Richard Nixon Presidential Library
Contested Materials Collection

Folder List
Box Number  Folder Number Document Date No Date Subject Document Type  Document Description
46 3 5/15/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Arthur J. Finkelstein to Magruder RE:
critiques of the memo recipient's survey
books. 2 pgs.
46 3 4/13/1972 (] Campaign Memo Draft of a memo, possibly generated by

Finkelstein, analyzing California voter
demographics and trends. California county
map and county voting figures for the 1968
election attached. 6 pgs.

Monday, March 19, 2012 Page 1 of 1



T e vl -

Commiitce for the Rczuekecﬁonﬁof the President

MEEMORAMNDUM

May 15, 1972

ey v T

DETERMINED T0 BE AN
I SEB S. MAGLUDER ADMINISIRATIVE MARKING
E.0. 12065, Section 6-102

FROM: ARTHUR J. FINKELSTEIN 7 -=====~=-n NAh., Date_@-l6-20

SUBJECT: Survey Revieu

After pervusing with sonce degree of diligence the survey books
you have on file in your desk, I have the fellowing comments
to naeke.

1. The sauple size in the national poll appears to be a
little bit sraller than perhaps it should be. Fifteen hundred

samples, I would supggest, would give a better cross—section
breakotut,

2. Depending on the definiticn of the category, "south',
there would sppear to be on gver-ciphasis in the national saumple
of the south, (i.c. 327 of the toial sample is, in the south,
vhere Kixon receives & rather large plurality).

3. 1In the national sample, there appears to be too few,
Rlacks znd teo many Je

4. In Marylend, theve appears to be too many young.
Beyond soue of the demcgraphic weightings mentioncd above, there
are certzin nurbers wiilch,-logically epesking, cannot be the case.
liowever, thiz disg my political judgrnent awd not a statistical one,
for, no doubt, the arctual raw nunbers do, in fact, state the
following results. )

1. In Ovegorn, Nixon runs behind dn the over-65 group.

Hiven reccived 174 of the Philadelphia

i 1
52% of the suburban vote to Muskie's
oncdy osnd Bumphrey, Nixon runs virtually even
clvhia, but Jones by better than 3 to 1 dn the

to both Huuwpbrey and Kermedy. These
dwpvobeble.
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4. Vhen Nixon is watched head-to-head to Xennedy in Arkansas,
he leads by a margin of 49 to 33, With Wallace in the race, Wixon
receives 337 to 30Z for Kennedy, with 174 for Wallace, It is
pexfectly legitimate for Wallace to take 10% of his 17 percenteage
pointe frem Nixen, ho "cxcr, it is totally illogical to expect the
Kennedy vote to increese by 13 percentage points because of the
inclusion ¢f Vallace.

In & real sense, this ig nitpicking, for the data in your bock

geens entircly prefessionsl.  Some nunbers ave wrong or an inaccurate
reflection of the real position of the electorate. llowever, this is
not an unusunl case for a survey document., Aftevall, statistically,
one case in 20 will heve a margin of error greater than that of the
ccceptable error toicrance. With “itcrally hundreds of cells of
data collected, it is net surprising to find some that are con-
sidarﬁblv £f base. Since the reports you have do not break down
the isgues by demegraphic cell, it is hard to determine whether or
not the specific CC"“QL& made about the issues are being preperly
interpreted. TProm my own cxperience, I know that the non-solicited
response from "What in your opinion is the single most important
igsue facing the United Stetes today?" is not necessarily the cne

that most concerns the regpondents, :
I have been Pi&Vlﬂ" arcund with a relationghip question asking,
for exawple, "Fron a list of issue concerns, vhich are most

important to you perscnally?", and find that Victnam falls
drastically, and far vore local concerns race to the front,

Busing, which virtually never shews up on the unsolicited response,
time and again is cited in the rclaticnship questions.

As a l“st comnbmﬁ on ihe reports you have, Mr. Teeter seems to make
I cments based ou data, which, in fact, does
i vitment, or, as in Texas,

1 an ve
the Niwxon
implies a

not erist. ,or exan pW), intoensity of cor
t 1d zo strongly for the ! Cevican/American vete since
the datn docs not relflect any anti-l
v Teeter can wake the judgrent that no such
thorovrimess of the research done for
rel

saying that we shou
i wican/Awerican feeling among
our voters, Unless there is date I have not seen or heaxd about,
I hzve po way to luow ho
biaseq cadst. I must strongly point out that each profescionszl
; Y and technigue and that, by end la
to interprotive judgnents, that entd
stylized cpproach. ‘
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Commiiiee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM
April 13, 1972 (DRAFT)
GO TR ELAL B DETERMINED T0 BE AN
B . ADMINIS/RATIV: LLARKING
SUBTECT: California E.0. 120c¢5, Section 6«102

) By_$mpP_____ WAR_, Dato_b-16-G0_

Califeornia's population in 1970 was 19,696,840. It is the largest
state in the nation in terms of population. The state is 7% Black,
9% Mexican and Spanish, and 2Z Oriental. Total foreign stock is
25%,- with Mexicans 4%, Germans 2%, Canadians 2%, British 2%,
Italians 2%, being the largest ethnic groups.

In political terms, California is very much a North versus South
state. The southern section of the state (Tab A), which is the
larger of the two, tends to be very conservative, while the
northern portion tends to be rather liberal. Orange and San

Diego Counties in the south, for example, were the only two heavily
populated counties in the country that gave Goldwater a plurality
in 1964. The southern part of the state has been described as the
“Sun Belt State', similar politically to southern Florida and
central Texas. It wasg settled by "Bible Belt types" and has taken
on that politicel mold. 8an Francisco, on the other hand, being
the center of liberalism and Democratic strepgth in California, is
also the headquarters for many TFar Left organizations, such as the
Black Panthers. The Central Valley of the state, generally
agricultural and desert, was settled by people coming from the
Oklahoma plains during the Dust Bowl era.

Nixon's greatest vote totals in 1968 came out of Los Angeles, Orange,
San Diego, Santa Clara and Alasmeda Counties, The President re~
ceived 2,159,656 votes from these five counties, or 62.3%7 of his
total California vote. (Tabs B and C)

lumphrey's best counties were northern counties of San Francisco
(plurality - 76,539), Alancda (66,260), Sacramento (21,592), Santa
Clara (10,065). These four best Humphrey counties, in terms of raw
vote, gave Humphrey a total plurality of 174,456 which is only
8,000 more than the plurality given Nizon from Orange County alone.

Wallace received 6.7% of the total vote in 1968. His vote appears
to have come most heavily, percentage wise, from that area cf the
state north of Sacramento. This would make it appear that the
Wallace vote probably helped Nixon in 1968. A recent Field Poll in
California indicates that most of the vote which Wallace now re-
ceives in three-man, head-to-head contests, would go to the Democrat
in-a two-man race. .
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The conventional wisdom of the Republican politicians is that one
must get large portions of the vote downstate to offset the upstate
marging of the Democrats. In 1968, the Presidential contest
followed that pattern. Wixon carried.southern California by about
376,000 votes, lost northern California by about 143,000 votes

and lost the Central Valley by about 2,000 votes.

In order to gain the plurality neccessary in Southern Californie,
the - emphasis in 1972 should be placed on Los Angeles, Orange,

and San Diego Counties. Southern California may be much more
difficult this vear than in 1968 due to the high unemployment rate
in the gpace industry and related business. Orange and Los Angeles
Counties were the hardest hit by the white collar recession. In
particular, the Burbank, Glendale, Pasadena and South Bay areas of
Los Angeles County should receive waximum attention since so many
of their residents are out of work. All activities should focus
on alleviating this major problem.

National polls indicate that the Presgident runs well with older
Americans. Over 18% of Californiaz's voting population is over 60.
Specific attention should be given to the problems of the senior
citizens in the following locations: (1970 Cengressional Districts)

. 32nd Congressional District -~ Long Beach

1

2. 20th Congressional District -~ Pasadena

3. 6th Congressional District - West San Francisco
4, 38th Congressional District - Paln Springs

5. 1st Congressional District - Marin

6

. 18th Congressional District - Tulare, Kern

Close attention should be paid to San Fra&%iggg,ﬁﬁ-lé.ﬁ% of its voting
popu ion 1s over 60 years old. An effoft should be made to attract

ege votero—e Pocratic plurality in Northern California
can be limited, '

Agriculture is important to the economy of California. Particular
enphasis should be placed on the farm vote in the following areas;

. lst Congreesional District -~ Napa

. 38th Congressional District - Imperial, Riverside

. 18th Cengressional District - Kern, Tulare

16th Congressional Dictrict - Fresno .

« 12th Congressional District - Santa Cruz, Monterey, San Luis Obispo
. 4th Congressional District -~ CGlenn, Lake, Colusa, Sutter

W N
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Approximately 9% of California's population have Spanish surnames.
Considerable attention has been given to the Mexican American by
the Nizon Administration. If we are indeed going to persuade
this minority to vote for the President, we must seek them out in
the following areas of California:

1. 38th Congregsional District
2. 30th Congressional District
3. 29th Congressional District -
4. 19th Congressional District - Los Angeles
5. 16th Copgressional District - Fresno

G. 9th Congressional District -~ Santa Clara

San Bernardino, Imperial
Los Angeles
Los Angeles

1

i

§

Although the Mexican American vote, the older American vote, and

the agricultural vote should receive consideration, they are secondary
in priority. Our main emphasis should center on San Diego,

Los Apgeles, and Orange Counties. These Southern California Counties
will mainly determine whether we win or lose California's 45

electoral votes.
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1868 PRESIDINTIAL RLECTION

( Califorria Counties Providing the Largest Number of Votes for Richard Nivon )

CARDIDATLS

[

HUMPHLRDY

A -

PLURALITY

COUNTY WIXOuN
Los Angelaes * 1,266,480

(47.€2)

Orange

.
San Diego 201,540
. (56.3%)
santa Clars 163)/,./,6
45 60)
Alancda 153,285
(37.06%) °
* Ninon's pluvedd

Pepudblican volc.

1,223,251

(46.0%)

148,869
(29.9%

167,669
(36.1)

173,511
(48.46%)

219,545
(53.9%) -

Jity vote fren Los Angeles accounted fox 5

o Vft'LI;‘C?

151,050

(5.7%)

33,034
(G.6%)

33,340

‘(?.22)':

18,754
(5.2%

3

28,426
- (7.0%)

€

-

-

?’43,229T(R)
166,036 (R)
93,871
i@,oss
66,260

)

of his total



1850 Census
Population
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County

AUAREUA
AL PIND
AHEI]
ouliE
CALAYERAS

LOLLSA
LanIRa £0STA
LIL NORTE

el DUxaAdy
FRESND

GLEhN
HUMLILOT
1HAEERT AL
INYO
KRl

KINGS

L AKE

LASSEN

L3S ANGELES
MAGERA

RARIN
mARTPIEA
WENDOCIRG
MIRCED

MIDCT

SUND »
HanTERZY
APA

N VAL

ORALSE

PLACER
PLUMAS
RIVIRSIOZ
SACRLA
SAk

S5AN BI
>Al BIEGD
sale FLA
JOAQUIR
Luis 031%PD

HAN

Sak

SAN MATLG
SaRTA BAREBIRA
SANTA CLARA
SahkTa CRUL
SHASTA

BUTTER
TOHAMA
YRINITY
TULARE
TUDLUAKE
VENTURA
VL0
YUaa

TOTAL

Total

Vote

“07 4349
253
54390
3vs211
54332

44577
2184917
54168
154241
137,396

7+¢1328
364214
204440
-XE-2:X4
113,832

18,101
Islll
54218

21657532

Léy303

324755
29577
17+93%
2843649
342067

1.758
574124
Z25612
11,794

493,707
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1574670
2334246
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297,547
Q3,569
37,341
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93,420
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29,230

1,193
135732
534952
T8,059
65,063

L4y 545
Loy 999
34307
564189
Ty 119

1165261
289060
115120

Te251s587

PH

Republican

roes

COIDENT 1663

Demoerstic

153,285
150
2,269
224245
3,042

2y361
97,436
24377
Ty 403
59,901

3,848
16,713
10,818

3:641
53,990

7,796
4y 464
2,953
112665450
64229

41,422
15495
8:303

11,595
1+713

1:130
33.:670
144270

64001

314,405

12,427
24097
€3,41%
G14,177
24941

111,974
2015544
190,970
4742953
19,420

38654
50,068
163,440
25,365
11,821

543
6y 334
174683
38,088
29.573

8y 0065
5slus
L4226
29,314
49330

59,705
11,123
53371

1,858
101,648
2236
6,054
654153

2r466
16,476
TeeBl
2:314
474254
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3,777
2,930
11223!251
69532

384278
1,187
14935

145453
15264

465
28:261
14,762

4:607
148,369

14,050
2:961
vlslaé
114,769
2809

29,418
16746469
1774509
424373
154028

166,519
374565
173511
204492
14,510

559
64260
"275271
33587

3142106

41624
4565
1r433
224160
3,913

T4 T94%
15,833
44501

€

A

28,426
20

660
3,891
643

344
18330
4355
14676
114292

808
24159
2,100

T4

12,309

1 4 &40
838

112
151,050
15120

3,801
202
1554
242430
284

1%
44503
34670
1,078

33,034

2¢574
529
12,432
16209
447

215187
334540
1743232
ByS23
2y4le

144720
5,083
18: 754
39405
24815

85
1,083
5¢810
S5
34913

1,228
1,210
4322
Ly 58D
865

8234
Lethe
1,296

L4067 :6064 3244318 487,270

Percentie Tetal Vote

Other Phirality Rea. AP
64,093 664260 O 37.6% $3.9% Te0%
6T R $9.3% 32. 8% T.5%
21 171 D 42,18 45.3% 12.2%
208 9338 R 56.7%  32.9% 9.9%
13 G08 R 52.2% 30.6% 11.0%
14 03 R 5l.6% 40, 6% 7.5%
1¢433 . 4,182 D 44.5% 44,42 Ba43
50 181 R 46.2% 42,33 F.6%
43 1414 R 49,05 3%.7% 11.63
1,050 54252 D 43.6%  4l.4% Be25
16 1382 R O53.3% 34.5%  11.33
260 243 R 46,25  45.52 762
47 34337 R 52.9% 36.6% 10.3%
i8 12327 R 54.42  34,6% 10,72
242 43706 R 46463 &2.5% 10,68
22 E4T D 43,12 &41.7% GelX
32 H8T R 49,08  41.5% s 4
23 3I7T D 4l 1% 47.1% 11.5%
17,201 43,2426 R 47.6%  46.0% 5.7%
22 T3 0 43.6% 48.5% 7.83%
1:254 Sela4 R O50,18  43.8% 4.6%
12 309 R 49.9%  39.6% 10413
110 370 R 46.4% 44,31 8.73%
53 2+858 D 40.9% 51.0% T.5%
6 449 R 52.4% 385.7% 8.72
1 L6865 R 64.3% 26.5% 8.92
393 5,409 R 50.248  42.1% 7.21
10% 492 D 43.8% 45,33 10.7%
48 Ls45%% RO S5leas 39.1% Gal13
1:8973 166,320 R 63.1%  29.9% 64 6%
93 1:623 0 42.6% 43.2% 8.8%
24 B4 D 3T.4% H7.6% G bi
L78 2252086 R 52.9%  33.0% 7.9%
19903} 2Lv992 D 41.74  50.93% T+0%
12 152 R 471.5%  45.1% i3
14037 22:956 R 50.1% 400X 9.5%
24314 93,4871 R 56.3% 36.1% T.2%
4y )30 764539 D 33.7%  59.2% 5. 8%
300 53220 R 46.0% 42.7% 9.13%
217 3¢592 R 51.3%  41.8% (S8 4
54,775 72865 D 43,78 47.2% 6.5%
T0% 12,503 K 52.63 40.2% Sehl
23656 10,065 D 45.6% 45,43 S5e22
622 4¢87T3 R BOLEE  41.0% baS3
84 21689 0 40,48  49.63% .63
1 11 D 45.9% 46.92 712
50 T4 R 46,1% 45.6% 7.92
168 Fe588 D 34.7T2  H3.5% 11448
509 4,531 R 48,385 43.0% Te53%
201 19743 B 4£5.53%  485.1% Hx1%
28 4y041 R 59.6%  3].8% 842
20 633 R 47.3% 41,52 1l.12
16 T D 43,15 43.3% 13.1%
115 T+134 R 52.2%  39.5% 8o 2%
13 41T R 47.5%3 42.9% D53
528 11,931 R Sl.4%  41.12 7.13
262 4,710 D 38.4% 54.7% & 03
22 910 R 48.2% 40.,0% 1l.6%
524335 2233346 R 4T 8% 44.7% bo12
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