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II. The A~erican Electorate 

1. Total Voters 

In 1972 an estimated 139.6 mi1licn Ar~ericans will be 
eligible to vote. This is about 19.4 million potential 
voters more than the 1968 total, or an increase of 16.li.. 
Most 6f this large increase in eligible voters is attri­
butable to the 11.4 ttillion 18-20 year aIds who have been 
ne,\-lly enfranchised by the Voting Rights Act Amendment of 
1970.* 

In 1968 about 61% of those eligible actually voted in the 
Presidential elec~ion. If that same percentage holds for 
1972, there will be about 85 million votes cast this 
November. 

Est. Eligible Voters Est. Actual Voters % 

1968 120.3 73.0 60.7 
1972 139.6 84.7 60.7 

2. 	 Voti~.B by Region of the U. s. 

The South, with the greatest concentration of eligible 
voters, has the lowest voter turnout of any region, while 
the North Central region has the highest voter turnout and 
provides the greatest number of actual voters. 

Nore important, ho"ever, are the rezions' electoral votes; 
the South, 'Vdth 169 electoral votes, has over 31% of the 
nation's total, followed by the North Central, the North East 
and then the '{est. 

* 	 This act also enfranchises about 6 million other persons 
\-:ho previously had been unable to pass literacy tests. 
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~~gional Popular* and Electoral Votes 

Actual Voters 
Est. Est. as % of Eligi- %of Total 
Eligible Actual ble: 1968 & U.S. Vote: 

, Voters Voters Est. 1972 1972 Electoral Vote 1972 
% ~f 

·1968 1972 1968 1972 No • Total U.S. 

30.1 34.2 19.2 21. 9 63.9 25.8 122 22.6 
33.1 38.2 22.2 25.6 67.1 30.3 145 27.0 
36.8 43.1 19.2 22. '. 52.0 26.4 169 31.4 
20.3 24.2 12.4 14.8 61.3 17 .5 102 19.0 

(Popula~ vote shown in millions) 

* Source of popular vote data: }~rch 1972 Population Estioates 

and Projections, U.S. Department of Commerce 


Voting by Sex* 

In 1964, about 2 million more women than men reported casting 

votes in the Presidential election. In 1968 the nutlber of f ernale 

voters was about 3 million more than male voters. Based on this, 

it appears that in 1972 women voters will outnumber male voters 

again by about 3 million. 


Voting by Occupation 

In 1964 and 1968 just over half of all voters '¥lere white collar 

"Iorkers and another third of all voters ,.;ere manual workers. 

Service occupations accounted for 10% of the vote, and farm 

voters made up the remajning 5%. Although it might be expected 

that the percentage of farm voters will decline and the voters 

from service occupations ,.;rill increase somewhat, the overall 

complexion of voters by occupation is unlikely to change 

substantially j.n 1972 C'students" are not listed as a census 

occupation). 


Voting breakouts by sex, age, occupation, education, race and 
income are Lased on a U.S. Bureau of Census survey reported in 

"Vot and tratic'r: in the rJcction of ;~ovember, 1968 11 
, 

Decc,')c,' 2, 1969. 1'11c",:£ data shoH that about 8% more people 
sdd tL.:y \'Ne,1 tL':::':1 (the }:<1rch 1972 vot report of the 1968 
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election indicates) actually voted. Accepting this 

discrepency, the demographic breakouts of voters are still 

useful for assessing and analyzing the electorate. 


5. Voting by Family Income 

In 1968 approximately 20% of those who said they voted 
.reported a total family annual income of less than $5,000. 

About 40% reported earning between $5,000 and $10,000. 

The remaining 33% who reported their family incomes placed 

total earnings at $10,000 per year. These figures fluctuated 

considerably from 1964 reports. 


6. Voting by Education 

The educational level of ~~erican voters is increasing, and 

may be expected to continue to increase in the 1972 election and 

beyond. 


. Educational Level of·Voters 

Less than high school grad. High school grad. Some or Grad College 

1964 41.3% 34.6% 23.0% 
1968 36.7 36.9 25.0 

7. Voting by Age 

If Acericans vote in about the same percentage by age group in 
1972 as they did in 1968 (and 18-21 year olds vote in the same 
proportion as 21-24 year oids in the last election), it is 
estir:ated that the electorate \V"Ould divide as £ollm,s: 

Estimated 1972 Voters by Age 

18-20 21-2/+ 25-3 l , 35-54 55+ Total 

Est. II of 5.0 7.0 16.0 32.0 25.0 85.0 
Actual 
Voters 

6Cj'Z',0 of 8% 19% 38% 29% lOOi~" 
Totd 
Vot.c::s 


(Nil lions of voters) 




8. Voting by Race 

Based on 1964 and 1968 voting patterns, it is anticipated 
that, of the estimated total 85 million voters, about 78 
million, or 92%, v.'ill be v:hite and approximate1.y 7 million, 
or 8%, will be Kegro. No data are available on other races. 

(See Exhibit 1 for estimated "actual" voting percentages in 1972.) 



III. Voter Attitudes - Perceptions of the Candidates 

It is probably impossible to separate voters' views of a 
candidate's personal attributes and qualifications from 
voter perceptions of the issues and how a candidate deals 
with those issues. The voting decision especially among currently, 
non-co~~itted voters or those who are ticket splitters, 
is likely based on a combination of feelings about both 
the 	qualities of the candidates and the issues. 

Research suggests several things about how voters see the 
men who are now running for the Presidency: 

1. 	 Among those who approve of the way Richard Nixon is 
handling his job, the major reason given for this 
approval is tp~ President's qualifications and attributes. 
This is true for ticket splitters as well as the general 
electorate, and holds for all sections of the country. 

Approve/Disapprove of Way Nixon Is Handling His Job 

Approve Disapprove 

Jan. '72 (Committee) 54% 35% 
Jan. '72 (Gallup) 49 39 
After China Trip 56 32 

(Gallup) 

(Total Sample) 

h~Y 	Do You Approve? (Jan. '72 Cowmittee) 

Total 	 Ticket Splitters 

Personal quali ­ 57% 54% 
fications and 
attributes 

Ending the war 17 	 21 

Economic policy 8 	 6 
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2. 	 Those who disapprove of the President's job performance 
also cite personal attributes as a major reason. This 
appears to hold for all sections of the U.S. 

~~y 	Do You Disapprove? 

Total Ticket Splitters' 

Personal dislikes 17% 	 23% 

Hasn't kept promises 14 	 13 

Done nothing about the 17 17 

war 


Economic policy 13 	 13 

3. 	 Overall, most ARericans believe that Richard Nixon is 
performing about average in co~parison to previous 
Presidents, with voters from metro areas and the East 
slightly less inclined to rank Nixon as high as other 
voters. 

Total Ticket Splitters Hetro Areas East 

Better than average 16% 17% 	 13% 12% 

About. average 61 66 	 59 66 

Not 	as good as most 21 16 26 21 

4. 	 ~~en asked to briefly describe Richard Nixon as a person, the 
majority of responses are positive for all sections of the 
country. 

Total East Mldwest South West 

Sincere/Honest 19% 21% 15% 22% 17% 
Integrity 

Doing his best/ 5 6 5 3 4 
Dedicated 

Intelligent! 8 7 6 11 8 
S:~a r- t /rduca ted 

Str0r:g-~:inC!d! 8 9 7 8 7 
cssive 



5. 	 When asked to rate the President and three Democrats 
separately on a series of descriptive attributes: 

a. 	 Nixon emerges with the strongest iw.age on the "profes­
sional" attributes ("experienced", II trained", "inforoed", 
"competent!') among all voter segments. His only 
competition comes from Humphrey, who is rated equally 
with the President in metro areas. 

How Candidates Compare on Four "Professional" Attributes: 
(Percent of Time Each Candidate First or Second) 

Vixon--- Muskie HUI:lphrey Kennedy 

Total Electorate 100% 25% 75% 25% 

Ticket Splitters 100 25 75 

East 100 25 75 25 

Midwest 100 50 75 

South 100 50 50 25 

West 100 25 75 

Metro 75 25 75 25 

Non-Hetro 100 25 75 

b. 	 On attributes relating to "trust" (lfopen-minded", "honest",· 
"just"), Nixon is perceived considerably behind Huskie, 
except among the iIilportant ticket splitter group. 
Humphrey and Kennedy receive overall ratings comparable to 
the President, but fall behind among ticket splitters. 

How Candidates C.92:1.E<'lre on Attributes of "Trust lf 

(Percent of Time Each Candidate First or Second) 

Nixon Muskie Humphrey" Kennedy 

Total Electorate 33% .. 100% 33% 33% 

Ticket Splitters 100 100 

East 33 100 33 33 

Hid,vest 33 100 66 

~r",th 66 	 100 33 



Nixon Muskie Humphrey Kennedy 

West 	 33% 33% 33% 33% 

Metro 	 10'0 33 33 

Non-Hetro 100 66 	 33 

Another indication of this public perception of "trust" is 
seen in responses to questioning about the information which 
the Nixon Administration releases to the public. About half 
of the total group surveyed believes that the administration 
IItr ies to make things more favorable than they really are." 
A quarter of the respondents feel that information is "held 
back or slanted", Only 19% believe that the administration 
is "always frank and truthful", . 

c. 	 In the area of "personal" qualities ("warm", "extro­
verted", "frank", "sense of hutlor" , "relaxed"), the 
President is viewed far less favorably than any of the 
three Democrats. In addition, Edmund Huskie, probably 
because he is not as well know~,is seen by virtually all 
voter groups as less personable than either Humphrey or 
Kennedy. 

How Candidates CotlPare on Five "Personal" Attributes: 

(Percent ·of Time Each Candidate First or Second) 


Nixon Huskie Humphrey Kennedy 

Total Electorate -% 20% SC% 80% 

Ticket Splitters 	 20 100 80 

East 	 40 100 80 
" 

Hidwest 	 40 100 80 

South 	 60 80 60 

Hest 	 60 60 80 

Hetro 	 20 80 80 

l~on-~'~etro 20 	 20 100 40 

(See L"hibit 2 fen: rank:inzs on each attribute. The attributes ShO\o.'11 

aboyc il~ (;[;),(,s of fl rro fessio!1c1J fI t "tr.ust" and flpersonall! ,,'ere 
., -.!~ ...... _- +-\....,..., l ... ~r'-:<"" ........ -f 't\'"lt"J-c:.Y'nc f'1f rp~~T)()n~p c:lustcrs.) 
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IV. Voter Attitudes - The Issues 

Based primarily on research conducted in January, 1972, voter 

attitudes on issues are as f6llows: 


1. 	 Vietnam - The war in Vietnam was viewed as the single most 

important and the second most important issue faCing the 

United States today. Also, when asked specifically about 
 • j 

the war, 82% of all voters queried said that Vietnam is an 1 

important problem to them. When asked which issue would be 
most important in voting for a President, total respondents 
a~d all sectional groups except the South cited Vietnam as 
'the most important voting issue. 

The war appears to be seen as both a positive and negative 
factor for the :Nixon Administration. The President's 
performance on the war 1.:, listed first as both the major 
accomplishment of the Nixon Administration and also as the 
major failure. 

With the relatively low level of American troops currently 
in Vietnam, and the troop withdrawel continuing, it will be 
necessary to measure voter perceptions repeatedly over the 
next half year to determine ,vhether the war issue remains as 
important as the January, 1972 study indicates. 

2. 	 The Economv - This' issue was listed after Vietnam as the most 
important problem facing the U.S. Inflation is regarded as 
an important personal problem to 82% of total voters, and 
taxes, which may be indirectly related. to economic conditions 
in voters' minds, are viewed as an important personal problem 
by 74% of the total sample. 

Generally, the President's performance on economic issues 
receives positive ratings from the majority of voters, with 
the lowest overall ratings coming from voters residing in 
metro areas and the East. 

VOTER RATINGS OF NIXON PERFO~~~CE ECONOMY 

ECONOHIC CmmITIONS INFLATIO)l TA.XES 
. AEErove Dj s [.I?I2rove aEErove disaEErove aEErove disaEprove 

Total: 119% 38% 64% 33% 56% 40% 
Ticket Splitters '55 31 72 25 58 37 

•East 46 41 62 35 48 48 
Hid\<Jest 52 36 67 29 56 40 

South 47 39 62 35 60 36 
t.;rest 53 34 66 32'· 56 38 
!tro 44 44 57 41 51 46 

Non-i'letro 52 33 65 33 58 38 
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3. 	 Unc~ployment - This issue is rated behind Vietnam and the 

Economy as the most important problem facing the country today, 
although in non-metro areas and in the South umemployment 
receives less emphasis than elsewhere. The problem is most 
acute in metro areas, wnere 81% of those surveyed rate unemploy­
ment as a serious personal problem. 

Unemployment should be anticipated as an issue which the opposi­
tion will attack heavily, since it is here that the President 
receives low ratings for performance. 

HOW ~ffiLL IS NIXON HANDLING ~EMPLO~NT 

Total Voters Ticket Splitters East Mid,vest South West 
Positive 42 43 36 41 48 42 
Negative 54 52 60 55 46 54 

Metro Non-Netro 
Positive 34 50 
Negative 64 46 

4. 	 Crime and Drugs - Both these issues rate lower than the war and the 
pocketbook issues of the economy and unemployment as the single and 
second most important problems facing the nation today. However, 
when asked to respond to specific problems in personal terms, 
crit:le and drugs rank above all other issues. 

In addition, voters tend to rate the President low on his handling of 
the drug problem and are about evenly splitin rating his performance 
on dealing with crime. 

HOW 	 WELL NIXON IS HANDLING DRUGS!CRI11E 

Total Ticket East Midwest South West Metro Non 
Voters Splitters Hetro 

DRUGS 
Positive 38% 44% 34% 40% 40% 37% 32% 39% 
Negative 55 50 62 53 54 53 63 53 
CRIHE 
Positive 46 48 40 48 49 46 42 47 
Negative 50 49 54 49 47 47 55 49 

5. 	 Other Issues - Race relations are cited·by voters, especially among 
ticket splitters and those residing in the East, Midwest, and South 
as one of the second most important U.S. problems. At the same 
time, a majority of American voters from all sections of the country 
believe that "tre.stment of Blacks is imp'roving under Nixon". * 

* 	 The ::;ample size of the survey does not permit a breakout of 
attitudes among Black voters. 

• !, 
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The environment is not listed by voters as one of the nation's most 

important prcblecs, but 74% of respondents later said that 
enviro~nental pollution was an important personal problem. 
In addition, 65% of all voters sampled would pay higher 
taxes if the noney were used to clean up the environment. 
Only 20% disagreed with this proposal. Westerners and metro 
area residents are most in accord with this concept. 

Bussing is not cited in this research as a significant issue, 
probably because the study was completed before the Florida 
primary and other events brought this issue to the front. 
The research does confirm, however, that three out of four 
voters are in favor of integrated schools, but against bussing 
as a means of integration . 

. Surprisingly, "general unrest" is considered to be a concern 
which ranks behind only Vietnam and inflation as the issue 
most important in selecting a President. The issue does not 
surface among voters' lists of important problems facing the 
nation today, and therefore may be the reflection of the 
national concern over the social disruptions of the late 60's. 
Another possibility is that "general unrest" is indicative of 
au unarticulated, broad feeling of dissatisfaction wit~current 
conditions in the U. S. the same area that t~allace, 
and nm" other De:l:ocrats, are attacking with their "popUlist" 
approaches. 

(See Exhibit 3 for full information on issues.) 
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V. 	 Voter Attitudes - Trial Heat Indications 

There appear to be no available data on correlating 
trial heat trends in presidential election years ~ith 
actual voting performance. Therefore, the value of 
trial heat trends at various stages in an election year 
as a predictor of election results is unknown. However, 
trial heats do appear useful as: 

a. 	 Indications of general voter attitudes towards the 
candidates, 

b. 	 Reflections of voter response to events, such as a 
Presidential Cletion, a primary result, or some 
outside influence, 

c. 	 A tracking of the opposition. 

Reliable trial heat data on a national basis are currently 
unavailable from COIT~ittee research. Published trial 
heats 'from Gallup, Harris, etc. are being compiled for 
the 	November Group's competitive analysis. . 

Briefly, here is ,.;here the President stands vs. potential 
Democratic contenders, as shown in most recent public polls: 

Three Hay Race 

Nixon Muskie Wallace Not Su're 

3/72 Harris 47% 35% 12% 6% 
2/72 Harris 44 40 11 	 5 
2/72 Gallup 43 42 10 	 5 

Nixon HumEhre~ Wallace Not Sure 

3/72 [1'.rris 48% 35% 12% 5% 

2/72 Harris 47 36 12 5 

2/72 Gallup 46 39 10 5 


Nixon Kenned~ Wallace Not Sure 

2/72 Gallup 47% 39% 9% 5% 
11/71 Gallup 44 41 10 5 

Nixon McGovern Wallace Not Sure 

2/72 Gallup 49% 34% 11% 6% 
11/71 Gallup 49 33 12 6 



,
, 


.~. 

Two Way Race 

Nixon Muskie Not Sure 

2/72 Ha1'1'is 47% 45% 8% . 

, r 



Exhibit 1 
1972 VOTING·ESTIMATES - BY l' !GRAPHIC GROUP 
PERCENT,OF TOTAL "ACTUAL" VO ... ~ ESTINATED 

48% 
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52% } 
Female ;' 
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~-~ 
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HIGH SCHOOL 
GRAD 
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/ 35% 27% ~'~\ 
\

SOM.E OR \ 
GRAD. COLLEGE \

\ ~.)
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HIGH SCHOOL GRAD// 
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.".,.... 

- .. "to', • ......... ,_ .... ..,..,,' 


TOTAL ELECTORATE: 85 MILLION SEX. EDUCATION 

OCCUPATION RACE AGE 

---// 
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THE ISSUES Exhibit 3 

Single Most Important 
Problem Facing U,S. TQday 

. Second Most Important 
Problem Facing U.S, TodaI 

Rank of Issues From "How 
Important a Problem is -­
to You? 

Rank of Issues Important in 
Deciding Vote for President 

(%) (%) 
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., Exhibit 2 
, RANKINGS ON ATTRIBUTES.. 

Total Ticket 
Electorate Split, ~ NDn-~etro 

1. ~ID 5iJX1 §]] ~-INiX:---BIXl e 
2.!!HI! r:liH HHH HfU! HHH HHH EHH HHH 

Experienced 3. MUS I1US MUS MUS I1US/KEN I1US I1US MUS 
4. KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN 

1. ~~~lli ~NLX 
2.!!HI! Ell!! HHIl HHH HHH HHll Hili HHll 

Trained 3. MUS HUS MUS KEN KEN I1US MUS KEN 
4. KL'I KEN KEN MUS MUS KEN KEN MUS 

1. [@.-_r:m;,---,~~ fITB..-.~ 
2. lUlll/KE:; h'1!H lIlIll/KEN NUS/H!Ill KEN HHli KEN P.HE 

Informed 3. MUS KEN MUS Krn I!HH MUS lIlIl! MUS 
4. MUS 	 I1US KEN MUS KEN 

1. ~~ MUS MUS. I.~~'LHUS 
2. ~:us MUs'~~ HUS MUS E!!.I! 

Competent 3 • HHH HlIll HI!H KEN HHH HI!H " 
4. KEN KEN KEN HHH KEN KEN KEN 

l.@.&--~~
2. MUS H!Ili MUS MUS I1US }les HUS MlS 

Conservative 	 3. lIlill MUS llHH H!Ili mm l!HH HHH Hlll! 
4.. KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN 

1. KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN KEN 
2 • l!HH MUS HHl:! !IlU! mm lUlll lIllH Hlll! 
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4. ~~-fL~---r~---:illZ 

1. 
2. 
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4. 
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1- ~.Er--~-"-~---~ !c'Us JN5l 
2. ~1JS }XS NeS KEN NUS HEll ~......---- Ws 
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4. KEN KEN KEN HHH KEN KEN KEN KEN 
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2. !illS MUS TIUS ~~NI' 

Tough 3. KEN KEN KEN KEN MUS 
4. liliH HHH HlIll HRH 
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2. 
3. 
4. 

Bold 

1. 
2. 
3. 
~. 

1. }IDS }rus 
KEN 
I"'H
.f. 

'"1" • 

}IDS MUS KEN MUS t:rN 
2. KEN KEN. KEN ;'JIH KDI B 

Open-Minded 	 3. HEll '!'''1 ~I'1 "~OS H'"U ./I'-·H'~: • .'>~.v 2:,' / ":."r<'T"V! UPj' = r"'I'~' v'S4. §] --~ la, l .~ --.~ ~~ 
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Exhibit 2 Cc~t'd 

RANKINGS OX ATTRIBUTES 

Total 
Electorate 

Ticket 
~it East Midwest South Non-Metro 
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