Richard Nixon Presidential Library
Contested Materials Collection

Folder List

Box Number Folder Number Document Date No Date
44 11 5/25/1971 )
44 11 3/4/1971 ]
44 11 7/11/1970 [

Thursday, February 16, 2012

Subject

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Document Type

Document Description

Memo

Report

Report

Page 1 of 1

To: H.R. Haldeman From: Gordon Strachan
RE: RNC survey on Cap Weinberger's
chances of defeating Alioto in the San
Francisco mayoralty race. Memo from Dent
and RNC survey (05/17/1971) to analyze
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Research Corporation, Release #706, titled
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by Marvin D. Field. 5pgs
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handling of the Presidency for Northern
California and Southern California. 4pgs




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Date May 25, 1971

NOTE TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

Dent forwarded this RNC survey on
Cap Weinberger's chances of
defeating Alioto in the San
Francisco mayoralty race.

His chances don't look too good.
Weinberger has received this
information.



THE WHITE House G
WASHINGTON

Date: May 21, 1971

TO: BOB HALDEMAN

FROM: HARRY DENT \Bé_D

Please handle

For your information
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homas C. Reed May 17, 1971

Aember for California

“xecutive Committee
lepubiican National Committee
. 0. Box 371

3an Rafael, California 84902
4156) 456-7310

Dear General Mitchell:

During the period April 26 through 27, my office undertook a survey in the
City and County of San Francisco to analyze the problems involved in
defeating Joseph Alicto's bid for reelection as Mayor. 1 thought you might
be intereste‘d in some of the results.

As far as the mayoralty is concerned, we found the voters of San Francisco
to be pretty unconcerned about Alioto's Mafia and kickback scandals. As

a possible opponent, Cap Weinberger stands a reasonable chance, given
adequate money and support. It would certainly be an uphill struggle, how-~
ever. We have furnished him with a full report.

As part of the survey, we looked at President Nixon's "coattail strength” to
see how a member of the President's staff might take advantage of those
coattails. There were two questions, as follows:

1. "How would you rate the job Nixon is doing as President?”

This survey, S.F., April 1971 Statewide,

All voters  Republicans Democrats Oct. 1970
Excellent : 9% ~ 21% 4% 14%
Good 26% 40% 19% 36%
Fair 33% 24% 37% 34%
Poor 28% 12% 35% 14%
No opinion 4% 4% 5% 2%

2. "If the election for President were held today, and Richard Nixon were
running for reelection, would you vote for him?

This survey, S.F., April 1971

Total, 1968 S.F.
of those Vote
Rep. Dem. Total Committed Results
Yes 49% 8% 21% 31%, 33.6% Nixon
No 19% 59% 46% 69% 59.2% Humphrey
Depends onopponent 28% 28% 28% - 6.3% Wallace
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We also looked at the April 24 anti-war march and rally in San Francisco
~--at which Joseph Alioto appeared. The violence in Washington had not
yet erupted. The question was phrased to be pro-demonstrators:

"Demonstrations against the war in Vietnam generally do more
good than harm."

Agree: 42% Disagree: 49% No opinion: 8%
If we can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to call.
Very best regards,

- ) g

Thomas C. Reed

The Honorable John N. Mitchell
Attorney General of the United States
Justice Department

Washington, D.C.

‘ cc:‘{dr. Harry S. Dent
Mr. Lyn Nofziger
Mr. Robert H. Finch
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Release # 706 » For release  THURSDAY, MARCH 4, 1971
REAGAN'S VOTER POPULARITY IMPORTANT: Contract for this service is subject fo 1o
SLIPS vocotion if publication or broodeast takes place befer
+ releose dote or if contents of report are divuiged 1o
by Mervin D, Field persons outside of subscriber staff orier to relesse time

Governor Ronald Reagan's popularity with California voters is down considerably since lost year, dy
apparently to dissatisfaction with his cuts in the Medi~Cal budget and his advocacy of cutbacks in welfare.

The California Poll mokes periodic surveys to measure how Colifornia voters rate the job being done
the incumbent governor. Last yeor, The Californic Poll found almost twice os many voters who wauld say they
believed Governer Reagan was doing @ "good jeb” as claimed he was doing o "poor [ob.” This year, the numbe
of "poor job" ratings is almest equal to the "good job" ratings. Below are shown the Findings of this-survey com-
pored with two other measures token at opproximately this same time in 1969 and 1970.

) Think Reogon is doing' .-

GOOD JOB  FAIRJOB  POOR JOB

February 19717 . . . . 329 35 28
February 1970 e 39% 36 19
February 1969 e 42% 36 15

While the largest single complaint cbout the Governor's performonce is high taxes, this has always
been a leading item of disopprovel. What is new this year is the large number who foult hifm for cutting back
on the Medi~Cal program. und on welfare.

There also eppears to be a small but growing body of critical comment obout Reagan's lack of
understanding for the needs of education ond his budget cutbacks in educational funds.

Where in 1969 and 1970 som:ewhot‘mo.fe then one~half of the public (56% and 59%) cited one or
more things Recgan had done which they disapproved of, taday two out of three (67%) people offer a critical

_comment. {MORE)



The Celifzris Poll = paze 2

Things Governor Reagan has done that public
DISAFFROVLES of:
M=s not reduced toxes, has reised taxes; no tax relief
for progerty owners, has reited property tax . . . .
Cutbocks in Medi-Cal, medical hzip for poor,
needy, aged
V/elfare cutbacks, reduction of aid to needy,
pensioners
Education, lack of understanding of needs, poor
handling of system . . . . . . .
Cutbacks in educational funds, cut money for
institutions e e s

Mental healthcuts . . . . « o . v o v v 0 4w
PMothing unfovorable mentioned . .
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February February Februory
1971 1970 1969
22% 20% 14%
21 1 3
18 6 3
9 3 é
9 9 S
& ? 10
33 41 44

{partial tcble = no other single disapproval comment exceeded 4%)

Symptomatic of grecter disapproval, today, just 54 percent of the public can think of something

favorable to credit the Gavernor with. {in 1969, 70 percent could do this, and in 1970, 64 percent would do so.

While the Governor has lost favor in some quarters for his stand on welfare budget cuts, he also gaing

support from many others for this same resson. Approvol of the Governor for firm hundling of campus disorders hes
. .

greatly diminished in frequency of mentions this year == probebly reflecting both relatively less compus activity

than before, and a shift in the Governor's primory atiention from the colleges to other matters,

This Governor Recgan has dane that public
APPROVES of:
Welfare cutbacks, reflom e e e e e e e e s
Firm handling of rio*s «! universities, collegds . . . .
Efforts to cut governnent expenditures, balonce

the budget e e e e s e e e e e .
Nothing fovorable mentioned . . , . . . . . ..

February Frebruary  February
1971 1970 1969
28% 4% 3%

13 22 50
13 14 17
46 36 30

(portial table - no other single approval comment exceeded 5%)
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COPYRIGHT 1971 BY FIELD RESEARCH CCRPORATION. FOR PUBLICATION 8Y SUBSCRIBERS ONLY


http:attenti.an

Vhot things that Governor Recgan has done since he hos been in office do you especiclly {opprove}
{discpproit of?
Feb, Feb. Feb,
1971 1970 1969

Approve of:

Vielfare cutbacks, reform o v v v v v e e e e e e e 28% 4% 3%
Firm handling of riots ot universities, colleges. . . . . . . 13 22 50
Efforts to cut government cxpenditures, bolence the

budget e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s 13 14 17
Kept toxes down {general) D 5 - -
Stand on educational system e e e e e e e e e 4 - -
Tox refund, tox relief for home owners . . . . . . . .. 4 - 5
Interest in ecology, environment, trying to fight

poliution e e e e e e e e e e e e 2 5 -
Firm stand on crime, law and order e e e e e e e 2 3 1
Cots In gove. yment jobs, elimination of unnecessary

employees 2 ] 2
Qulspoken, says what he thinks, sincere e e e e e e 2 3 3
Reform of Medi-Care . . v v v o v v v s v v v v u 2 - -
Proposal to charge tuition ot state universities . . . . . . . i 5 3
Approve withholding tax stand e e s e e e 1 - -
Doing a good jcb; opprove of everything he has done . . . . 4 3 1
Miscellanesus appraval mentions e e e e e 9 1 8
Nothing favorcble mentioned .« . . . ¢ v o v 4 . . . 44 36 30

(Adds to more than 100% because some people cited more thon one
thing they approved of)

Disaoprove of:

Hos not reduzed taxes, hos raised taxes; no tax relief for
praperty owners, has raised property tax e e e e 22% 20% 4%
Cutbacks in Medi-Cal, medical help for poor, needy,

Joged e e e e e e e e e e e 21 1 3
Welfare cutbocks, reduction of aid to needy, pensioners . . 18 6 3
Education, lock of understanding of needs, poor handling

of system e e et e e e e e s 9 3 é
Cutbocks in edahcnonai funds, cut money for institutiens . . 2 9 5
Mental heclth cuts e e e e e e e e e e e e e -] ? 10
Unemployment, cuts in jobs e e e e e s e 4 2 1
Bad budgeting e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 4 - -
Should creck down more on coilege rioters, demonstrators . 4 3 [
For big business, wealthy, not for poor, little man . . . . . 4 - -
Not interested in ecology, environment, pollution . . . . . 4 3 -
Has not kept campaign promises, doesa’t corry out

PrOOIOMS & . v o x a e e e e e e s e e e e e e 3 4 3.
Opposed wxrnholdang fax .. e . e e e e e 3 - 2
Handling of CRLA e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 3 - -
Not strict enough on welfore e e e s e e e e e e e 2 - -
Proposal to charge tuition ot state universities e e e 1 5 5
General - mwcpoor job, disopprove of everything

he has done e e e e e e e e e e e e e 2 i i
Miscellaneous disopproval comments e e s e e e s 4 10 8
Nothing unfavorable mentioned e e e 33 41 44

(Adds to more than 100% because some people cited more than one
thing they disapproved of)
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INFORMATION ABOUT THIS SURVEY :

lates of interviewing. January 27 - February 7, 1971
opulation covered by .
ais survey: Representotive cross=section of California odult public.
lumber of interviews: This report is based on a sample of 984, |
ample design: The survey interviews are selected in accordance with o probobility sample design

which provides for random {i.e., non-judgmental) selection of households.
Assignments in a porticuler place are done in clusters with randomly drawn
addresses as storting points for ecch cluster of interviews. For this survey, 240
clusters throughout the state were selected. Each cluster consisted of a set of
consecutive households beginning with the designated starting household.
Interviewers made up to three calls on every listed oddress in an cttemot fo
complete en interview. Cne adult per household wos selected for interview on
o systematic basis to provide o balonce by sex and cge. Interviewing wos con-
ducted during late afternoon and evening on weekdays and all doy on the
week~end. The sample is dosigned to be sélf-weighted on all variables of
interest, such os area of state, degree of urbanization, pelitical party
affiliation, and socio~economic stotus. Whenever imbalances in key

variables occur in the sample due to sampling veriobiiity or other factors,
corrective weights ore applied during the data processing siage fo return the
sample to proper proportion.

Nording of the "Do you feel that Governar Recgan is doing o good job, o fair job, or a poor job
juestions on which as Governor of Colifornia?”
his report is based:
"What things that Governor Reagon has done since he hos been in office do you
especially approve of 7

“What things thot Governor Reagen has done since he has been in office do you
especially disapprove of 7"

Sec reverse side for answers to some §
typical quastions chout the Poli !



NTIET O EDbhw o reliowins 14 ariwers 19 some questions freguently o:ked about The Colifornig
Poll. These may be helpfcl far your own backzround or to enswer questions put 1o you about The
Poll. Anv or oll of this =y ke nublished ot your eption.

QUESTIONS AND ANSV/ERS ABDUT THE CALIFORNIA POLL

.

Q. Who runs The California Poll ?

A. The California Poll is o wned and operated by Field Research Corporation, an independent nationgl
public opinion end mar-eting rescorch cgency with headquarters in $Son Frencisco. The Poll was
founded in 1946 and hes been published continuously since that time. The Poll is non-partisan,

Q. Who pays for the surveys conducted by The Cclifornia Poll ?

A,  The coest of operating Tre California Poll is underwritten by 13 newspapers and four television
stations in California. Zoch one pays on annual fee for exclusive publication or broadeast
rights in its orea. The Poll doss not accept fees from ony condidates, political porties, or
individuals who have ary interest in the dota being published. Its sole purpoese is to report
public opinion objectively and accurately.

Q. Mow are The Colifomia Foll's surveys conducted ?

A. The surveys are mode by meens of parsonol interviews conducted by trained interviewers using

2]

printed questionnaires. Survey raspondents are selected by scientific methods to ossure that an
accurate cross section of adults in oll walks of life throughout the stete and representing oll
shades of politicel bealie? ore included in their proper proportion in the somple.

. Are the some people interviewed in ecch survey ?

= ’ - .
A. No. Fresh samples of ressondents are drown for each survey. (Penels of respondents re=interviewed
at intervals ore clso ave id and valuchle research technique for certain specicl purpases, but they
are seldom used for surveys of the type conducted by The Colifornia Poll.}

Q. How are the saomples selected ond how mony pecple are interviewed 7

A. Somples are drawn by precebility sempling methads which give each househald in the state on equal
chonce of teing colled on for en interview, Within househaids, the interviewers select cdult re-
spondents to fit sex end exe quatos to mateh the stote population os o whole. Somples very in size
between 500 and 1000 re: rondenis per survey.

Q. Do poople give honest onz wers to surveys of this type ?

A.  In countless surveys of this type we heve found thot people ore remarkobly candid in talking to our
interviowers, end wherever we have an opportunity to test the velidity of their enswers (for ex=
ample, in cn election) there is cood evidence thet they have cctually civen us their true opinions.
We recegnize that wit~zur public confidence surveys of this kind would be impossible ond so we
guarontea eoch rerpondent complete anonymity. After @ pereentege of the interviews have been
validated by supervisors, t=e data are compiled only os stetistical summaries. Nomes of survey
cespondents are never releczed for soles or political use.

Q.  Are sample surveys of this *ype accurate ?

Time after time it hos koen demonstrated that cerefully designed somples of this size are very
relioble. Vherever the re:lts con be cheched apoinst known dota, they have sioved 1o be
accurate with reletively ne-row tolorance limits, For exomole, a sutvey of 1030 respondents
typicelly will be cccurcte within plus or minus approximetely 4.5 percentage paints, ond o
survey of 500 respondents has o tolerance ronge of cbout 6.7 percentege points. Thousonds
of such surveys ore done esch year for business ond government ond great relicnce is put on
their findings,

Ste revense sido for specific information about
the curient survey,



74-11-12/70 Derge Telephone

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA

Do you approve or disapprove of the way Richard Nixon is handling his
job as President?

Approve Disapprove Don't Know No. Called
58% : 27% 15% 117
MEN
59 27 14 56
. WOMEN
57 26 17 61

Did You See the President's Television Interview?

YES  NO
Total 27% 73%
Men 32 68
Women 23 77

How Do You Feel the President Handled the Interview?

No.
Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't Know Called
25% 25% 22% 25% 3 % 22

Do You Agree or Disagree with most of what President Nixon said?

Agree Disagree Don't Know No. (alled

47% 44% 9% 32



Northern California - 2

Suppose Vice President Agnew came into your area and campaigned for a
Congressional candidate, would this make you more likely to vote for that
candidate, less likely, or would it make no difference?

More Likely Less Likely No Difference Don't Know C?l(;.ed
12 % 26% 50% 12 % 117
MEN
9% 30% 47% 14% 56
WOMEN
15% . 21% 52% 12% 61

Suppose President Nixon came into your area and campaigned for a Congressional
candidate, would this make you more likely to vote for that candidate, less
likely, or would it make no difference?

No.
More Likely Less Likely No Difference Dont Know Cali)ed
15% 16% 56% 13% 117
MEN
12% 20% 57% 11% 56
WOMEN

18% 13% 54% 15% 61



Derge Telephone 7/11-12/70

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Do You Approve or Disapprove of the way Richard Nixon is handling his
job as President?

Approve Disapprove Don't Know No. Called
59% 27% 14% 157
MEN
60% 30% 10% 88
WOMEN
58% 24% 18% 69

L3

Did you see the President's Television Interview?

No.

YES, NO Called
Total 34% 66% 157
Men ‘ 32% 68% 88
Women 38% 62% 69
How do you feel the President Handled the Interview?
Excellent Good Fair Poor Don't Know No, Called
41% 34% 11% 4% 4% 54

Do You Agree or Disagree with most of what the President said?

Agree Disagree Don't Know No. Called
69% 19% 11% 54%



Southern California - 2

Suppose Vice President Agnew came into your area and campaigned for a
Congressional candidate, would this make you more likely to vote for
that candidate, less likely, or would it make no difference?

More Likely Less Likely No Difference Don't Know No., Called
12% 22% 59% 7% 157
MEN
11% ‘ 227% 61% 6% 88
WOMEN
12% 23% 56% 9% 69

Suppose President Nixon came into your area and campaigned for a Congressional
candidate, would this make you more likely to vote for that candidate, less
likely, or would it make no difference?

More Likely Less Likely No Difference Don't Know No. Called
15% 16% 60% 9% 157
MEN
14% 16% 63% 7% 88
WOMEN

16% 16% 56% 12% 69
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