLOT IN 'NEV .JERSIY~ 

.' IEXICO, BUT MCGOVERN IS UNOPPOSED IN HIS' HOllE STATEOY. SOUT~') 
,: THE NEW CALIFORNIA POLL SHOWED A SUBSTANTIAL GAIN FOR,;,MCaOVERN 
:,' CDIIPARED TO A PREVIOUS SURVEY MAY 1. 1M THE EARLIER POLL~JI£i:. ."....._ .. 
. ". NIXON BY ,~3 TO 39 PER CENT AND IN FEBRUARY"WAS EVEN-­ 'BACK; 

,::'. .. 4!·~~14~fc:EYCE:tso: ROSE BY ONE" PE~tNiA~E'3i:iT;riER 
-i '; IIlNTK AGO BY ""'-35., '. ':.' -;.-.~ ;~~ '>*,':>!\i~;:'~1;""\'~~~~r~'.Ji~.t . , 

'. ," THE PARTIALLY PARALYZED VALi..ACE;'·WABUB'A CONCENTRATED· 
":':. CAIIPAIGN THROUGH HIS WIFE, SON AND SUPPORTERS" RECORDED 9 . _~·,·,V_4". 

WHEN HATCHED WITH NIXON AND UTHER lcaOVERN OR HUIIPHREY· III 
. THREE-WAY RACE. . •. 1}' ,'. ~ ,'.: .","". 5t.i<";r';'(~'·rf:~ii,i;¢,:.. 
,:.. HUMPHREY·S CAMPAIGN' MANAGER CONtENDED Ii.-" 'LETTER' O·BRIEN ... ~ .... ­
"IfCSOVERN HAD' SPENT $507,ISe ON TELEVISION AND RADIO COIIIlERCIALS. 
': IEIIOCRATIC PRESIDENTI At CONTENDERS HAD AGREED TO SPEND ONLY S"'3, 
I IN CALIFORN IA. .. ~,' !. ·:'."i. '!,·~t;;'·~~~~..,~fp:;,;~~· 
.' " THE HUMPHREY STRATEGIST BASED KIS FIGURES ON· U.fF.ORIlATIOH· . 
'IIIAS RELEASED BY THE BROADCAST IEDIA. . . '. ." .'~: ,'t:·,c,. >~",'/:,,"'" '$f:.;,;r." :" 

" MCGOVERN'S CAMPAIGN, MEANTIME, ANNOUNCED, THAt' lIoRi THAN 2'~18 
VOLUHTEERS WOULD PARTICIPATE TUESDAY IN -THE lOST EXTENSIVE, 
GET-OUT-TKE-VOTE PROGRAM IN THE HISTORY 0'> CALIFORNIA PR 

IONS.•. ' . . ,,' I 
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THE WHOTE HOUStS) r".~ 
~WASHINGTON 

May 12, 1972 ~~ 

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: R. H. FINCH 

FYI 

• 



---------------------------------------.---

Sacralnento Report 
from 

Robert G. Beverly 
ASSEwlBLYIVIAN 
FOR~'Y-SIXTH DISTRICT 

April 1972 

Dear Friends: 

I am pleased to have this opportunity to preview 
some of the major issues we face at the 1972 Session of 
the State Legislature. 

aker of the Assembly Bob Ivioretti re-appointed me as 
Chairman of the Assembly Criminal Jvstice Committee, which 
handles all slation dealing with criminal offenses, 
peace officers, firearms, drugs, criminal court procedure, 
correctional and reh litation facilities. I am also a 
member of the Finance and Insurance Committee, Constitu­
-<:ional Amendments Committee and the Local Government Com­
_,littee. 

COASTAL A1.TD ENVIROlil\1ENTAL PROTECTION 

Coastal protection -- one of the issues of con­
servationists and one especially important to the 46th 
Assembly District -- is before the slature again this 
year. The measures introduced to date seek to assure that 
any development along the coastal zone would be coordinated 
to prevent the loss of California's precious and irreplace­
able resources. I am optimistic that a measure to preserve 
our coastline will be enacted this year. 

In enacting such legislation, however, it is important 
that the private property interest in the coastal zone be 
protected as well. Local government must retain a strong 
voice in the development of any pll.ns formulated for pro­
tection of the coastal zone. 
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CONSUMER PRO'I'ECTION 

I introduced As Bill 659 to give consumers who 
purchase products with warranties additional protection. 
My bill proposes that the transfer of goods from one per­
son to another du the lifetime of an express or implied 
\varranty shall not terminate that warranty. There is no 
reason the seller should not be made to stand behind his 
warranty even though the product is resold. 

EDUCA,}'IONAL FINANCING 

In the light of the State Supreme Court's decision 
voiding the exis system of financing public education 
because it discriminates aga low-wealth school dis­
tricts, this subject will be a or issue at the current 
leg lative session. Several measures have been introduced 
to change the entire scope of educational financing, and 
extensive committee studies are underway to insure an 
equitable and balanced program. 

VOTING RECORD 

I was honored recently by being rated as having one 
of the best voting records on major environmental measures 
introduced at the 1971 Session of the Legislature. Legis­
lative Birdwatchers, Inc., a group of c izens who index 
the voting records of State slators on these important 
issues have rated me at 96% - second h t in the Assembly. 

The Coal ion for cleart Air also rated me as the only 
member of th,,:, Assembly having a 100% voting record on air 
pollution legislation at the 1970 islative session. ) 

REI>.PPORTIONMENT 

The battle on reapportionment continues during the 
current legislative session. The California Supreme Court 
ruled that if the Legislature could not reach agreement on 
reapportionment this year, the Court would settle it by 
the 19 election. The Court validated the new Congres­
sional District boundaries, but the current Assembly and 
Senate Districts rama~n unchanged for the 1972 elections. 

PROPERTY TAX RELIEF 

Several measures have been introduced to increase the 
$750 homc::owners property tax exemption at the current 
session. A Constitutional Ame~dment was also introduced 
to limit real property taxes to 1% of the full cash value. 
Some form of property tax relief is urgently needed, and 
I will continue to support reasonable measures to lessen 
this burden. 



-------
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APRIL 1972 

.QUESTIOl\iNAIRE 

I am interested in your opinions on particular problems 
which might be solved by legislative action at the State 
level. please complete, stamp and return this questionnaire 
to assist me to better represent you in Sacramento. 

* * * * * * * * * 
1. 	 Would you favor a law to legalize prostitution?

I' Ye 	 No Undecided 

2. 	 As an automobile owner, do you suppport the idea of 
required annual inspections of all vehicles to insure 
their safe operat condition and compliance with anti ­
pollution laws? 
Ye No UndecidedCo-.. 

3. 	 Would you favor statewide lotteries for raising addi­
tional revenues to support local schools? 
Yes No Undecided------ ­

ill 
1--1 4. Do you support the idea of state-controlled off-track 

ttl 
ill bet ng as a means of increasing revenues? 

Yes UnQecided.c: 	 ------- ­
u 
.U 5 • How would you assess the accomplishments of Governor.jJ 

ill Reagan's administration? 
P Good 	 Poor 

\ 
6. 	 Do you believe that the State should provide financial 

aid to private and parochial schools? 
Yes No Undecided------_. 

7. 	 Do you approve of heroin addicts being given methadone 
under a med lly supervised maintenance program? 
Ye No Undecided"------­

8. 	 Should our present abortion laws be liberalized? 

Ye No Undec 


9. 	 Present law provides for criminal penalties for certain 
kinds of sexual conduct between consenting adults in pri ­
vate. Would you favor a bill to eliminate these penal­
ties? 

TJndeciYes------ ­



--------

-----------------

---------------------

10. 	 There has been much discussion regarding the penalties 
for using marijuana. Do you feel the penalties should: 1 

Remain unchanged Be more severe_________ 
Be less severe 

11. 	 If you were voting for a successor to Governor Reagan 
today, who would you support among the following whose 
names are mentioned as possible candidates? (Listed 
alphabetically.) 

secretary of State Edmund G. Brown, Jro____________ 

Presidential Aide Robert H. Finch 

Controller Houston I. Flournoy____________________ 

Minority Leader Bob Monagan._______________ 

Speaker Bob Moretti__________________________________ 

Sena tor George Moscone,,--___________________ 

Lt. Governor Ed Reinecke 

Attorney General Evelle J. Younger


.1 

Other 	 ---------------- ­

Stamp 

Assemblyman Robert G. Beverly 
46th Assembly District Office 
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway 
Redondo Beach, California 90277 
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Bob Beverly has sent out 76,000 questionnaires to 
his district and 4800 returns are in. 

Who would you like to be Governor in 1974? 

BrO\vn 
Finch 
Flournoy 
Honagan 
Horetti 
}1oscone 
Reinecke 
Younger 

440 
845 

55 
20 

174 
42 

523 
771 

2870 

1. Nould you favor a law to legalize prostitution? 

Yes 2339 
No 2085 
Undecided 406 

4830 

2. Do you Supp0rt an:lludl ins.I?8(;Lion or ctll v(;;!hicles? 

Yes 3252 
No 1216 
Undecided 347 

4815 

3. Do you favor statewide lottery for revenues for schools? 

Yes 3316 
No 1235 
Undecided 291 

4842 

4. Do you support state controlled off-track betting? 

Yes 3096 
No 1343 
Undecided 386 

4825 
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5. How would you assess accomnlishmcnts of RR? 

Good 2133 

Fair 1483 

Poor 1162 


4778 

6. 	 Do you believe state should provide aid to private 
and Parichial schools? 

Yes 	 1521 
No 	 2853 
Undecided 433 

4807 

7.· 	Do you approve of methodone treatment for addicts (heroin)? 

Yes 3541 

No 531 

Undecided 744 


4816 

8. 	 Should the present abortion laws be liberalized? 

Yes 2742 

No 1619 

Undecided 456 


4817 

9. 	 Would you favor a law to eliminate penalties for 
sexual conduct between consenting adults? 

Yes 3012 

No 1364 

Undecided 461 


<1837 
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10. 	 Penalties for using marijuna -- do you feel the 
pentilties should: 

Remain unchanged 1109 
I-!ore 	 severe 1171 
I.ess 	severe 2336 

4616 



Additional questions for Assembly District poll 

1. The California Supreme Court has abolished the death 

penalty in California. Do you agree1 

yes 

no . 

undecided 

2. Should there be liberalization of the laws governing 

the ~isemination of information and materials for 

prophylactic (birth control) purposes? 

yes 

no 

undecided 



Bagley Poll - May 9, 1972 (partial returns) 

Who would you like to see as Governor in 1974? 

Republican Democrat Non-Partisan Total 

Brown 26 117 18 161 


Finch 271 55 22 348 


Flournoy 33 8 4 45 

~::-

Moretti 9 30 3 42 


Moscone 15 62 8 85 


Reineake 228 33 .9 270 


Tunney 28 127 16 171 


Younger ..175 41 18 234 


None 15 28 22 65 


Undecided lA8 102 19 269
.. 
948 603 139 1690 


~' 



ORC West, Inc.: 425 Battery Street, San Francisco, California 94111 telephone: 415/433-1788 
INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS: PRINCETON, NEW JERSEY 08540 

JOHN M. TYLER, Vice President 
May 19, 1972General Manager, ORC West, Inc. 

Mr. Thomas W. Benham 
President 
Opinion Research Corporation 
North Harrison Street 
Princeton, New Jersey 08540 

Dear Tom: 

• 


This memorandum is our best guess as to the people most likely to be 
doing political research in California. Some of it is based on infor­
mation from Carolyn -- who has worked at Field, Communications Research 
Center and West Coast Community Surveys, and from Betty White who 
recently worked at Communications Research C~nter. 

As you know, there are literally hundreds of "marketing research firms" 
in Los Angeles and the Bay Area. We do not have any information on most 
of the small shops. 

As far as I know from talking with researchers who have done political 
research locally, it is generally not a very profitable segment of the 
business. Competition for political research assignments is often in­
tense because of the public relations value they believe it gives them. 
Research houses are willing to cut their bids and often lose money on 
the work. In addition, unsuccessful candidates often are hard to pin 
down for p~ent after election time. 

It is my guess that the great majority of political research being done 
for municipal and state level candidates for office is done by small 
research shops who are successful bidders on the basis of price. Further, 
it is probable that the research is assigned through public relations 
firms handling the candidates' campaigns. 

With that preamble, here is what we would guess about some of the 
California firms: 

Field Research 

Carolyn worked for Field a few years ago. At that time Merv was 
accepting no custom political research candidates for election 
in California, although he was working for candidates in other 
western states. His point of view was that accepting California 

CHICAGO' LONDON' LOS ANGELES' MEXICO CITY' MONTREAL' NEW YORK' SAN FRANCISCO' TORONTO' WASHINGTON, D.C. 



Mr. Thomas W. Benham 
Page 2 
May 19, 1972 

assignments would compromise the integrity and believability 
of his syndicated California Poll, which, as you know, has 
wide distribution in California newspapers and is widely quoted 
on radio and television news programs. Merv's personal 
political leanings are toward the Democratic Party. 

Communications Research Center 

When Hugh Schwartz was running Communications Research Center, 
it was doing some work for candidates for the legislature and 
local mayoral and municipal office seekers. Candidates they 
have worked for are Senator John Tunney, Mayor Alioto and 
State Representative Phillip Burton. The current management 
is probably not actively seeking this kind of business since 
it was often unprofitable business. 

Public Response? Inc. 

This is a very small, new research firm run by the aforementioned 
Hugh Schwartz. He personally is very'interested in this type of 
research, and is most likely aggressively soliciting it. We do 
not know how much, if any, he is currently doing. 

Drossler Research Corporation 

It is possible that Drossler is handling sub-contracting assign­
ments from public relations firms. 

Haug Associates, Inc. 

Haug's total research volume is probably about the same as Field 
Corporation and it is probable that they are involved in political 
research. Their Board of Directors includes many high placed, well­
known California businessmen. It is likely that they are getting 
some assignments through these connections. I vould guess their 
orientation is toward Republican candidates. 

MSl 

MSl is a very profitable, high volume field and tab outfit head­
quartered in Los Angeles, which is run by Dick Hurlburt, an 
ex-Field employee Merv fired several years ago. It is likely that 
MSI is doing political research because of its low-cost structure 
and reputation for good field and tab work. 



Mr. Thomas W. Benham 
Page 3 
May 19, 1972 

West Coast Community Surveys 

This firm is primarily known as a very high quality, expensive, 
interviewing service, with the bulk of its business coming from 
academia and governmentally funded assignments. It is doubtful 
that they are doing much of this kind of work because of their 
cost structure. 

There has recently been a large-scale, state-wide survey dealing with 
attitudes toward the controversial Proposition 9 "The Pollution Initiative" 
which will appear on the June ballot. Although I do not know the research 
firm inVOlved, it was chosen by Whittaker and Baxter, the public relations 
firm handling the opposition point of view to Proposition 9. My guess 
would be that the research was done by MSI . 

• 
That's about all we can piece together on the local political scene. 
hope it is helpful. 

Best regards,. 
OPINION RESEARCH CORPORATION (west) 

A 

M. Tyler 
Vice President, General Manager 

JMT:bjw 

I 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

February 8, 

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN 

On. January 10 you asked about a 
California poll that showed the 
President at 28%. My January 13 
mem.orandum. responding is attached. 

Tom Reed just sent you the last 
poll with this DMI question. It 
shows the President at 32%. 

Attachment 



The California Delegation 

to the Republican National Convention of 1972 


pledged to the re-election of President Richard M. Nixon 

Governor Ronald Reagan, Chairman 


Thomas C. Reed, Vice Chairman ~ 

1 February 1972 

Mr. H. R. Haldeman 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Bob: 

Enclosed is a copy of our final monthly survey. As the Dele­
gation Organizing Committee cannot use information beyond 
this point[ our participation now terminates. 

I have arranged for one Nixon-McCloskey-Ashbrook question 
of Republicans to be carried in January. The results will be 
a vailable before the Committee's final meeting. 

Very best regards I 

~ Tho~arc. Reed 

Enclosure 
TCR:h 

Post Office Box 371 • San Rafael, California 94902 • (415) 456-7310 



LISTENING POST 

PRELIMINARY SURVEY RESULTS I 18 JANUARY 1972 
1,049 Telephone Interviews in Los Angeles and Orange Counties I December 1971 

1. 	 REPUBLICAN PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY (Republicans only) 

"Suppose you were voting for the group who will select the Republican 
presidential nominee -- which group of the following three would you 
favor: A group pledged to support Richard M. Nixon; a group pledged to 
support a candidate more conservative than Richard M. Nixon; or a group 
pledged to support a candidate more liberal than Richard M. Nixon? 

More 	 More 
Liberal Nixon Conservative No 
Group Group Group Opinion 

Los Angeles and Orange Counties I&.% • 58% 15% 11% 

Los Angeles County only 	 17% 59% 14% 11% 
Orange County only 	 14% 56% 18% 13% 

2. 	 DEMOCRAT PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY (open ended question I asked of Democrats 
only) 

"Which Democrat would you personally like to see nominated for President? 

This Survey 
Dec. Nov. Oct. Sept. Aug. 

E. Muskie 28% 30% 30~1o 34% 18% 
E. Kennedy 21% 26% 26% 29% 32% 
H. Humphrey 19% 15% 13% 8% 13% 
G. McGovern 11% 8% 10% 10% 8% 
J. Lindsay 4% 2% 5% 5% 8% 
H. Jackson 3% 5% 2% 2% 4% 
All others 14% 14% 12% 12% 19% 



PRELIMINARY SURVEY RESULTS, 18 JANUARY 1972 	 Page 2 

3. GENERAL ELECTION 

A. To 	meas ure a base level of support: "Now, if the election for President 
were held today and Richard Nixon were runnirg for reelection, would 
you vote for him? " 

No 
Yes No Depends Answer 

This survey I December 32.2% 40.6% 23.5% 3.7% 
November 27.2% 43.8% 26.5% 2.7% 
October 28.6% 42.6% 25.5% 3.3% 
September 28.9% 40.5% 22.9% 7.7% 
August 30.4% 43.5% 17.6% 8.5% 

*Los Angeles County only 
Nov. and Dec. 28.4% 44.7% 23.6% 3.3% 

Orange County only I 
Nov. and Dec. 35.9% 30.5% 30.8% 2.7% 

Republicans only I L.A. 
& Orange I Nov. 
and Dec. 59.2% 10.9% 27.4% 2.5% 

B. Head to head vs. Kennedy and Wallace 
No 

Nixon Kennedy Wallace Opinion 

*L.A. County, Nov. & Dec. 40% 41% 7% 12% 

L.A. & Orange, Dec. 	 44% 37% 6% 13% 
L.A. & Orange, Nov. 	 42% 39% 7% 12% 
L.A. & Orange I Aug. 	 39% 44% 9% 8% 

*Los Angeles County is reasonably representative of California as a whole. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Administratively Confidential 

January 13, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G 

SUBJECT: California Poll 

You asked what the California poll was (supposedly ours) 

that showed 28% for the re-election of Nixon. 


Decision Making Information, one of the three pollsters 

working for the Campaign Committee through Bob Teeter, 

conduqts a monthly poll in Los Angeles and Orange County. 

Tom Reed, the Republican National Committeeman for 

California, purchased the following question in 

November: 


"Now, if the election for Presideni! were held today 
and Richard Nixon were running for re-election, would 
you vote for him?" 

Yes No Depends No Answer 

This survey 
November 

-
27.3% 43.8% 26.4% 2.6% 

The full results are attached. 

Tom Reed sends the poll results to the Attorney General. 
Harry Dent occasionally receives copies and forwards them 
to you. Since you have indicated previously that you did 
not want to see individual state polls, they have not 
been forwarded to you. 

Lyn Nofziger told me that when he saw these results in 
December he instructed Tom Reed not to ask that question 
again. It was not asked in the December or January DMI 
poll. 

When Bob Teeter called DMI to check on whether this 27.3% 
result was the only result close to the 28% figure you 
mentioned, DMI was surprised his inquiry came so late. 
Apparently the results have been known in California since 
the middle of December. 

Mort Allin has not seen any press coverage of this poll. 



94901 

THOMAS C. REED 
MEMBER 

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE: 
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42.6% 

LISTENING POST 


Preliminary Survey Rest,llts, 12 December 1971 

1013 Telephone Interviews in Los Angeles and Orange Counties, November 1971 

1. DEMOCRAT PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY (Democrats only) 

This Survey . 
November October September August 

E. Muskie 31% 30% 34% 18% 
E. Kennedy 27% 26% 29% 32% 
H. Humphrey 15% 13% 8% 13% 
G. McGovern 7% 10% 10% 8% 
H. Jackson 6% 2% 2% 4% 
J. Lindsay 2% 5% 5% 8% 
All others 13% 12% 12% 19% 

2. GENERAL ELECTION 

To measure a base level of support: "Now, if the election for President were 
held today and Richard Nixon were running for re-election, would you vote for 
him?" • ~\ 

(jf" No 
Yes. No Depend~ Answer 

This survey, November 27.3% 43.8% 2.6%26.4%1
October 28.6% 25.5% 3.3% 
September 28.9% 22.9% 7.7% 

. August 30.4% 17.6% 8.5% 

Head to Head: No 
R. Nixon E. KennedyG. Walke Answer 

Total, L.A. & Orange Co. 41. 7% 39.4% 7.3% 11.6% 

Republicans 84.0% 7.7% 3.7% 4.7% 
Democrats 20.3% 60.4% 7.8% 11.5% 
Independents 36.2% 31.0% 13.2% 19.5% 

L. A. County only* 39.0~ 42. 5~ 7.4% 11.1% 
Orange County only 58.5% 20.5% 7.0% 14.0% 

Total, L. A. & Orange Co. , 
August survey 39.4% 44.0% 8.5% 8.0% 

*Los Angeles County is reasonably representative of California as a whole. 
""---- ­



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 10, 1972 

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL 

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN 

FROM: H. R. HALDEMAN /..1­
Find out, please, what the California poll was,(supposedly ours) 
that showed 28% for the reelection of Nixon•• 
This is one that was reported recently and I am sure it was a 
listing of the whole field or something like that, but I'd like to 
know precisely what the method was on it and wp.at the actual 
results were. 



THE WHITE HOUSE ~ WASHINGTON 

February 9, l~ 

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN ~ 
Thought the attached might ~~ 

be of interest to you. ~ 
~ 

'/R1::7' /}

~C/4?a<~ 

Bob Finch 

Counsellor to the President 




24th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

600 Interviewed 

ReEublican onll: Most imEortant issues - (open end-­
more than 100% 

Finch 49.5 
Taxes/Fiscal/Property Tax Relief 21.2 

'Richardson 27.6 

,,;' 
Local improvements 19.2 

Don't know 22.9 (traffic, freeways) 

Education/Bussing 14.7 
Finch 61.9 

Crime 11,.2 
McColl 11.1 

Bollution/Ecology 8.2 
oOn't know 27.0 

Racial 2.3 

Finch 49.8 Quality of government 1.8 

Richardson 24.4 

McColl 4.1 

Don't know 21. 7 

Democrats and Republicans: 

Finch 54.0 

Binkley 19.5 

Don't know 26.5 

Richardson 41.0 


Binkley 20.0 


Don't know 39.0 
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__ l ltt \\n'0r li:--1Fil n'lDl? ,,, 0 r f":"",r;n,,; jni('r~ ~ch0(lul('\d a ncv:~ c0nrr:rcnce nlitlc-d their nan1r~., iO Rcpuhl~ .. 
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t 
nOUlke .., ",(jSlOn\\,.",~1 Of a £3InSt Bl'ildrv In;j poll 

r~('~·" in',!,,,,, :;;~l~,cCo;~·':.,~,'nill fine-h, i:1 ::::':'Tvr Tlle~c!<ly for nor TO run in the 2f)tli Di"trict both Rep\lblic<~ns ('nd D€'nH)­
O1.... l1!' ;i 1'-' d(\('j{h'.'-" ~f} f""f r il ((1rt'rrJ);;:~' lLL,ir!:! 0ver to lhr:,pf1rnary. ;crats. 

thC' ('('i",', a l":; L J'! h~l(";::lr': 0, 1\1(' j"HC: Rich;Jj'('"on ha~n't ypt oj,:· RC~llliSoflh('poll\\'ere: 

\V0(l;,rn t rr\ (> 11('1 l 'I uc;-.(!;*y. <: r nun 1l1{> edrthnu? ke .de- clo:;:{\d his r>f*!f.:.!on and :' IcC!)1l Rrpl'blicans only: 


"he I;;:;:n :,n ,)I'<'t{ :;"11 Fern?nri.. ;,'ptrrdf13 and Ein:dcy h;),,(' "both on- Findl ", .......... " ... , .. 4'l,,,i 

n. " ",,·;~,j,,<'t""i 111 '1,',,,!181 lnlej :l l;ou;lced they will run, Rich'lrrbon ............... 27,6: 
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l-U('!1'lf'b.·t'; Cit ..\!'(':' ,11,·1 Ot' Rill It'liUH' 10 C '1 (I,I/'n Rirh:trri50n. then 
:'leColI (;: \\',< Con;],J in lhe Finch ..................... 6L!l1 

June\) /,'y-,I .~1' . ..: Of W T 'If.' !'\lcCol! .................... lLlI 
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By CAROl.E 'IeKF.IXEY 

Robert ;;,1", 
ported th~c c:c"j}I-5lic ;,nd (1)"" 

ejgn pulic;cs of PresideLt ~ix .. 
on as h" 
the 
nitv 1'uf"cL1\' 

During a ~,:}0rt ~rJeech Finch 
touched on as varied as 
Vietnam. YH'de-added Wx. 
ending the dt'Jir, reorgal~izH:~; 
the budget, and the need fe:r 
more medic3l doctors in Hie 
nation, 

Finch said the President. 
while not being able-to "bring 
us all together" as he h"c! 
hoped, hod returned a SPlnt 
of civIlity to the COUlllI'Y, 

"We look to the Ill'X! decade 
with a great sell;:e of op­
timism," Finch said. 

"We have been stabilized, 
We are not cQming apart. 

"There lI'erE' ~ome of liS in 
the late nu:s who thought the 
country rmght have lost its 
sense of rational - that an 
era of violence h:ld taken 
over. 

"We mtBt now determine 
where we are goin~, who we 
are," he S<lid. "This is really 
the watershed point ill our 
history." 

:Finch mentioned briefly his 
period as secretary of HEW 
saying he thought lie had don~ 
a good job. 

G •." 
r-I 

r'; ......-.~ 

,~ ., 1 
.1 f u .... t...,; l~ 

. I <I> , ..-- """, 

~. ; ! .. ­
Fe snid that while' "I HEW 

he mmcHged to rut tbe payroll 
by tht! phasing out of cer­
ta:n joh~, 

"We cut it from $120,000 to 
$l{;;).{h}()." 

fir:ch s~id the 
is tryiug to 
bt1d~eL "But it 
mt;;":t govcrnmerit l'ESPDH~ 
sin'." he said. "We h:1\'e too 
DUiCh in the gon?!'nment of 
overpromise amI undNdeliv· 
CI'Y_ 

"We are tryhH; some revc­
luti'Jl1r~!'y proposnb. \\ e 3re 
c!)il~'rontt;d by an llrb.::m crIsiS 
in lite area of schools, In the 
past lIe hal-e relied too r,J!l~h 
Oll the property tax, Two 
commissions arE' now -.rorkillg 
on rrussible solutions to this 
prohJcm. The President will 
be 8lJsweri!1g this area soon, 
he said. 

Finch said one of the chan­
ges being luoked at is a s~ 
c3iled I'alue"adried (ax_ "This 
tax \\'onld ap;2iy to each tr;:;,ns­
::lc:0n 3!lj item got's through 
from m:.1nnfacturer to buy",!' " 
he said, "It may be \\'orih 
rJscu!:smg to relieve soaring 
pnptrty taxes, 

Finch said local govern­
ments are tied down 'Sv tbe 
curren! system which re­
quires government approval 

for matchinr fund projecfs, 
"We hOD~;- with rel'enlle 

sharing :(lat Los Angeles! 
COUnty, for example, will be I 
able to carry out projects un- ! 
fettered, I 

He charged that the Con­
gress is hdding up the Pres" 
idenl's inil0\':nive programs, 

''''VlwrhtT we can get a 
clear heari:1g on such things 
as rel'cnne sh3ring in a Pres­
idential "lrction year is doubt­
ful," Finch said_ 

He said !he w~r is "obvi­
ously I':inrling dOlm. 

"\\11011 we came into of­
fice." he said, "there were 
559.000 of our men in Viet­
nam_ :lIa\' 1 of this vear we 
will hav,," de-cscabted to 65,­
000 people, It cannot be dis­
puted that we are ending the 
war.H 

:Finch selid the winding 
down of the war is helping to 
cause the unemployment 
problems now faced on the 
domestic front. ":io one 
\\'ants unprnp!0,YrrlenL And th,.! 
President h;,S taken a hold 
rOllte to beak down the 
economic problems, 

"The im"r-rdationship be" 
tween the Vietnam War and 
the unemplnjill€nl is quite up­
parent." he $;1id, "We have 
released 2.2 million men onto 
the job market from the mili· 
tary and defense industrv. 
And th€y all have to fllid 
jobs," Finch said, 

"We have p3;sed the worst 
part, however, we have bitten 
the bullet on the economy"
he said. ' 

During the question period 
Los Angele3 City Councilman 
Louis R. Nowell appealed to 
Finch to ask tbe Pr0sident to 
find a way to let local govern­
ment hare more say over its I 
programs. 

"Please take (he messarrf" ' 
back," Nowd! said, "that \~e 
would rathel' d() it ourselL" I 

Seated at the he;}d table , 
with Finch were mem~rs of . 
the local sf'rvire dubs who I' 

sponsored the· event. Thev in­
cluded :\!r, and ;'.11'8, J-!nrrv : 
~!~Gregor repr",Prlting , 
Klw3nis: Mr. and l\lr~_ Kennl' 
Houge, HoU,ry: and :\lr. :md 
:\lrs, Bud HaS!1l11SSSen, Lions. 
S~pervis')r WiJlTen Dorn, j 

:\owell, and :\!r, and Mrs_ : 
Wellington Love of John I[~r" : 
!l1N'S office were also! 
pn's('nt. : 

:'>1aster of ceremonies was! 
bu~inessman Cbrk Drane.' 
The invocatioll was giV('n by 
the Hev. \\"B,wth ~lon>oll 
T?junr;a I'llbl ChJ'islia~ 
CJlurch, 
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! 

January 13, 1912 

MI'.!l40RANOUl:·! FOR I ({. R. HALDEMAli 

FROM: GOROOl~ STRACIl1\l-l 

SUBJECT: California Poll 
~ , 

You asked what the California poll was (supposedly ours)
that showed 26\ for the re-election of Nixon .. 

Decision Making Information, one of the three pollsters
working for the Campaign Committee through Bob Teeter# 
conducts a monthly poll in t,OS Angeles and Orange County. 
Tom Reed, the Republican National Committeeman for 
California, purchased the following question in ~ 
NovemperJ 

uNow, if the election for President were held today
and Richard Nixon were running for re-eleotion, would 
you vote for him?" 

No AnswerYes 
¥P -


This survey ­
November 

full results are attached. 

#J.'om Reed sends the poll results to the Attorney General. 
Harry Dent occasionally receives copies and forward. them 
to you. Since you have indicated previously that you did 
not want to see individual state polls, they have not 
been forwarded to you. 

Lyn Uofz!ger told me that when be saw thea. results in 
,December he instructed Tom P.eed not. to ask that question
again.. It was not asked in the Oeoember or January DMZ 
poll. . 

When Bob Teeter called DMZ to CheCk on whether ~is 27.3' 
r09ult was the only result close to the 28' figure you
mentioned, DMI was surprised his inquiry oame so late. 
Apparently the results have been known in California sinoe 
~l. middle of December. 

Mort Allin has not seen any press ooveraqG of this poll. 
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~ISTENING POST 
rHOMAS C. REED 

MENSER :urvey Res\.llts, 12 December 1971 
Los Angeles and Orange Counties, November 1971 

$03 D STREET. ROOM 3 

COMMITTEEMAN FOR CALIF. SAN RAFAEL. CALIF. 

THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 11490t 

;AH HATIONAL COMMITTEE (4IS) -4511·7310 PRIMARY (Democrats only) 

•
This Survey . 
November October September August 

E. Muskie . 31% 30% 34% 18% 
E. Ke.nnedy 27% 26% 29% 32% 
H. Humphrey 15% 13% 8% 13% 
G. McGovern 7% 10% 10% 8% 
H. Jackson 6% 2% 2% 4% 

80L
,\jJ. Lindsay 2% 5% 5% 

All others 13% 12% 12% 19% 

2. GENERAL ELECTION 

To measure a base level of support: "Now, if the election for President were 
held today and Richard Nixon were running for re-election, would you vote for 
him?U . ~\ 

(jf" No 
Yes No Depends' Answer 

This survey I November 27.3% 43.8% 2.6%26.4%1
October 28.6% 25.5% 3.3% 

September 28.9% 22.9% 7.7% 


. August 30.4% 17.6% 8.5% 


Head to Head: No 
R. Nixon E. Kennedy G. Wall=:ce Answer 

Total, L.A. & Orange Co. 41.7% 39.4% 7.3% 11.6% 

Republicans 84.0% 7.7% 3.7% 4.7% 
Democrats 20.3% 60.4% 7.8% 11.5% 
Independents 36.2% .31.0% 13.2% 19.5% 

L. A. County only* ~~IQ% ~2 5~ . 7.4% 11.1%I 

Orange County only 58.5% 20.5% 7.0% 14.0% 

Total, L.A. & Orange Co. I 

August survey 39.4% 44.0% 8.5% 8.0% 

*Los Angeles County is reasonably representative of California as a whole. 
~ . . 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 10, 1972 

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL 

MEMO~DUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN 

FROM: H. R. HALDEMAN /-1--­
Find out, please, what the California poll was.~upposedlY ours) 
that showed 28% for the reelection of Nixon. 

This is one that was reported recently and I am sure it was a 
listing of the whole field or something like that, but I'd like to 
know precisely what the method was on it and what the actual 
results were. , • 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANiA AVENUE. N W 

WASH1NGTON. D C. 20006 December 23, 1971 
{202\ 333·092.0 

DETERMINED TO BE AN 
ADMlNISTRATl V,t; i4,iiU\INGeOnFI:9El''11IA.i. 

E.O. 12065, Sectlon 6-10j.~ 
By~_4f£'-d.ARS. Date_A.:t2_.:.R:'­

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

The attached information from the ecent California Poll may be 
of interest to you • • 

Attachment 

e6NF!nEN~ 
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COPYR.l HT 1971 BY FIELD RESEARCH CORPORATION. FO~ FUBLlCl" TiOi-.J f.l'f SUSSCRIBERS ONLY 

R'-clcase /"737 For rci.:!uJ<; I"HURSD,l;Y, EMBER 9, 1971 

Get to iC-LARGE POTENTIAL FOURTH PARTY 
'10 P;' ;:i'JCi? WOULD HURT \/ocarion bcfor..:: 

DEMOCRATS r·~ Ico::c fC or if cont<2nt~ report ere divt..:lged to
" 

r $ prior to release t;'n~e.(son~ Outs 

by Mervin D" Field 

... 
_:nt are jog acros~ land and it is qUI tc possn,::>!clings of a possible 

t noxi year voters in states will have a'ballot cho cf four no~i 01 tickets. 

sta tes a rlondod an !'2:0Clre::. ing 

aai."':ing convention in Texas. n~-J i t~c If iy I the del 

reviewed the candidate field for I Iy 1972 pra'side vi bearers. 

. 
fou parly mov.:::mC;\f come:;'; from c vorkry of d:~offcctcd groups, s<Jch us 

miiilant young vote,s, blcck~, browns, women IS' I rs, consumerists, end anti-Vier activi~[$. While may 

lack unity on some poiicics,ond issues, their common grou:~d is their di!:sctisfcdion with the: prescnt socia! and 

Initial support 

i J '.,: 

political system. They see little difference bct\'ieen tne two mujor parties, and abhor George Wallace. In con­

ventional politicol description they oro liberCil, and if Ihcy did not form c k)urrh' po'rty, most of th0rn wOLdd 

,,1......... ta1~1 '1""''\0 rlf.... ~""'~I" ...... ,.!'".. "'.,' "t... .,.... I, ....... ,· ........ t .... 1·,,~ .• ~, ..
.<\ • ...... 



probably vote ODrnccratic m the lemt of "(:v<.!ro! (;vil~. 

• 1 d' I D .' . ,. I"" • I Tt •IS vmet Istums emOCI"Ctlc strQ~eglsrs a$ tney view next year s preSlcentla compol n. n<::)' tear 

that fourth pariy votes will mean defeat for pa~ry and the:: re-eicction of uQlicon Pres'jd8nt Richa Nixon, 

Last May, and again last month, the California Poll measured public;; sentiment toward a fourth parry 

movement this state for president. 

The survey1s msults indicate tn:1t th:::re is large potential vote for a fourth party in s state ~ Tn(-:; 

amount depends on who heads the Democratic porry ticket and who runs on tna fourth porty ticket. 

The survey also shows why Democrats have cause for weny: a fourth parly candidate draws more votes 

from Democraric than from Republican ranks. 

th}s latest test The Cal ifornia Pcll ~csted the current popularity of two men es possible fou pmly 

candidates: ex-Senator Eugene lvkCarthy ~'nd NeVI York Jl,cyor .:John lindsay. In each test Nixon wos lisled c: 

the GOP candidate and George Wellace esth(; AlP candidate. Dc;n,Qcratic candidates were rota~ed In order on 

these simulated ballots. 
(MORE) 
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I 
Tile Coj ifornia Pol j - page 2 

cendi rcs, rcsLit5 show Ihetilc ncifhcr McCarthy nc.,r Lind$c;y i ;1$ ~t rr. s;:: tests os 

.1McCar has much more support than Lind~ay. Neverthei~ss, in all cases c;xc one, tn,::; o?pearance a fOurth 

party stil! leaves Nixon with substantial plur~lit;e$. The exceprion is wne:1 Senaror Edward Kennedy is the 

Democrotic candidate. His appeal appears able to stem the dcfecrion of some nomi:1al Democratic votes 10 a 

fourth party 1 leaving him at least as strong as Nixon. 

In the table below are shown the current candiJare popularity standi:-;gs when KennedYr Musk (Of 

Humphrey is the Democratic candidate and McCarthy or LindsCl), cr,p fo~rrh party candi For corr:pa rison 

purposes, previously publishe,d three party results are also S;'O'/lrlo 

Three Parry 4 Pcrt;es(McCC;jh~ 4 Parties (lindsoy) 

Nixon 42% Nixo;") 37~~ ~",,: 1<0:1 39'?S 
~ 1Mu:;kie 40 b/\;,..;~k! c 30 ;'·/):...;:;ki·e .), 

Wallace 10 llcc€! '. 7 'fvrdlccc 7 
l\~cCcrthy 20 Undscy 18 

Den I t. know 8 Don1t know 0 :;- knew 5 

':( :-:C' ".l1~OINixon 42% ,;0:1 .... ...J /0 1'<lxcn v"; 10 

Kennedy 45 K 3nncdy 36 Kcnn0dy AI 
,"", 

lace 9 W-Jl',;( 6 vici lace 5 
J\"CC,J.I thy 18 Lr ndscy 15 

Don't know 4 Do!!:t know 5 D.)n or know L1 

.,
Nixon 46% iAOfl 3 Nixon 36qb 
Humphrey 35 Humphrey 25 ~~urnphrGy 30 
Wallace 10 Vhd!Clce . 7 V/c;!:JCG 7 

'/':tN,cC.:::rthy Li r.dscy 22-'" 
Don't know 9 Den't know 7 D;J:1't kno'N 5 

When less prominent prt.:'~idential contenders such 0$ Senators G80rG:' McGovcln, Henry Jeckson, 
,. 

Mayor 5c:m Yarty, Conaressman Wi Ibur Mills and Cc,,:,orcs:;wom;;n Shir!,.:;y Ch It:"!, or.:..: li$h.::d in Ih.::: D<..:mocratic 



.. 

slot, Nixonls pluralities becume even greater thon when Kcnn8dy, A~L,~kie, and Humphrey are tedu 

From this evidence, it would seen that if fourth party movement had as its motivating force the de~ire 

to change the status quo, it would instead accomplish the opposih;; -- the election of Richard Nixon. But this is 

only one way of looking at the situation. The.dlssidc:nts who \NOLdd rally around a fourth party bonner S0e In this 

exercise on opportunity to demonstrate iust ho~v powerful they are and expect that even if they don't poll a 

plurality of votes, they can influence the rr:aior partie':: and their candi res. A siS can,• h $ are 0 f!me popu,ar, 

vote, even 	though it brought no electoral colf.C!ge votes: would also be encouragement for more organization end 

o 	beilor ~howing in'1976. 

'~A • d' h ~1·· .1 't' t C th til db "1' d'i dmore lmm.;:; iOte, owever, ,l1cre·.I$ tile prO$pccr n,a a, rour, por y neece' yo creClioie can IOO:C an 

. d t • d fC t b ' 'N I • I.... " ! 1"" , IgIven a c ermine e ror erween now ana next I overr.'Jer, mlgnl lu:;t pO~Slb e resu r In WInnIng a :i..ole s-.;cn as 

California, Illinois, NeW York. The elecrora! votes from just one of th3SC stares, together with whatever electoral 

..::olleg<! votes George Wallace got in the South, might be er.oug!t to deny (dln.;;r Rcpubiicon or Derr.ocratic 

party an outright victory in November. Then, when the- House of Represen ratives subsequently conven,C!d to sciect 

o President, the congressmcn whose distrjc~$ po! led subsionriG! fourth party votes would be under considerablt: pre~sure 

to select 0 	 man who would be accep~ab!c to rourtn PUl;1 ,o:-c:rs. 

(MORE)'" 

I , '\
If' 
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The Col ifornia Poll - page 3 


Pcrty 	 4 Parties (J'/:cCcrrh,') 4 eS (Lindsey) 

Nixon 47% 1'-lixon 40% 1'1; >:on 	 38% 

10
Jackson 21 Jcckson 13 Jcckson ,.:.. 


Wallace 11 \\'cllace 8 \/\]o! Ieee 7 

Jv\cCorfhy 29 U ncJsCly 27 


Don't know 20 Don'tknow' 10 Donit know 16 
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