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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 12, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. LAWRENCE HIGBY

FROM: H. R. HALDEMAN #

In his analysis, Hallett makes the point that Muskie's public image
is everything the President's is not: strong, reflective, prudent,
even wise.

The President on the other hand, is viewed as a man on the make,
ashamed of and constantly running away from his past, manipulator,
unsure of his convictions, tactician instead of str'ategist, grand vizier
of all Rotarians, substituting pomposity for eloquence. Further, the
American people do not think he has any broad conceptional framework
or any sense of direction or purpose.

These are arguable points and they should be pursued by some valid
polling as soon as possible. In other words, we need to test the Nixon

image versus the Muskie image against the hypotheses laid out by
Hallett.



[ Ttew N ~-3~l:f

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Administratively Confidential

February 29, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT: Ehrlichman and Cole/Campaign

Poll Results

On February 10 you decided that Ken Cole should receive the
issue sections of the national and state polls being conducted
by, Bob Teeter for the Campaign (original memorandum at Tab A).

While you were in China the interest in poll results on
bussing increased tremendously. Members of the White House
Staff and Domestic Council asked for results. The Attorney
General asked Bob Teeter to prepare an analysis of the
bussing issue based on the state polls that have been
received. After discussion with Magruder, who, at the
Attorney General's direction. instructed Teeter to prepare
the memorandum, I decided to give the bussing memorandum

to Ken Cole (attached at Tab B). He told me that only he
and John Ehrlichman would have access to the memorandum.
Any information sought by Ed Morgan, Len Garment, or others
involved with the bussing question would be given orally

by Cole in his discretion.

Potentially the most sensitive aspect of the memorandum
describes the President's current percentage of black vote,
current margin vis-a-vis Muskie and Wallace, and the President's
1968 margin. Cole and I talked twice about the importance

of keeping this material as "close" as possible. Cole again
assured me that only he and John Ehrlichman had seen it

and no one else would see it.

At the Committee Jeb Magruder, Bob Teeter, and Ted Garrish,
who worked on the memorandum for Teeter, have copies. The
Attorney General received his copy Monday morning

(February 28th).






THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Administratively Confidential

February 9, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT: Campaign Surveys

Bob Teéeter submitted the attached seven-page summary of

the Pennsylvania poll conducted by MOR. In Teeter's mind
this is the format agreed upon when you and the Attorney
General met with him on January 31. Discussion with Teeter
developed the following points for you to consider:

1) The Attorney General asked for the two pages on
personality, but Teeter wonders whether you also want to
receivg them.

Yes, Haldeman receive personality pages

No, exclude personality material

Other
2) The Attorney General has not asked for a Presidential

approval page with full demographics, but you may want
to haye that page added.

~Yes, Haldeman receive Presidential popularity with
full demographics

No, exclude popularity demographics
Other
3) Peter Dailey and Bob Marik will have direct access
0 all of Teeter's poll information except these summary
memoranda and the trial heat results.

4)-Jeb Magruder will have access to all of Teeter's
polling information though it will be delivered to the

Attorney General in the first instance.



5) Iowa, New Jersey, and North Carolina have also been
received. The results are presented in the same format
_-as the Pennsylvania results. The New Jersey polling
z////// information is attached. Larry has Iowa and North

Carolina, as well as a special New Hampshire follow-up
telephone poll.

“schedule for the receipt of the rest of the poll
results is:

Ohio, Indiana, MisSOUri==——=——m—=me———ececa——— February 14
California, New York, Oregon, Virginig=—---- February 21
Texas, Tennessee, Maryland, and National---February 28

n completion of this first wave, Teeter will begin
projects that you discussed with him on January 31 in
this order -- Presidential travel, the President's image,
and the President's handling of the issues.

8) Ken Cole, on February 9, asked you by memorandum whether
the Domestic Council staff could receive the results of
these campaign polls. He wants only the material dealing
with "domestic policy issues" and would personally limit
the distribution of the results.

RECOMMENDATION:

That Ken Cole receive the issue sections of the National poll
which will be available on February 28. You and the Attorney
General would sign off on the text to be given to Cole.

M AGREE DISAGREE
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SUMMARY OF SURVEYS
ON RACE AND BUSSING

In conducting our cempaign polls during December and January, con-
siderable data was collecdted on school desegregation, bussing and
race relations. This mewmorandum will summarize and analyze the
important political aspects of the data obtained.

Favor School Desegregation

Jmericans overwhelmingly support the principle of school desegregation.

School Desegregcation

Nat'l East Midwest South West N.C. Va. Tex. N.Y. Calif.

Favor 75 80 75 65 84 60 70 79 78 87
Oppose 20 14 19 30 14 37 25 37 15 9
No Response 5 6 6 « 5 2 3 5 3 7 4

Racially integrated public schools are favored by over two~thirds of
every political and demographic greoup in the country except Wallace
voters. Nixon voters and luskie voters favor integration by 78%

and 80% respectively. 51% of the Wallace voters are opposed to
school integration, compared to 437 in favor. Both white and black
voters favor desegregation to approximately the same degree. Young
voters, especially ages 25 to 34, who are parents of elementary age
children, approve of school integration by 83%.

Oppese Bussing

There 1s no doubt that the American public is opposed to bussing
to achieve a racial balance in schools.

Bussing to Achieve School Integration
i

Nat'l Fast Midwest South West N.C. Va. Tex. N.Y. Calif.

Favor 20 21 19 18 22 33 23 18 24 25
Oppose 76 75 77 78 73 59 73 61 55 61
No Responsc 4 4 4 4 5 8 4 20 21 14



All political, geographic, and demographic groups except blacks

are opposed to bussing by large margins. Those persons who vote
for Nixon and Wallace arc somewhat more opposed to bussing than

Muskie voters.

Black voters hold a different view on bussing than their white
counterparis.

Bussing to Achieve School Integration

White Black

Voters Voters
Favor 17% 607
Oppose 79 38
No Response 4 2

*Other studies, however, have found a majority of blacks opposed

to bussing but the opposition is not as strong as among whites.
Black opposition also declines wvhen bussing is perceived to be

the only alternative for blacks to achieve equal educational oppor-
tunity. The key to black attitudes on bussing appears to be
whether or not they believe they can gef equal education in their
own neighborhood schools now.

Those blacks who believe they how have good schools in their areas
tend to oppose bussing, but thoese who believe their schools are
educationally inferior to others in the area are in favor of bussing
as a means of securing equal education for their children, Whites
also fully support equal education for blacks.

On the question of federal funds being used to provide for bussing,
78% were opposed to funds being used in this manner,

As expected, the acceptability of bussing depends partially on the
length of ride.

Percentage Willing-Unwilling
to Accept Length of Ride

10 20 30 45
Minutes giggggg‘ Minutes Minutes
All Voters 37-56% 26-66Y% 16-76% 9-83%
Ages 18-24 52-43 39-56 2473 13-84
Ages 25-34 L8~47 32-63 19-75 11-84

Younger voters (ages 18 to 34) are the most likely to be affected
by bussing in that they are the families with young children; and
they are not as opposed to short bus rides as older voters.



Bussing Not Vote Determining Issue

Bussing is not perceived as a particularly important national
problem, Nationally, less than 1% voluntarily mentdion it as an
important national problem. In fact, only 3% mention racial problems
as an important national issue. However, local studies have
shown that where bussing has been a problem or the subject of a
court order, the large majority of voters are strongly and intensely
opposed., The hishest mention of bussing as a national problem is

8% in North Carolina,

On our recent surveys, voters were asked to rate 13 issues in terms
of their importance to them personally, and buseing received the
lovest average rating of all issues tested~--nationally and in all
regions, In cowparison, education was clzssified as important by
twice the number of voters as bussing, especidlly those aged 18 to
35 years. The respondents were also asked which of these 13 issues
swould be most important to them in deciding how to vote for President
and bussing was mentioned as the most important factor by only 1%
nationally.

President Lacking Credibility on Bussing

Among those who are able to rate the candidates, the President
receives a less favorable rating on his ability to handle bussing
than Muskie or Kennedy. This 1s true nationally and in the south.

When voters were asked to select the greatest failure of the President
from an issue list (including bussing), 22% selected the bussing
answer. The same question was asked regarding the voter's expecta-
tion of the issue on which Muskie would do the poorest job. Of

those who were able to answer, 3% indicated bussing. With Kennedy,
bussing received a 1% mention.

Potential Negative Impact

There may be some risk in the President taking a very strong anti-
bussing stand.

In the south where the problem is for the most part history, the
President cnjoys a comfortable margin.

The greatest impact will probably be in the northern states. In
those states where the President is shead, he is obtaining a level
of black support, particularly against Muskie, which is higher than
a Republican candidate might normally expect or than the President
received in 1968, This is shown in tabular form on Attachment A.

If the black community perceives the President's position an “anti-
Negro," he may seriously jeopardize his winning margin in some very
critical northern states, such as New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania
and Ohio by increasing black opposition teo him and increasing black
turnout,

-3-
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Conelusicns
I think that several conclusions can be drawn from the data we
have available,

Bussing is not seen as a major national problem by any significant
group oi voters except in those local areas where it has become

an important local issue by virtue of a court decision or local
political campaign. However, once it does become a local issue,
the large majority are strongly opposed and their opposition is
very intense.

If asked specifically about the idea of bussing students to achieve
integration, a large majority of Americans in every region of the
country are opposed by large margins.

A large majority of Americans are strongly in favor of equal educa-
tion for all children. Most voters are in-favor of integrated
public schools but do not believe bussing should be used to achieve
them. Blacks are much more concerned with equal education than
with integration or bussing. Most whites see education as the pri-
mary long~range solution to the racial problems in our country.

The President currently has a credibilicy problem on this issue,
particularly in those areas where it has become a major local issue.
He receives low ratings for his ability to handle the problem, and
while most people know he has saild that he is against bussing, they
also know that he has been unable to stop it. This leads them to
the conclusion that he is either not believable or that he is
ineffective. - Any further statements by the President will have

to be accompanied by some definite action in order to be believ-
able. This is particularly true in those areas where bussing is

a problem.

"overkill” on this issue.

There is a definite danger of
There is a fine line between being against bussing and being
"anti-Negro' and the President needs to treat this subject
with great cere. As more Democrats take anti-bussing posi-
tions, the President should be careful not to go as far in
his opposition and be perceived as "anti-Negro' just to keep
the lead on the bussing issue.

The President is now in a position to get 15-20% of the

black vote in several large northern states against Muskie.
Presently, there is no particular intensity in black support
for Muskie. Any position which is perceived to be "anti-Negro"
could reduce the President's black support to 5-10%, intensify
black opposition to him, and increase black turnocut for Muskie.
These factors would damage the President's chances of carvying
several large vorthern states which he is now likely to win.

=



A position which is perceived to be anti-black could also
give the press the opportunity to move the President's
perception too far to the conservative end of the liberal-
conservative spectrum. This could hurt the President's
chances with significent numbers of white ticket-splitters
or swing voters who tend to be moderate on the race question,
very pro education, and who are now supporting the President
on Vietnam, inflation, and other wore important national
issues.

-= 1t appears unlikely that this issue could produce any additional
voters for the President. Rather, we should primarily be concerned
with not losing any votes.

Recommendations

As the President has already taken a strong stand against bussing
‘and has some credibility problems with the issue, I think that he
should either say nothing more or that he should reaffirm his stand
but accompany it with some specific action. If his decision is to
further oppose bussing, I would suggest that it contain the follow-
ing elements:

1. Be should not endorse a constitutional amendment.

His endorsement of a constitutional amendment would clearly
be perceived as "anti-Negro' and it would seriously damage
our chances of carrying several large northern states by
intensifying black opposition and costing us the support of
significant numbers of swing voters,

2. He should reaffirm his support for the principles of equal
educational opportunity and integration.

3. He should recognize that many schools, particularly black
schools, are now educationally inferior to others in their same
school district or area,

4, He should strongly oppose bussing as a means of remedying this
situation.

5. BHe should propose legislative action which would tie anti-bussing
provisicns to a progrem which would give immediate remedial attention
to schools which have no realistic prospect of being desegregated

and would provide maximum educational opportunity for all school
children, white and black,

6. His epproachghould have the advantage of satisfyving the majority
who are opposed to bussing, and at the same time, protect us with the
blacks and moderate woltes vho are primarily concerncd with high
quality cducation. The data clearly indicates that many blacks would
support an anti-bussing stand if they believed they were going to get
equally good schools in their own neighboriocods.
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STATE

National
*California
Florida
Illinois
Indiana

Towa
Kentucky
Maryland
Missouri
North Carclina
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York

Ohio

Oregon
Pennsylvania
- Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

Wisconsin

ATTACHMENT A

1968
MARGIK

+ 8%

+ 2%

+10%

+ 47

*  Sample Size Too Small

*% PBased on 29 Negroes in Sample

CURRENT
MARGIN
@y

+ 9%

- 1%
- 8%
+127
+107
+11%

- 1%

+ 3%

+11%

PERCENTAGE
BLK. SUPPORT

33%
2%
4%

*
387w
17%

47

25%

21%
23%

19%
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Administratively Confidential _
' February 29, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR3 " H.R. HALDEMAN

FROM1 GORDON STRACHAN

SUBJECTs Ehrlichman and Cole/Campaiar
—~ FOII Results

*
B s Y

-

On Pebruary 10 you decided that Ken Cole should receive the
issue sections of the national and state polls baeing conducte.
by Bob Teeter for the Campaign (original memorandum at Tab A).

While you were in China the interest in poll results on
bussing increased tremendously. Members of the White House
Staff and Domestic Council asked for results, The Attorney
General asked Bob Teeter to prepare an analysis of the
bussing issue based on tha state polls that have been
received., After discussion with Magruder, who, at the
Attorney General's direction instructed Teeter to prepare
the memorandum, I decided to give the bussing memorandum

to Ken Cole (attached at Tab B), He told me that only he
and John Ehrlichman would have access to the memorandum.
Any information sought by Ed Morgan, Len Garment, or others
involved with the bussing question would bhe given orally .
by Cole in his discretion, g g

Potaentially the most sensitive aspect of the memorandum”ff
deacribes the President's current percentagse of black vote,
current margin vis-a-vis Muskie and Wallace, and the Presiden:
1968 margin., Cole and I talked twice about the importance
of keeping this material as "close" as possible. Cole again
asgurad me that only he and John Ehrlichman had seen it
and no one else would see {t, g kL R

; RS
At the Cormittee Jeb Magrudet, Bob Teeter, and Ted Garrish,
who worked on the memorandum for Teeter, have coples, The
Attorney General received his copy Monday morninq , _
(February 28th), e

GS:1m







THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Administratively Confidential

February 9, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: ‘ H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: . GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT: a Campaign Surveys

Bob, Teeter submitted the attached seven-page summary of
the Pennsylvania poll conducted by MOR. In Teeter's mind
this is the format agreed upon when you and the Attorney
General met with him on January 31. Discussion with Teeter
developed the following points for you to consider:

1) The Attorney General asked for the two pages on
personality, but Teeter wonders whether you also want to
receiveg them. -

Yes, Haldeman receive personality pages

No, exélude personality material ‘

Other

2) The Attorney General has no£ asked for a Presidential
approval page with full demographics, but you may want

to have that page added.

_Yes, Haldeman receive Presidential popularity with
full demographics

No, exclude popularity demographics
Other
- 3) Peter Dailey and Bob Marik will have direct access
- L#//,&frall of Teeter's poll information except these summary

memoranda and the trial heat results.

.

4)-Jeb Magruder will have access to all of Teeter's
polling information though it will be delivered to the

Attorney General in the first instance.




5) Iowa} New Jersey, and North Carolina have also been
received. The results are presented in the same format

§ the Pennsylvania results. The New Jersey polling
information is attached. Larry has Iowa and North

z///////:arolina, as well as a special New Hampshire follow~up
telephone poll.

6) T schedule for the receipt of the rest of the poll
results is:

Ohio, Indiana, Missouri---=---—-=-ew—meecee—c-pPebruary '
California, New York, Oregon, Virginia----- February -
Texas, Tennessee, Maryland, and National---February -

projects that you discussed with him on January 31 in
this order -- Presidential travel, the President's image,
and the President's handling of the issues.

‘//:l//ﬁpéﬁ/éompletion of this first wave, Teeter will begin

8) Ken Cole, on February 9, asked you by memorandum whether
the Domestic Council staff could receive the results of
these campaign polls. He wants only the material dealing
with "domestic policy issues" and would personally limit
the distribution of the results.

RECOMMENDATION:

That Ken Cole receive the issue sections of the National poll
which will be available on February 28. You and the Attorney
General would sign off on the text to be given to Cole.

M AGREE DISAGREE
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SMMARY OF SURVEYS
ON RACY AND BUSSING

In conducting our compaign volls during December and January, con-
siderable data was collected on schiool desegregation, bussing and
race relations, This memorandum will summarize and analyze the
important political aspects of the data obtained.

Favor School Descgregation

Amerfcans overvhelmingly support the principle of school desegregation.

School Desegregcation . .

Nat'l Dast Midwest South West N.€, Va. Tex..N.Y. Calif.

Favor 75 80 75 65 8, 60 70 79 78 87
Oppose 20 14 19 30 -1 37 25 37 15 9

No Response 5 6 6 5 2 3 5 3 7 4

Racially integrated public schools are favored by over two-thirds of
every political and demographic group in the country except Wallace
voters. Nixon voters and liuskie voters favor integration by 78%

and 80% respectively. 51% of the Wallace voters are opposed to
school intecpration, compared to 43% in favor. DBoth white and black
voters favor desegregation Lo'approzimately the same degree. Young
voters, especially apges 25 to 34, who are parents of elementary age
children, approve of schiool integration by 83%. '

Cpposce Bussing

Thexe is no doubt that. the American public is opposcd to bussing
to achicve a racial balance in schools.

Bussing to Achieve School Integration

Rat'l Yast Midvest South West N.C. Va. Tex. N.Y. Calif.

Favor 20 21 1¢ 18 22 33 23 18 24 25
Opposc 76 75 77 78 73 59 73 61 55 61
No Response 4 4 4 4 5 8 4 20 21 14
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All political, geopraphic, and demographic groups except blacls
are opposcd to bussing by large margins. Those persons vho vote
for Nixon and Wallace are somevwhat more opposed to bussing than
Muskie voters,

Black voters hold a different view on bussing than their vhite
countcrparts,

Bussing to Achieve School Integration

White Black

Voters Voters
Favor 17% 60%
Oppose 79 " 38
No Response ‘ 4 2

Other studies, however, have found a majority of blacks opposed

to bussing but the opposition is not as strong as among vhites.
Black opposition also declines vhen bussing is perceived to be

the only alternative for blacks to achieve equal educational oppor-
tunity. The key to black attitudes on bussing eppears to be
whether or not they believe they can get efual education in their
own neighborhood scheols now.

Those blacks who believe they now have good schools in their areas
tend to oppose bussing, but those who belicve their schools are
educationally inferior to others in the area are in favor of bussing
as a means of securing equal education for their children. Whites
also fully support equal education for blacks.

On the question of federal funds being used to provide for bussing,
78% were opposed to funds being used in this manner.

As expected, the acceptability of bussing depends partially on the
length of ride.

Percentage Vil)ing-Unwilling
to Accoent Length of Ride

10 20 30 45
Minutes Minutes Minutes Minutes
All Voters 37-56% 26667 16-76% 9-83%
Ages 18-24 52-43 39-56 2473 13-84
Ages 25-34 L8-47 32-63 19-75 11-84

Yomeocer voters (ages 18 to 34) are the wost likely to be affected
by bussing in that they are the familics with young children; and
they are not as opposed to short bus rides as older voters,
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sing Not Vote Determining Issue

Bussing is not perceived as a particularly important national
problcm, Nationally, less than 17 voluntarily mention it as an
important national problem. In fact, only 3% mention racial problems
as an dimportant national issue. lowever, local studies have
shown that wvhere bussing has been a problenm or the subject of a
court order, the large majority of voters are strongly and intensely
opposed. The highest mention of bussing as a national problem is
8%.in North Carolina. ’ :

On our recent surveys, voters were asked to rate 13 issucs in terms
of their iwportance to them personally, and bussing received the
lovest averege rating of all issues tested--nationally and in all
regions. ITn comparison, education was clessified as important by
twice the number of voters as bussing, especially those aged 18 to
35 years. The respondents were also asked which of these 13 issues
would be most important to them in deciding how to vote for President
and ‘bussing vas mentioned as the most important factor by only 1%
nationally. '

President Lacking Credibility on Bussing
Among those vho are able to rate the candidates, the President
receives a less favorable rating. on his ability to handle bussing
than Muskic or Kennedy. This is true nationally and in the south.

When voters were asked to select the greatest failure of the President
from an issuce list (including bussing), 227 selected the bussing
answer., The same question vas asked regarding the voter's expecta-
tion of the issuve on which luskie would do the poorest job. Of

those who were able to answer, 3% indicated bussing. With Rennedy,
bussing received a 17 mention.

Potential Vegative Tmpact

There ray be sowe risk in the President taking a very strong anti~
bussing stand.

In thie south whore the problem is for the most part history, the
President enjoys a comfortable margin,

The preatest impact will probably be in the northern states. In
those stutes vhere the President is abead, he is obtaining a lcvel
of black support, particularly apainst Huskice, vhich is higher Lhan
a Republican candidate night normelly expect or than the President
received in 1968, This is whown in tobular form on Attachment A.

If the black cormunity perceives the President's position an Yanti-
Regre," he ray seriously jeopardize his winning margin in some very
exitical northern states, such as Rew York, New Jerscey, Peunsylvania
and Ohio by increasing black opposition to binm and incrensing black
turnout,

-3
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Conclusiocns
LONC L0k

I think that scveral conclusions can be drawn from the data we

have available.,

Bussing is not seen as a major national problem by any significant

_group of voters except in those local areas vhere it has beconme

an important local issuc by virtue of a ceurt decision or local
political campaign. However, once it docs become a local issue,
the large majority are strongly opposed and their opposition is
very intense.

If asked specifically about the ideca of bussing students to achicve
integration, a large majority of Auwericans in every region of the
country arc opposed by large margins, '

A large majority of Americans are strongly in favor of equal educa-
tion for all children. Most voters are in'favor of intecgrated
public schools but do not believe bussing should be used to achieve
them. Blacks are much more concerned with equal education than
with integration or bussing. Most whites see education as the pri-
mary long~-range, soluticn to the racial problems in our country.

The President currently hac a credibility problem on this issue,
particularly in thosc areas where it has-become a major loecal issue.
He receives low ratings for his ability to handle the problem, and
while most people know he has said that be is againet bussing, they
also knew that he has been unable to stop it. This leads them to
the conclusion that he is either not believable or that he is
ineffective. - Any furthcr statements by the President will have

to be accompanied by some definite action in order to be believ-
able. This 1s particularly true in those areas vhere bussing is =
a problem,

3

There is a definite danger of "overkill" on this issue.

There is a fine lince between being apainst bussing and being
"anti-Negro” and the President needs to treat this subject
with grezt care. As more Democrats taxe anti-bussing posi-
tiono, the President should be carefel not to go as far in
his opposition and be perceived as "onti-Negro" just to keep
the lead on the bussing iscue.

The Presjident is now in a position to get 15-207% of tlc
black vote in scveral large northern states against Muskic.
Presently, there is no particular intensity in black support
for Muskie. Any position vhich is perceived to be U

anti-Negro"

could reduece the President's black sapport to 5-10%, intousify
black opposition to hin, and increase black turncut for Muskic.
Thess foactors would danage the President’s chances of carrying
scveral large northern states which hie is now likely to win.

- i
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A position which is perceived to be anti-black could also
give the press the opportunity to move the President's
percoeption too far to the conscrvative end of the liberal-
conservative spectrum., This could hurt the President's
chances with significont numbers of white ticlet-splitters
or swing voters vho tend to be moderate on the race question,
very pro education, and who are now supporting the President
on Vietnam, inflation, and other wore important national
issues,

It appeers unlikely that this issue could produce any additional
voters for the President. Rather, we should primarily be concerned
with not losing any votes.

i

Recomnmendations

As the President has already taken a strong stand against bussing
and has some credibility problems with the issue, I think that he
should either say nothing more or that he should reaffirm his stand
but accompany it with some specific action. If his -decision is to
further oppose bussing, I would suggest that it contain the follow-
ing elements:

; .

1. He should not endorse a constitutional amendment.

His endorscmont of a constitutional amendment would clearly
be perceived as "anti-Negro' and it would seriously damage
our chances of carrying several large northern states by
intensifying black opposition and cosanL us the support of
significant nuwbers of swing voters.

2, He should reaffirm his support for the priuciplcu of equal
educational opportunity and integration.

3. He should recognize that many schools, particularly black

schools, arc now cducationally inferior to others in their same

school district oxr arca.

L, He should strongly opposc bussing as a means of remedyding this
situation.

5. He should propose legislative action which would tie anti-huseing
provisions to a program which would give immediate remedial attention
to sclhoolz which have no realisiice preospect of being descgregated

and vould provide maxinmum cducational) opportunity for all school
cbildren, vhite and blaci,

6. His approachshould have the adventage of satisiying the majority
vho avc oppused to bussing, and at the same time, protect us with the
blacks and rederate whites vho are primnarily concerned with high
quality cducation, The dota clearly indicates that wmany blacks would
support an anti-bussing stand if they believed they were going to get
cqually pood schools in thedr oun neighborlioods ’

[
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STATE

National
California
Florida
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa A
Ken t‘u cky
Maryland
Missouri
North Carolina
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York

hio

Oregon
Pennsylvania
- Temmessce
Texas
Virginia

Wisconsin

1968
MARGIN

+ 3%

+ 9%
+ 3%

+12%

+10%

+ 4%

Sample Size Too Small

% Based on 22 Hegroces dn Sawmple

ATTACHMENT A

CURRENT
MARGIN
(/M)
-+ 9%

- 6%

+16%
- 1%
- 8%

+12%

+ 3%
- 47

+11%

PERCENTACE

BLK.

SUPPORT

11%
11%

38%%*
17%
&7

25%
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e of Ca. fornia

emorandum

: Governor Reagan

Ed Meese
Mike Deaver ﬁ“yf
Gordon Luce , .
/Lyn Nofziger Subject : %allacg*ana‘Spock
5) in Caliiornia

b Robert C. Walker

If the latest (nid-Y¥February) California Poll (Ficld) is reliable
and Muskie gets the nomination, it would seem highly desirable
that Wallace and Spocx be on the ticket in Calilornia. 1If they
are, the poll showss

Nixon 44%

. Mugkie 40
Viallace 9

Spock 2
Undecided __5

100%

If Wallace and Spocih are not on the ballot, theirxr 11 points are
digtributed as follous:

Muskie 3
Undecidad 2
Hixon 1

The result is a luskic victory assuming the undecided vote
breaks in the same prcportiocis

fshie 45%

Hixon 45

Undegldad 7
'3 i:’;:‘#

This does not cceur with Huophroy or Rennoedy. She distribution
of 11 points cagt foy Wallace and Speck when Hunphrey is the
nominee is as follows:

With Kennedy oo the nendince Tallooe and Spock ot only & pointo
and they break on Lfollous wiun Walklzoo ana Spocll ara ro.ovedl

{ et

j 3 Lanail

rnedy %
»
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Governor Reagan

4 Meese

Mike Deaver

Cordon iuce

Lyn Nofzigerxr -2 February 25, 1272

The phencomencn of a disproporticnate share of Wallace votes going

to Muskie instead of to Nixon might be explained by the voters
perception of Muskie as a new and more neutral figure, whereas

they have sihiarp imnpiessicons of Hison, Humphrey and Xennedy. In
cther vords, .a luxiy of hnowledgs about lluskie naoy affect their

choice of him at this time. #As the campaign progresses, however,
this may gradually docline and should be watched closely. 1If it
does doeline Lo the point of coual distribution as in the Humphrey
and Kennedy showings, then, of course, it will make little difiference
whether or not ¥Vallacc and Spock are on the California ballot.

Since we cannot b2 sure that the unfavorable pro-Muskie distribution
will evaporatd and since we ave not hurt by the Humphrey and Kennedy
distributions, I suggest that any moves to disgualify the AIP's be
held in abeyance, at lcast,

&s vou Incw, this
past fow monthse.

e
-~

s contrary to the efforts ofi Robert Walters these




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
March 17, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY i

Bob asked that in addition to getting more information from DMI

if we can get it,"’glso get our January figures for Los Angeles and
Orange County. What he wants to do, obviously, is make a compari-
son to see if the shift has been in Orange County and Los Angeles
County. As you know, Teeter was worried about Orange County
figures. The shift, as I'm sure you are well aware, is almost too
much to believe, so let's check it out,

With regard to the Mitchell meeting on Marchr 21, Bob felt there
might be some interest in John Mitchell, Bob Teeter and Haldeman
getting together for a meeting. Rather
that Mitchell and Teeter are getting $6gether, why don't you just say Q]"
would it not perhaps be worthwhileAfor.the former Attorney General

and Bob to sit down with Teeter and review the situation together and

see what the feeling is, The pdint is that Bob does not want to horn

in on Mitchell's meeting, byt'I would guess Mitchell would welcome
Haldeman sitting in on :;Ft‘?ﬂing meeting now that we have gone round

the polls once, Obviougly Bob studied them more than John did.

Why don't you get a reading;gcn what can,be done here and, if so, plan
on setting up the meeting on March 2l¢ It would obviously be to our
advantage to have the meeting in deman's office, but I don't know
if Mitchell can, or would preferfo arrange that, and obviously there
is no need to make waves hergl See what you can work out.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
March 17, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY /

Bob asked that in addition to getting more information from DMI

if we cah get it,&‘";iso get our January figures for Los Angeles and
Orange County. What he wants to do, obviously, is make a compari-
son to see if the shift has been in Orange County and Los Angeles
County. As you know, Teeter was worried about Orange County
figures. The shift, as I'm sure you are well aware, is almost too
much to believe, so let's check it out.

With regard to the Mitchell meeting on Marc
might be some interest in John Mitchell, Bob Teeter and Haldeman
getting together for a meeting. Rathershan responding to the fact ‘&
that Mitchell and Teeter are getting $6gether, why don't you just say Q/‘J
would it not perhaps be worthwhileAor.the former Attorney General
and Bob to sit down with Teeter and review the situation together and
see what the feeling is. The pdint is that Bob does not want to horn
in on Mitchell's meeting, by¥ I would guess Mitchell would welcome
Haldeman sitting in on a ling meeting now that we have gone round
the polls once. Obviougly Bob studied them more than John did.

A\
Why don't you get a readingﬂon what can/be done here and, if so, plan
on setting up the meeting on March 21l It would obviously be tu our
advantage to have the meeting in Haldeman's office, but I don't know
if Mitchell can, or would prefer fo arrange that, and obviously there
is no need to make waves hergl See what you can work out,

21, Bob felt there
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THE WHITE HCUSE

WASHINGTON 1
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February 10, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: CHARLES COLSONW
SUBJECT: Polling

Apropos our conversation on polls this morning, Ithink it
might be a very interesting experiment to have our pollsters
ask at the outset of the interview the approval question and the
trial heats. Then go into the development of issue data and all
the questions about the President that would be a part of the
poll. At the end of the session, the interviewer might say, 'I
just want to check my notes once again. How did you say you
would vote between Nixon and X ?"

If there is any shift, i.e. , any change at the end of the interview
from the beginning, this could be very significant information.
More importantly, the profile of the kind of people who shift could
be invaluable. That would identify the type of voter we really need
to get to with issue materialy That is, the people who can be sold
if we work on them. Conceivably that could be the swing vote.

Harris said he would do this for me. On the other hand, I have
some reservations about having him do this. We all know he is
for sale and, while he is presently in our hands (I think), there is
no telling what might happen in the future. The more I think about
it the more I would be inclined to have it in the hands of one of our
suppliers whom we can control rather than in the hands of Harris.

Would you let me know?



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Administratively Confidéntial
;
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January 6, 1971

8
!

MEMORANDUM FOR: LARRY HIGBY \

FROM: - j GORDON STRACHAN G , /3,4,5
. e

SUBJECT : Gallup Poll -

S

You asked that an attempt be made to find out whether Gallup
had been purchased by Muskie/Kennedy or at least the DNC.

Jek Magruder contacted Bob Teeter, who has a professional
relationship with George Gallup Jr. Teeter talked with Gallup
according to Magruder but could learn nothing. Magruder also
had Cliff Miller contact Lloyd Free, Rockefeller's pollster

who has strong connections with Gallup. ZAgain, nothing concrete
developed.

I did not call Tom Benham because he would be the third
individual with tenuous White House connections. This could
have been very embarrassing.

Rumsfeld is of course the correct,above board contact with
Gallup. I advised Dick Cheney of our suspicions on December 20.
He discussed them with Counsellor Rumsfeld before Rumsfeld's
lunch with George Gallup Jr. on December 29. Cheney doubts
that Rumsfeld has called Mr. Haldeman with a report on that
luncheon.
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THE WHITE HOUSE ‘U,l/‘d,
WASHINGTON %t{g
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December 14, 1971

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: 2 1eA=04 L

It is obvious that Gallup has been be-Zg@d»by Muskie/Kennedy
or at least the Democratic National Committee,

They have probably figured that we bought Harris and they
might as well get something.

Of course this is not the case, but it is probably worth finding
out exactly what the Democratic - Gallup relationship is. I
don't know if you want to talk to Dean about this or to Colson,
but one of them should get something going on a low-key basis.

You may also want to mention this to Magruder and let's do each
of them independently so we don't have everyone running around
making statements about this. ILet me know what progress you
have made in one week.

Thank you. 27
ap %JQ&, ’W/FM-M

W {20
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