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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. HALDEMAN

A
A7
FROM: ROBERT H. MARIZ[/{@

SUBJECT: The Future of the Data Base

SUMMARY

This memorandum describes the computerized list of registered
voters and the associated software (together referred to as

the Data Base) developed for the 1972 Presidential campaign.
The utility of the Data Base in future political campaigns

is discussed and some specific recommendations are presented.
The purpose of this analysis is to present a complete technical
description of the Data Base, as one element necessary in
determining what kind of organization should be established to
control the system over the next four years.

DISCUSSION

Description of the Data Base

The Data Base that is presently housed in our data center in
Dallas has more than $1,000,000 invested in list development,
soclo~economic characteristics, algorithms, software and
technical know-how. It consists of a computerized listing

of nearly 22 million houscholds {(almost 30 million registered
voters) in nine large states (Tab A). Additional elements of
the system are listed in Tab B, It now has the capacity for
- the following:

*Produce computerized lists of registered voters for
canvassing and get-out-the-vote, by precinct, and in
alphabetical or street address sequence.

*Record voter responses from canvassing on the master
file (i.e., those voters who are for, against or undecided
toward the candidate).
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«For specialized mailings:
~Select out surnames indicating ethnic origin: Spanisgh,
Polish, Jewish, Irish, Italian.
~Estimate the age and income level of each household listed.
~Identify the Census tract, and therefore the general
demographic characteristics, of each household.

s detailed discussion of the Data Base is given dn Tadb C, taken
‘rom the final report of the Direct Mail Division.

sunlications for the Future

ihe Data Base should be considered as far more than a mailing
1¢at, It can be the central part of a total campaign strategy.
fv provides the vehicle for voter identification through telephone
«r door-to~door canvassing. It allows for specific direct mail
z;yeals to carefully segmented groups of voters. It can be used
+: yroduce final lists of favorable voters for Election Day
sotivities, It can provide lists especially tailored for fund
:. i~ ing, volunteer recruitment, or other campaign functions,
Tt i{s rarely possible for local or even statewlde candidates to
©'uut such a sophisticated voter contact operation. However,
« 11 the data base already in existence and the associated
“uter software already developed, the President could offer
cte-packaged program to local candidates, which could increase
.1 vote by as much as 5% to 107%.

“t, in 1976, the Republican Presidential candidate will nor
'+ tue uninterrupted lead time to prepare a new data base, as
©7onsdble dn 1972, Therefore, it is important that the
o row dn existence be kept updated so that the President
“v the option to mzke it available in 1976. The problem
" @77 address list will become obsolete at the rate of
- yer year, If left alone for four years, the present
_ = iid have little value. The objective, then, is to keep the

' ipdated for 1976, and in the process to get maximum
St dt in 1974,

“ritegy for 1974

“nded that the lLiata Basce be one element in a

+ concerted natloral effort to maximize the Republican
2474 Congreuing 51 races., Other elements would
“te seleation, flnancial assistance, professional

v
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The first step must be to select the target Congressional
Districts. The discussion which follows does offer a selection
criterion, primarily to illustrate the methods applied to develop
cost estimates for use of the Data Base in the 1974 campaigns.

It 1s anticipated that the final selection will be somewhat
different, taking into account survey results, field evaluation
of the races, retirement of incumbents, availability of attractive
challengers, etc.

Manyon Millican has prepared an analysis of the Congressional and
Gubernatorial races for 1974 (Tab D). He identifies 116 "marginal"
seats. Of those seats, the winner in 1972 received 56% or less

of the vote in 68 cases (39 Republican and 29 Democrat). Those
have been taken as the target districts in this analysis. It

will be important to strengthen the marginal Republican incumbents,
because they are particularly vulnerable in the mid-term election
during a Republican Administration. Twenty-six of the 39 are
freshmen. Of the 29 Democrats, 11 were elected for the first time
in 1972.

In Tab E, the status of Gubernatorial and Senatorial races in 1974
is summarized by state, along with the marginal house races, as
defined above. Some marginal Senate races are indicated, where
availability of the Data Base might make a significant difference
for the Republican candidate.

In Tab F, the data processing cost to update the existing Data Base,
or expand it to cover new target districts or states, is given

in detail. The financial anzlysig extends into 1976, covering the
final updating of the original Data Base for the Pre51dential
campaign.

Operation of the Data Base for the Next Four Years

Several decisions must be made on how the Data Base will be handled
in the future. The organizational structure must be determined

in the light of potential legal restrictions, public relations,
political considerations and finances. Several alternatives

have been raised, including:

-Establish an independent trust or corporation, accountable
to the interests of the President, which would make the
Data Base available to selected candidates, possibly through
the RNC, or directly.

*Transfer the Data Bese to the RHNC, with the sasouranca that
it will remadin under the control of a cempetent general man 'ger.
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It is beyond the scope of this memo to recomnend which form is most
appropriate, It is important, however, to understand that the
computer programs and voter lists are only useful when managed

by someone who is thoroughly familiar with the system. There
ghould be continuity and a high degree of professional competence
in the position of General Manager.

Three people now have the experience to perform that job. L. Robert
Morgan was the manager of the direct mail operation during the
campaign. Bob has returned to the Reuben H. Donnelley Corporation
in Chicago, but can be available for occasional consulting

on the Data Base, Dr. Thomas Slivinsgki helped to design the Data
Base, and assisted and managed all phases of its application and
development. Tom is experienced in computer systems, but he is
seeking more diversified experience within the Administration.

He is expected to be in the Washington area, and available for
consultation, subject to any limitations by Civil Service
regulations. James White was a project manager on the political
direct mail staff, and as such was the trouble-shooter in the
systems area. His background includes both marketing and systems
experience, Jim is rccommended {or the position of General Manager.

Tab G shows projected operating costs for the project over the next
four years, including staff and admainistrative overhead. No operating
revenue 1s included. The assumptions are as follows:

+Any lists or mailing labels provided for candidates are billed
at net cost (no margin to cover G & A or development costs).
This policy would encourage candidates to use the system

and improve their own campaigns. On the other hand, a somewhat
higher price would cbvicusly reduce the operating deficit.

+No revenue from commorelzl csles is shown., Jim White believes
that up to $40,000 in revenuc could be realized in 1973 from
sales of mailing labels to charitable fund drives and similar
organizations. The volume of such sales would be expected to
increase in subsequent years. The margin on commercial sales
is estimated to be IJ0LY of the seliing price. It should be the
objective of the Genoral Manager to develop a significant
volume of commercial sales; however, until the concept is
proven, no reduction in the operating deficit is projected.

*The major functions of the General Manager, beyond providing
labels to candidates and cowmercial accounts, will be to

H
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and find ways of sharply reducing the cost of processing
the data and producing mailing labels or lists. New
computer hardware will become available in the next few
years, allowing some data processing operations to be done
far less expensively than is now the case. The research
and computer programming costs shown in Tab G are partly
intended to achieve cost reductions in the final product.

+All of the marginal Congressional Districts, as well as
several marginal Senate races, have been covered by

the activity reflected in Tab F. If it were desired

to keep the net deficit to a smaller amount, certain
districts could be added to the Data Base only after
adequate revenue were generated from commercial accounts
to cover the list expansion costs.

It can be seen in Tab G that the "severest projected cost",
assuming no off-setting revenue, to maintain and update the
existing Data Base for four years is $806,000. The additional
cost to expand the Data Base for target races in 1974 is
$270,000. The $211,000 shown for list maintenance in 1976 can
only be a rough estimate. Computer technology and electoral
procedures may by then render obsoclete the methods of 1972,
There is some speculation that more states will follow the
example of California and make current voter lists on computer
tape available to campaign organizations at a moderate cost.

The pressures in Congress to liberalize registration procedures
may take the voter lists out of the hands of the township clerks
and county courthouses, to a higher level of government. Such
centralization could facilitate list-gathering at lower cost and
with shorter lead times. For all of those reasons, it is
recomuended that list updating be postponed until 1976, in
every area where the system will not be used in 1974. Whatever
the situation in 1976, the computer software in the Data Base will
assure fthat the data on registered voters can be used to the
greatest possible benefit of the 1976 Republican Presidential
candidate.

RECOMMERDATIONS

That you épprove the concept of preserving and updating the Data
Base for use in 1974 and 1976. The particular structure in which
it will be housed is vet to be decided.)

P oo NICATPIOVE COMMENTS
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That you approve the appointment of Jim White as General Manager
of the Data Base.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE COMMENT

That you approve the general operating plan described in this memo,
with the understanding that the specific states and Congressional
Digtricts to be used in 1974 can be decided at a later date

(but preferably not later than November, 1973).

APPROVE DISAPPROVE COMMENT

Attachments:
TAR
TAB
TAB
TAB
TAB
TAB
TAB

QYO

cc: The Honorable John N. Mitchell
Jeb S. Magruder



TAB A

R

CONTENTS OF THE DATA BASE

e .

STATE NUMBER OF VOTING NUMBER OF
: HOUSEHOLDS REGISTERED VOTERS
California 6,020,000 8,626,400
Connecticut 906,000 1,373,500
Illinois 1,787,000 1,682,300
Maryland 775,000 1,349,100
Michigan 1,798,000 1,688,600
New Jersey 2,131,200 3,196,200
Ohio 2,352,600 3,381,500
Pennsylvania 3,609,400 5,157,100
Texas 2,605,500 3,970,300
Total 21,984,700 30,425,000



TAB B

ADDITIONAL ELEMENTS IN THE DATA BASE

OR AVAILAELE FROM THE CAMPAIGN

Partial lists of registered Republican voters:
Florida ~ 350,000 voters from ten counties
Massachusetts - 13,000 key Reéubzicans
New Hampshire - 80,000 households (total state)

New York - 350,000 voters from 5 counties

Lists potentially availlable from the 1972 campaign:
Telephone program key leaders lists (2,400 names)
Telephone centers' volunteer lists (55,000 names)
State Chairmen's volunteer lists (130,000 names)
Finance Committee contributor lists (800,000 names)

Democrats for Nixon volunteer lists (2,000 names)



"LIST DEVELOPMENT’

DATA BASE DEVELOPMENT

The Voter Registration Data Base was established in two phases. During the
first phase individual vendors were contracted to collect the voter regis-
tration lists of specific states and to computerize this information into a
standard format specified by the Comm{ttee. Standard edit programs were
supplied to each vendor to validate the data. In the second phase, at
University Computing Company in Dallas, the base voter registration data was
expanded with specific demographic information added.. This section dis-
cusses the establishment of the Voter Registration Data Base.

DATA BASE ORGANIZATION

The Voter Registration Data Base was corganized as sequential data sets on
magnetic tape. ’ »

The basic processing entity was a county within a state. With several minor
exceptions, the entire county was processed at one time. Counties were
placed on separate reels of tape and were never comblined. |If two parts of
the same county were processed separately, different county codes were
assigned,

The concept of stand alone county processing was sound. The only problem
arose when zip codes crossed county boundaries. In these cases, the match
codes used for adding phone numbers and other data were not valid.

Within the county, each voter was suﬁp}ied a unique sequence number. This
number, together with the state and county codes uniquely identified the voter
in the entire data base.

Members of the same family {with the same surname) who live at the same
address and who belong to the same party, were combined into households. Up
to four members of a household were planned for. Each member of a household
was given a unique sequence member number.

In any future design, households should be defined independent of political
party registration. The party affiliation should be included for each member,
but all members of the household with the same surname should be combined.

Within a household, the male head of household was shown first, followed
by wife and any other members. |f a residence contained individuals with
"different surnames, these individuals were listed as separate households
(the address most likely being an apartment).

The sequence numbers were assigned to voters in address sequence for mailing
(i.c., by zip code and street address within zip code). Lalols or other

mailings could be generated for o county without a major sort of the data.



Householding in non-city delivery service areas should be limited to those
individuals who can be positively identified as belonging to the same
household. Very often in small towns or rural areas, several families with
the same surname will live on the same rural route or receive their mail
through the same general delivery post office. These individuals cannot be
arbitrarily combined into households. :

If supplements were required for a county, the sequence numbers for these
additions began at 5,000,000. This eliminated the possibility that voters
would be multiply updated.

The Voter Registration Data Base and other name lists were combined through
the use of match codes. These codes are extracted from key parts of the
name and address.

The match code for City Delivery Service Areas (Type 1 addresses) was:
state, county, zip, last four characters of house number, first character
of street name and first, third and fourth characters of surname. John
Smith who lived at 1121 Elm Street, Chicago, lllinois 61610 was coded:
1L031616101121ES1T.

The match code for other type addresses was state, county, zip and first,
third and fourth characters of last name. This did not always produce a
valid match. HNames such as DAVIS, DAVIDSON, DEVITT in the same zip code
were considered equivalent. )

A new match code for non-street type addresses needs to be defined. One
potential code would be state, county, zip, first character of owner name
and the first seven characters of the last name.

AVAILABILITY OF VOTER LISTS

In general, lists of registered voters are available from county or local
registrars across the country. These lists are normally available to any
candidate. Two exceptions should be noted: (a) some states or counties do
not require registration; and (b) citizens vote on their personal cognizance.
Also, the voter lists may be available only through political sub-divisions
within the county, e.g., Michigan, where each township maintains the voting
list. o

The voting lists normally include name, address and party affiliation (if
voters register by party). In some states (such as New Jersey and Ohio)
only those voters who participate in the primary elections have party
designation. In other states, there is not attempt at the county level to
record party; Republican and Democratic voter lists are kept separate by the
county organizations.

In determining the availability of voter lists, a primary consideration is
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access to computerized voter lists. Because the cost of keypunching or
optically scanning hardcopy lists is approximately 4-6 times as much as
reformatting a computer tape, it is cost-efficient to obtain voter regis-
tration on magnetic tape.

The Table at TAB 14 lists all counties by state which were included in
the Voter Registration Data Base. If a computerized source tape was available,
the table lists the office or individual which supplied the tape.

The availability of computerized vote} lists does not preclude massive
conversions or data additions., Many tapes do not include zip codes for
example. Others contain only one name for each household. [t is not
sufficient that the voter lists be computerized, but must be standardized
and most often enriched.

Another critical factor in the availability of voter registration data

.is the date that the lists were prepared. This is critical for two reasons.
First, on a national average, 20% of the population moves ecach year. Data
which is not current decreases in value accordingly. Second, redistricting
can occur between the time that the list is produced and the present election.
This was an especially critical problem in the 1972 Election since many

areas were under court order to reappoertion the population based on the

1970 census. Therefore, it is very important to know the date of the voter
registration data used.

REGISTERED VOTER LISTS VERSUS OTHER LISTS

Many direct mail corporations maintain separate lists which may be used for
mailings. The Reuben H. Donnelley list is probably the most complete in
coverage. This was the list used by the Committee in Michigan and Wisconsin.
Experience in Michigan indicates theat there are three major problems with
use of such lists., :

1. They do not include any political informaticn {such as precinct).
As a result, such data must be coded into the file by the canvassers.

2. They do not include county designation. Because zip codes
cross county boundaries, many individual voters were placed in the wrong
county.

3. One name is normally shown in each household, the male in whose
name both the phone and auto are registered. Younger people and wives are
not usually shown.

Specialized lists can and should be used both for individual mailings, as
well as part of the overall data base.



Specific lists used in this Campaign were:

1. Farmers list owned by National Farm Jourﬁal

2. Youth list assembled by Committee's Youth Group
Potential lists which should have application:

. 1. Subscription lists to conservative publications such as
National Review '

2. Contributor lists compiled from GAO and state reports filed by
Republican candidates

3. Past Nixon-Agnew volunteer lists

VOTER LIST CONVERSION

The most unique feature of the effort has been the standardization of the
data base format and contents. In California, for example, where we compu-
terized thirty-one counties all maintained their lists in different formats.
Thus, unique programs were written for each county to produce walking lists,
labels or other output. By standardizing the data format and contracting
with individual vendors to convert the data into this single format, maximum
flexibility was achieved in the use of these lists while minimizing the
overall costs.

Each vendor was required to collect the voter registration lists for certain
states or parts of states. VWhere the lists were not readily available (parti-
cularly where there was a reluctance to release computerized lists) outside
Committee pressure was brought to bear.

Having obtained the data, each vendor was required to convert it to the
standard format as shown in TAB 2. If the data was already on magnetic tape,
this involved an analysis of the source tape codes and formats, then the
writing of unique programs to convert the tape. Where the source data was in
hard copy for written lists it was either keypunched or optically scanned.
Each vendor wrote his own conversion software.

One of the most severe problems was the very poor quality of the source tapes
available from the individual counties. In particular, these tapes often
followed no real rules at all in their coding of address, name and political
precinct.

Sonz county tapes contained no zip codes and required manual zip coding.

-
T

Sttt cnotiad and streets misspelled and inconsistently coded.
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Apartment numbers were inconsistent, e.g., 111 Elm St. A -~ Aill Eimst,
and Apt A 11} Elm St, all on the same file,

The same name appeared three, four or more tiumes oo the county voter lists.
Precinct codes were non-uniform. This was a great problem in California.
Because voters must be grouped together by precinct for walking or phoning,
it is imperative that the unique code for each precinct be determined. In
Catifornia, numercus code combinations were used, most incorrect. This cost
much time and extra expense in the ggneration of the lists.

Sex and title codes were incorrect. |In Harris County, Texas, all titles were
either blank or Mr. (including females). o :

The quality of the hard copy lists varied. Most were typed and could be
easily converted. The major problems arose when they were handwritten as
~shown in TAB 15. Problems normally arcse in zip coding the lists (many

. included no zip code) and in assigning meaningful codes to the political

sub-divisions (precincts, wards, townships, etc.).

VENDOR APPRAISAL

3

Seven different vendors were used to collect and convert the data. These
were as follows:

RATING
1. CompuGraphics, Cleveland, Ohio (Ohio) o Unacceptable
2. C. Howard Wilson Company . Very Poor
Van Nuys, California '
(California, part of Maryland, part of Texas)
2. Premier Printing and Mailing Unacceptable
Houston, Texas .
(Harris County, Texas)
L, Ed Nichols Associates Good
Kensington, Maryland -
(Pennsylvania, part of Maryland, part of Texas)
5. A.R.A.P. Satisfactory
Princeton, New Jersey
(New Jersey)
6. Cambridge Opinion Studies, Inc. Satisfactory
New York, Hew York (Connecticut)
7. {(ohasssl S=lociion ‘ Totioi

Chicaye, {1linois (Hidinoi,
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The performance of each vendor is appraised:

CompulGraphics is headed by Terry McCarthy and has close ties with the
Cuyahoga County Republican organization through William Bennett. This firm
maintains the Cuyahoga County Voter Lists. This firm performed very poorly
and should not be considered for any future business. They underestimated
the jobs and did not have the technical management talent to accomplish

the tasks. One of the Committee's staff was sent to Cleveland to direct
the project.

C..Howard Wiison Company is headed by (. Howard Wilson. This company also
did a very poor job. Data was in many cases 30 or more days late. Failure

to check outputs for correct precinct structure in California caused numerous
re-runs, cost the Committece more than $10,000 and delayed delivery of a usable
product more than four weeks in some areas. Technical management was pcor.
Mr. Wilson left the project to attend to other business. HNumerous counties
-had to be removed from Wilson and given to other vendors -because of his

poor performance. One of the Commitiee's staff was sent to California to
direct the project.

Although Premier Printing and Mailinag had respensibility for only one county,
Harris County, they were unable to perform the job and the county was sent to
another vendor for conversion. This firm is operating in the dark ages of
automation and should not be considered for any work of this type.

Ed Nichols Associates is headed by Edward Hichols and performed creditably

for the Committee. HMost of the work which was taken from other vendors was
sent to Nichols. As the volume of work increased, the quality of the cut-

put went down. Nichols was not sufficiently staffed to handle the greater
volumes. Second, Nichols made certain promises to Pennsylvania Republicans

to allow them access to the daca in exchange for their cooperation in ob-
taining the source data. This was done without Committee approval and against
his specific instructions.

A.R.A.P. converted the date Tor MNew Jersey and wrote the Committee's edit
programs. They subcontracted all preogramming and computer work to Autonated
Data Research (ADR), also of Princeten. The A.R.A.P. group was headed by

Evan Gray and the ADR programmer was Robert Wickendon. Because A.R.A.P.
subcontracted all programming, it is difficult to assess that aspect. However,
" the technical management at AR.AP. was not good. Wickendon was the only
person who understood their software. After the last shipment, Wickendon

left for a prolonged vacation and no one was available for more than

two weeks to correct several problems that developed in their last shipment.



Cambridge Opinion Studies converted voter data for Connecticut. The project
was headed by Richard Hochhauser. AIll the work was from hard copy source
data. A major error was made in the position of the telephone number, which
caused only the first six digits to be shown on manuscripts. Cambridge
regenerated these lists for each one affected.

Cohasset Associates is headed by Bob Williams. All work was done on a
subcontract basis. Work was delivered on time. The only complaint is that
Williams does not stand behind his work. When errors were detected in pre-
cincting the data, causing a re-run, Williams originally agreed to cover
the cost of correcting the error and Yegenerating the manuscrlpt He later
reneged on this agreement.

One other vendor was used during the primary -- Compass Systems of San Diego,
California. Compass was contracted to convert California data for the
primary election. Tom Hoefeller was Project Manager. The firm did a very
poor job -~ delivering data for only 20 of the 31 counties required,

“In summary, no firm which converted voter registration data did an out-
standing job. Some, such as CompuGraphics, Wilson and Premier, did extremely
poor jobs and should not be used in the future. Others, such as Nichols,
Cohasset, A.R.AP. and Cambridge did average jobs. In choosing any firm,
three criteria must be weighed: technical experience, sufficient manpower
and political backing. The greatest single fault with all of the firms

with which we dealt was lack of technical management and lack of sufficient
resources to do the job. It appears that the companies with political ex-
perience in dats processing are so small that they lack the means to do

the job properly. Similarly, the larger firms, such as UCLC, do not have the
political experience to handle the jobs. :

DATA EDIT AND STANDARDIZATION

A standard computer edit program was developed and supplied to eaciy .. the
state vendors and to UCC. The purpose of this program was to validate the
data in the original county files prior to submission to UCC. The edit was
designed to be run as a final processing step by the state vendors after

all data had been converted into the standard format. It was also to be

run by UCC to validate that the correct data has been submitted by the state
vendor. The edit program was designed to validate input data, not correct
errors. Thus, it was designed to display real or potential problems for

manual checking rather than attempting to correct them.

The edit routine consisted of the following:

1. A set of error-checking sub-routines
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2. Two error listings

3. A fatal error listing of records containing errors which
precluded further processing

4. A warning error listing of potential errors (such as an
alphabetic character in the house number- field)

5. Two audit reports: Zip City Audit (TAB 16) showing the number
of households and voters for Republicans, Democrats, Indepen-
dents and others by zip code and the Political Unit Audit (TAB 17)
showing the number of households and voters for each precinct, ward
and township or city -- summarized by county. lInitially, a third
audit report containing a statistical dump of the file was envisioned.
This idea was dropped as impractical because of the iarge size of
some counties.

The key to the, edit routines was the geopolitical table. This set of cards

was designed to show the permissable relationships between the Zip Code,

Post Office name and the political sub-divisions {city/township, ward, district,
precinct, state lower and upper house district and congressional district).

This table was used to standardize Post Office name spelling and to insure

that each voter was assigned to the correct precinct. If the information

for a voter was not consistent, this record was rejected as a fatal error.

In general, the edit routine provided a very effective audit of the data.
Each field was checked to ascertain correct placement of the data and the
validity of characters with the field. Extensive checking was done on

the ''mame' fields {given name, surname, and street name) in an effort to
guard against misspellings. Character sequences were checked so that

such things as four contiguous consonants, three contiguous vowels, or
three contiguous identical letters produced warning messages. The &.R.A.P,
specifications for the edit routine are included in TAB 18. :

There were three basic problems with the edit programs:

1. First, and most important, while the programs displayed errors,
each vendor was left to his own resources to develop programs and pro-
cedures to correct the errors. To.the maximum extent possible, the edit
program should automatically correct known errors. Standard software should
be developed as part of the edit package to allow either single records or
groups of records to be corrected and should operate on standard file format.

2. The geo-political table should be re-designed. Defined as it wés,
the political table was difficult to code. Since it was necessary to specify
each precinct separately in order to use the precinct name field, the table



often grew unmanageably large. Because the edit routine would not run with-
out the table, the majority of vendors generated the table from the county
file itself which, of course, defeated the purpose of the validation table.
Minimally, if such a table is used, the toles of precincts and zip codes
should show the zip codes within a precinct and not vice versa.

3. More time must be given to develop the edit programs. The final
edit specifications were developed in mid-June and the programs delivered
to vendors in mid-July. This was not sufficient-time to totally de-bug the
programs or to test the applicability of the various complex routines.
Numerous minor problems were found in the edits after they had been
delivered to vendors. This delayed the acceptance of data: HMinimally, two
and one half months must be allowed to write the programs after the specifi~
cations are firm. Further, vendors should be given several weeks of '
experience with the edit routines prior to data submission.

In determining the specifications for future editing, special attention

must be given to the street name field. The correct spelling and categoriza-
tion of each street name is essential if effective door-to-door canvass

lists are to bg produced. '

The street type (street, drive, road, etc.) should be separated from the
rest of the street name in a separate field.

The key to developing good reliable addresses under the tight time con-
straints imposed by a political Campaign must be to use other address sources
which have been compiled, checked and validated at a rmore leisurely pace.
A common directory of street names within each zip code for each metropolitan
area could be used to automatically correct spellings and to flag variances.
Two good sources for this are the Address Coding Guide developed by Reuben H.
Donnelley and the Universal Occupant Lists also developed by the direct mail
companies.

Name redundancy should be eliminated. This can easily be done by sorting
the files prior to editing and then checking for consecutive repeating names.
Specific field edit recommendations are shown at TAB 19.

ALGORITHMS FOR EXTENDING DATA

Ethnic origin of names was determined by comparing the surname with a
precompiled list of names and by matching the last set of characters in the
name against a prescribed set of endings. Procedures were developed for
Spanish, Polish, Jewish, Irish and ltalian groupings. The exact lists and
endings used for each ethnic group are shown in TAB 20.

The greatest potential problem in determining ethnic grouping from the surname
is insuring that the ethnic groupings are exclusive, i.e., insuring that if

~
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a surname {s assigned to a specific ethnic group, that the individual
does indeed belong to the group. This problem is most acute in determining
Jewish surnames and in separating lrish from other Angle-Saxon names.
(For example, the name Schwartz can be both Jewish and German and it is
a mistake to arbitrarily assign this name to a Jewish group.)

The second potential problem with the use of surnames is the standardization
of prefixes. Prefixes such as '0', 'Di', or 'D' must be in standard posi-
tions in order that these names be properly assigned.

Telephone number, census tract, age groupings and income grouping were

all appended to each voter record by combining the Voter Registration Data’
Base with selected data elements from the Reuben H. Donnelley Universal
List.

A match code was extracted for each registered voter household. For Type

.1 addresses this code consisted of Zip Code, county, state, last four
‘characters of house number, first character of street name and first, third

and fourth character of last name. For Type 2 and 3 addresses, this code
was Zip Code, state, county, and first, third and fourth characters of
last name. A similar match code was extracted from the R.H. Donnelley
Universal List. See TAB 21. ~ :

These two sets of match codes were sorted into the same sequence and compared.
Each time a match was found, the telephone number, census tract, dwelling
size and FIND (Family Income Detector) code were extracted from the R.H.
Donnelley Universal List and appended to the Voter Registration Data Base.

The match code technique is the only;féasibie means of combining two
separately developed name lists. However, the actual match code used is
variable and can be adjusted depending upon the accuracy required,

The match code for Type 1 addresses was valid.

The match code for Type 2 and 3 addresses was not valid. The code in these
instances should be changed to include more characters in the surname.

The Reuben H. Donnelley Universal lists contained 1960 census tract codes.
1970 census tract data was added to each file using the Address Coding
Guide supplied by R.H. Donneliey and comparing adcdresses between the two
files. See TAB 22.

Peripheral Urban Ethnics (PUE) and black ghettos were determined by 1970

‘census tract data.



All individual voters who resided in ghettos census tracts and whose sur-
names indicated that the voter was net one of the specified ethnic groupings
(Irish, Jewish, Spanish, ltalian or Polish) was designated black.

A1l individual voters who resided in census tracts designated as PUE were
so coded.

Because some voters had not matched the R.H. Donnelley Universal list and
hence contained no census tract codes, it was necessary to extend black
and PUE designations through entire precincts. This was accomplished on
thé following basis:

1. Counts were generated for cach precinct showing the total number of
households in the precinct, the number of households with census tract, and
the number of houscholds designated as black or PUE based upon a match of
census tracts. v

2. If more than 15% of the households in a precinct contained census
tract matches and if more than 50% of all census tract households were
designated black or PUE, then all households in the precinct were designated
black or PUE. The exception were names which had previously been identified
as one of the special ethnic groupings.
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bue to redistricting the 24 states of the East and Midvest lost
a total of 9 districts and yet shoved a net gain of 6 seats,

The 13 states of the South had an incfease 6f ‘'only 2 distxicts,
yet gained a total of 5 new seats.

The 13 Vestern states, with an increase of 7 new districts, only
gained 2 ne seets, truly disappointing in view of the fact that
=uy gains 7 the 50's and 60's came where the population inereased.

(13) V Redistricting Cain Total
gained +7 new seats +2R 42D - 34R
9 SN (l?’}
gained +2 new seats _+6R 84D - 37R
idwer - (12)
o8t -4 seats , +3R -51D - 70R-
East (12) o
lost -5 seats +3R 65D - 52R
+13R 242D - 193R

at our pains to.becone a majority
enc the sunbelt of Texas, Arizona,
iticn to our bace in the didwvest,

Voting cztatistics substantiate th
ravi, .uld come from the Sou 1
New IMexico and California in add

In other wvords, we wust continuc our gains in the East and Midwest and
comtdacc gy glant gains in the South and the Vest (7). Hovever, the
vest failed to nake the significant geins that statistics weould indica
it should, .

LAS ~a ke South were not what thoy should have been in this
viiter's opinion. At least an additional 12 stats should have been
won from thia orea (there are 19 rerpinsl Democrat dictricts alone
o this area) excludinzg our gain of 6 ncw seets. (Sce Tehle V)

* - -

Of the 121 districts.in the South, thevre ave 84D to 37R seats with 29
of the ¥/ Topoccat scats uncontestod. Nine of these were in Texas, 6
in Louisizana, 5 in Georgia and 2 in Florida.

L significant statistic is that in 1960 the South had only & .
~evrblican congzressmen and in 12 vears they are at 37. Yet the total
~ing ghould be cloce to 60 had proper prioritiec been emphasized., A

s

ey T rnic that would suggest this to be a val;d arpunent is thot in
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the same period the South went from 2 Republican Senators to 10

of 26, a gain of 5007%. However, vhile we were making good Scnate
gains in the South we were losing such Republicen seats as Jowa (2),
Maine (2), Montana (1), New Hampshire (1), North Dakeota (1), South
Dakota (1), Wyeming (1), Colorado (1) and Indiana (2) - a total
loss of 12 geats.,

.

. VHY IO CCATTAILS? K0 ORGANIZATICN

It is incredible with a 607 victory by the President that we lost 4
Senate seats plus failing to keep 2 seats that were previously
Republican, not to mention the meager 12 seat gain in the louse,
These losses in the Senate and poor gains in the House arc primarily
due to lack of organization at the precinct and county level in
addition to poor cendidote recruitment. The third ingredient, money,
was adequate in a boon Republican vear for fund-raising.

We will not gain control of the Congress until we muster a national,
monolithic orpanizaticnsl approach ot the congressionel district
'%evei cousiviing of piccinct ovpaunication plons of find 'om, register

em, vote ‘en, and count ‘en, plus a well-ccourdinated national
candidate recruitment drive (plus noney, of course).

- W&———v’*‘ y ,~

It is the m2ior resvonsibility of a party (rationally) to cause the

aforementiconed to happen, If it is not done, then we as a party
cannot exploit the President's Miew Vajority", thus not beceaing the

majority party nor winning the Wiite House in 1976.

HOUSE AND SINNTE DRACES IR 1974 .

Ve need 26 new seats in the Heuse ond & new seats in the Senate to
control both. The odds are stiff to acconplich either in the next 2
years due to incumbencics and/or retiremcents, and just nucbers in the
House. However, contrel of cither 1o possible dn 1976 if we do our
homevwork In 1874, : '

18 Democrats and 15 Republicans are up In the Senate in 1974, with 4
possible Republican retirees and only 2 possible Democrat retirees

and 5 of the 15 Democrats fren the Deep South (and tought to beat).
Hovever, 5 te § Domocrats could Lo beaten in 1974 end, if we maintained

i

- N P S P A T P NP
our strencth, soharantial coins conds bhe made,

P Povaaio

<]
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. STATES

CONGRESSIONAL, SENATORIAL AND GOVERNOR TALLY

Electoral Votes: 141 / =4 over 1970)

* Up 4dn 1974
*% Up 4n 1973
TP Third Party

. 1570 1972 1974
;
{122 . e Distriets 69D - 53R 117 House Districts 65D - 52R 12 Governors 6D - 6R
{ 24 v -ate Scats D - 15R 24 Senate Scats 11D - 13R '
E iz 7 wvernors 4D - B8R 12 Governors 6D - 6R * 3D - 5R
; . .
g -
5t # _ House Senate i House Senate 1974 Gov. . Plurality % 1974
! ! : ) ' :
Corn, 6| 4D 2R | 1D 1R 5 | 3D 3% | 15% 1R JRibicoff ~  R%{ +81,509 [53.8 | Meskill
iﬁei. re 1| - 1R - 2R 1 ~ iR | 1D 1R | -—- D - —-—= - =
eins 2{ 2D - 1D 1R 2] 1D IR | 2D = | ~em D% - -890 |49.9 | Curtis
ieryi-ad 8! 5D 3R - - 2R & | 4D 4R | =~ 2R¥|Mathias |D¥ - | =325,243 {32.3 | Mandel
!Ka;s 12 | 8D 4R 1D 1R 12 | 8D 4R | 1D IR | == ~  R¥%]4259,354 |51.8 | Sargent
IN. U 2 - 2R 1D IR 2 - 2711 13% Cotten ~  R¥%{TP+4,200 |46.0 | Petersen
2. g 15 | sp 7R 1D iR 15| 8D 7R | 1D IR | -—- -~ RE A Cahill ('7
SRS 41 | 23D 18R - 2R -2 | 39 [22p 17R] - 2R%{Jevits |- R*|+730.006 [51.2 | Rockefelle
iPa, 27 112D 15R - 2R -2 25 113D 12R] -~ 2R*|Schweiker!D® - | ~500,175 {41.7 | Shapp
R, I 2| 2D - 2D - 2 20 - | 2D —— D - -— el
iVarmcz: - =1IR - 2R - 11 - IR - 2R Adken D - e —— ) ——
W, Va 5 5D = 2D - -1°f 41 4D - 2D - | —-- R e ——— ===
TOTAI o % x %

122 | 69D 53R 9D 15R ~5 1117 | 65D 52R! 11D 13R; 1D 5R 3D 5R 3D SR




TABLE IZ CONGRESSIONAL, SENATORIAL AND GCVERNCR TALLY

* Up in 1974
MIDWEST STATES (Electoral Votes: 145 / =4 over 1970)
1970 1972 1974
56D -~ 69R 121 House Districts 51D - 70R 12 Governor 8D ~ 4R
14D - 10R 24 Senate Seats 15D - SR * 6D - 2R '
. 9D - 3R 12 Governors © 8D - 4R
* 5D - 3R '
‘Eouse . Senate 4+-. # Touse | Senzte 1974 | Governor Pluralitvy 7% 1974
12D 12R | 1D 1R 24 | 10D-14R| 1D 1R | =-—- D J— S| -
5D 6R | 2D -- 11| 4p 7R| 2D% - | Bayh - R — S
3D 4R ip 1R A -1 6| 3D 3R| 2D% —= | Hughes - R*| 434,433 51| Ray
1D 4R -~ 2R 541 1D 4% -— 2R%} Dole DR < ) =-71,384 54| Tocking
7D 12R D 1R 19 7D 1ZR | 1D 1R ——— - R¥%yp +44,111 . {50.4 | Milliken
4D 4R 2D - | &b &RI2D - e D% -~ 1-116,141 |45.5 | Anderson
-~ 3R -~ 2R 3, ~- 32| -- 2R - an D% - | 46,558 43.84§ Exon
9D 1R 2D - 10| D 1R |.2D% - | Eazleton - R —— ——]
1D 1R D IR ) -1 1 -— - IR | 1D iR*| Young noo- o —_ -
7D 17R - 2R -1 23 7D 16R | —~ 2R¥% | Soxbe D -~ 1=342,811 43,4 ] Gilligan
2D ~-— 2D - -2 1D 1R} 2D% =~ McGovern PO -2%,269 45,2 Kneip
5D 53R 2D -~ -1 94 SD 4R | 2D% - | Nelson D% - |-125,786 |44.9 | Lucey
{TOTAT. . ' - o :
§ 125 { 56D 69R° | 14D 1O0R -4 1121 151D 70R { 15D.9R}{ 5D 3R 8D 4R ——— -— | 6D 2R
; ' : : :




I CONGRESSIONAL, SENATORIAL AND GOVERNOR TALLY
: . ' * Up 4in 1974
TP Third Party

i er s et A T Y

STATES (Electoral Votes: 102 / +7 over 1970)

o 270 1972 : . 1074

.“% 1 . Districts 39D - 30R 76 House Districts 42D - 34R 13 Governors 7D - 6R

(25 St e Secats 15D - 11iR 26 Senazte Scats 15D - 11R , .

‘13 G: . nors 6D - 7R 13 Governors . 7D - 6R 10 up in '74 (5D - 5R)

ca it House : Senate + - # Beuse Senate 1974 . Governor Pluralitvy 7 1974
Alas! 14 1p -~ 1p 1R ir 1D - 1D* 1R | Gravel LDE - ~5,045 1 46.9 Egan
vwle 31 1p 2R - IR +1 44 1D 3R - 2R*| Goldwater - R# +7,203 {50.9} Williams
Caldif. 383 120D 18R 2D - +5 | 431230 20R | 2D%* - | Cranstomn - R®x | 4501,057 | 52.8] Reagan
Colo "4 4 2D 2R T - 2R +1 5 2D 3R | 1D 1R*} Deminick . = R¥ | +48,567 | 52.5| Love
iawoid 2} 2D - 1D 1R 212D - 1% IR | Incuye pro- -36,563 {42,6| Burns
i Tcaho 2 - ZR 1D 1R 2] - 2R ips 1R Church DE - -10,896 1 47.8] Andrus
Hllontans 21 1p 1R 2D - 2l 1D 1R | 2D - — D - ——— ] ——
leveada 1{ 1ip - 2D - i - IR | 2p% -~ | Bible . D% T.PL  =6,297 | 43.8]| O0'Callaghan
oL oMesn. 2} 1D 1R 2D - 20 1D 1R | iD IR | = D% - -14,195 | 46.4 | King
Oregon "4 2D 2R |- - 2R 4y 2D 2R - 2R¥| Packwecod - R® +76,072 {55.5} ¥cCall
{ Uran 2{ 1D 1R ip 1R 2 2D - 1D 1R*| Bennett D - el B
Svash. 71 6D 1R 2D - | 7{ 6D 1R | 20% - ! Magnuson - R —-— el B
{Wyoming i1 1D =~ 1D 1R 1l 1o - 1 1R —— - R +30,241 | 62.8| Hathaway
TOTAL , R % :

69 | 39D 30R 15D 11IR +7  76142D 34R (15D 11R | 6D 4R ’ 7D 6R . 5D 5R .,

: .
; e ,
}




TABLE IV

SOUTFERM STATES

CONGRESSIONAL, SENATORIAL AND GOVERNOR TALLY

. - (Electoral Votes: 147 / +2 over 1970)

* Up dn 1974
*% Up in 1875
k% Up dn 1973

B 1270 1972 1974

i ' , :

1119 Heese Districts 88D - 31R 121 House Districts 84D - 37R 13 Governors . 10D - 3R

I 26 Scoate Seats 18D - 8R 26 Senate Scats 16D - 10R Up.-in 1974 (7D -~ 1R}

i 13 Gevarnors 11D - 2R - 13 Covernors 10D - 3R Up in 1973 (== 1R)

§¢5a:(r # louse Senate 4 - # touse Scenate 1974 Governor Plurality i' 1974

Efiahﬂ & 5D 3R 2D - -1 7 14D 3R 2D% - i{Allen D% - | = 100 | 'fallace

P ackar 4 3D IR 2D - 4 | 3D 1R 2% - {Fulbright D* - | —— Tumpers
lovi 12 9D 3R Ip 1R +3 |15 (11D 4R 1D IR*® {Jurney D# - | emm—— Askew
2orc’ 10 8D 2R 2D - 10 1 8D IR 22% = {Talmadge D% - ] mme— Carter
entuciy 7 5D 2R - 2R 7 5D 2R j1D  1R* |Cook D - m——— ] e
ouis i na 8 8D - 2D - 8 | 7D 1R j2p* - llong D - *k 1975
iceicsinpd 5 50 - | 2p - 5 P30 2n e - | -—- D - - e

Ce ina 11 70 4R 20 - 11 7D 4R 1D® 1R Lrvin - R | === e e
i ) 413 2R 1 IR 6 50 IR 1 - 2R¥* iBelimon D - -2,181 148,11 Hall

; ina 6 5D 1R iD 1R 6 4D ZR 11D* 1R Hollings D* - -29,318 ]145.0{ West

2 9 5D 4R | - 2R | -1 8 { 3p SR { - 2R - - R% | 466,256 }52.0; Dunn

: 231 20D 3R | 1D IR | <1 |24 {20D 4R {1D iR | --- D* - | ~101,369 ]45.CjBriscce

10 " 4D 6R 2D - 10 3D 7R 1D 1R e - R¥% Fdeds Holten

I TOTAL * ok -

; 119 | 83D 31R | 18D S8R +2 | 1214 84D 37R| 16D 10R]} 6D 3R 10D 3R 7D 1R

|
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CUNATE INVENTORY BY REGION

1 Democrat and 5 Repubiicans

5 5 Democrats and 3 Republicans
6 Democrats and 3 Republicans
6 Democrats and 4 Republicans
18 Democrats 15 Republicans
:OUSE INVERTORY (Table V) o

21led "safe" seats (178D and 141R) of -the 435

¢ marginal seats (67D and 49R) to fight over for
s> ecentrol., Dewmocrats are most vulnerable in the
cmn 60 of thedir 67 marginal seats. We are wmost

. Mdwest with 17 seats that are marginal.

-~

the House we would hove to win 67% of the totel
- vhile net losing any of our 141 so-called "safe"
sty difficult task! That should be our objective
- ~7% of the 116 marginal seats:. Should we only
mirginal seats ve vwill then be only 7 seats away
1975, :
.
¢ be implemented at the county and precinct
“woieval districts by our national party if we are
oty . .

et

“ have:



HOUSE INVENTORY

Total of Marginal and Safe Districts.‘

TABLE V
[ 4
EASTERN (117 Districts)
M~ D M- R Total
21 10 31
SOUTHERY (121 Districts)
M~D M- R Total
19 14 33
glrUESTRﬁQ (121 Districts)
M~-D M- R Total
13 17 30
VISTERM (76 Districts)
M~-D M- R Total
14 8 22

67 (58%) 49 (42%)

116

Total lerginal
27%
e Mnbeun Democrat 243
Republican 192

51

S -R

S ~-D Total
45 41 . 86
S -\ 5~R Total
65 23 88
S~-D S~ R Total
38 53 91
S ~D S - R Total
30 24 54

178 (56%)_141 (44%)

319
Total Safe
73%

26 geats for mejority



TABLE VI

EASTERN STATES

MARGINAL COUGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS

SOUTHERN STATES {con.)

TP--Third Party

ke oy et

s .
fge i

House A - Plurality House - % Plurality
“Conn. #5-R 51.1 +5,256 La. #3-R 51.8 +4,213
#3~D 46.8  =14,947 Miss. #4-R 47.1 " 43,257
. Del. N ONE _ . ##5-R. 55.2 411,628
‘Maine  #2~R 54.4  -+13,240 g. . #4-D _49.7 -971
#1-D 41.7 ~26,049 #7-D 40.3. -16,623
Md. fit—-R 59,2 425,881 #3-D('70)40.0 -13,841
Mass.  {4-D/TP 45.0 -9,433 ##6-D 35.0 -26,954
#5-R/TP 53.4  +18,026 #11-D 40.5 | ¥29,544
#12-D 9.7 -1,207 Okla. #1-D 43,9 ~16,426
K. H. NONE #5-D 41.9 -16,367
R, J,.  #1-R 52.8 +2,615 S. C #1-D 44.9 -11,635 .
£3-D 6.7 =12,176 #i6-R 52.5 +5,425
#{4-D 42.1  -25,878 Tenn. #3-R 55.3 +19,913
#9-D 44,2 =24,756 #5-D 37.1 ~37,051
ff13-R 56.3 +22,651 ##6-R 55.1 +16,441
"$15~D &7.9 =17,749 #8-R '55.5 +18,529
N. Y. #3-R/TP 53.8 452,049 Texas. #5-R - 55.7 +15,236
#6-D 7.6 -9,449 #13~R 54.8 +15,061
f15-L/TP 43,5 =11,R99 #21-D 41.9 ~23,580
{17-D 51,1 19,224 Va. f4-R 49.9 +11,298
#23-R 53.4  +10,089 fi6-R 54.3 420,544
#26-r/TP 48,7 418,202 #8--R 44,9 +8,897
{31-R/TP 54.3 22,824 #10-R 56.6 +23,310
f32-D 43.7 =20,849 . .
Pa. #4-D 54,1 ~-26,965 MIDWESTERN STATES
T i22-p £0.4 =22,602 -
#1237 57.4 420,530 - House % Plurality
#25-D 44,4  -16,050
R. 1. N ONE . . I11. #10-R .51.6 +7,173
Vermont N O N E . ##11-p - 46.8 -13,268
W. Va. #4-D 40,0  =30,443 #21-R 54.8 +17,443
#22-0 . 43.2 ~26,228
SOUTHEIN STATES Ind. #1-1 49.3 -1,811
#2-R 54,1 +14,615
House % Plurality #3-D 43,8 ~22,456
#4-D 48.4 ~5,833
Ala. f2-1 55.3  =19,952 - {111-R 51.1 4,241
Fla. 4D 44.0 -18,692 Iowa #1-D 44.8 -16,788
#5-D 44,5  -18,611 #2-D 41.3 -19,219
#86~D 42.4  -22,315 . {#6--R 51.4 +4,350
#11-D 39.8 ~37,502 Kansas {#2-D 36.8 29,364
#15-D 43,4 -19,¢01 Mich, #6-1 50.6 42,239
Ga. £5-D 6.5 -9,126 #12-D 49.1 ~2,244
7 fn1 217,705 #14-1 42,7 ~25,518
2T F16-R 54,9 +22,851



TABLE VI (con.%

MIDWESTERN STATES (con.)

House % Plurality
‘Minn., #6-R 51.1 +4,744
#7-D 41,0 -39,977
Neb. - N ONE
Mo. ##4-D 42.3 ~22,658 .
#6-D 45,3 ~19,045
#8-D 39.3 -27,575
N.D. NONE )
Ohio {8-R 51.7 +1,592
#16-R 53.8 +9,711
#23-R/TP 50.1 +3,561
S. D. #2-R 55.0 +12,750
Wisc.  #3-R/TP 54.7 419,886
' #8-R/TP 50.5 .+3,504
WESTERN STATES
House A Plurality
Aleska  AL-D (4.8 -8,018
Aviz.  #&-R 53,5 +9,686
Calif. {#2-D/TP 22.5 ~86,427
#7-D/TP  38.0 ~40,500
#8-D 47.1 -11,076
#11-p/TP 37.0 ~43,925
fil2-R . 54.0 +21,287
#31-D/TP  42.5 -16,078
#36-R/TP  52.7 +5,468
#38~D 43,7 -17,397
Colo. #1-D/TP 47.4 ~9,639
. 4R 51.4 +5,265
Hawaii {1-D 45,4 -12,424
#2-D 43.0 -19,577
Idaho il 0¥ E
Mont.  #1-R 57.6 +11,407
Kev. LL~R 51.5 +4,566
N. Mex. i ON E
Orc. KONE
Utah #2-D 44,9 ~19,167
‘Wash. #1-D 49.7 -1,090
##4-D 47.3 -7,697"
Vyo. AL~D 48.3 -4,872



TABLE VII '
MARGINAL AND SAFE DEMOCRAT AND REPUBLICAN SEATS

Total  M-D(#) M-R(H) S-p(#) S-R{#)
MIDWEST STATES . . .
I1linois 24 12D 3(10,11,21) 8(1,2,5,7, 12(3,4,6,12-20)
’ . V 9,23,24) :
Indiana 11 3(1,3,4) 2(2,11) 1(9) . 5(5-8,10)
Iowa 6  2(1,2) 2(5,6) 1(4) ‘ 1(3)
Mic¢hipgan 19 2(12,14) 3(2,6,18) 6(1,13,15, 8(3-5,7-11)
- 16,17,19) ‘
Xansas S 1D ——— ——— 4(1, 3-5)
HMinnesota 8 Ii@p) . 1(6) 3(4,5,8) - 3(1,2,3)
Rebraska 3 e e e 3(1,2,3)
Hissouri 1G 3(4,6,8) e 6(1-3,9,10) 1(7)
N. Dakota 1 it et ———— 1(AL)
Ohio 23 e 3(8,16,23)  7(9,14,18~22)13(1-7,10-13,15,17
S. Dakota 2 e 1(2) 1) —— :
VWisconsin 9 ————— 2(3,8) 5(1,2,4,5,7) 2(6,9)
121 13 17 38 53
WESTEDY STATLS
Alaska 1 1{aL) el ot . s
Avizona . A —— 1(4) (Y - 2(1,3) _
California 43 5(2,7,8 3(6,12,36) 19(1,3-5,11, 16(10,13,17,18,20,23~
: 31,38) 14-16,19, 25,27,28,32,33,39,
: 21,22,26, 40,42,43)
£ 29,30,34,
35,37,41)
Colorado 5 (Y 1(4) 1(3) 2(2,5)
Hawaid 2 2(1.,2) —— e ———
Idzho pJ— ——— —— 2(1,2)
Montana 2 ——— 1(1D) 1(2) e
Revada 1 e 1ALy e ———
New Hexico 2 ———e 1(1y - 1{2) ———
Oregon b e —— 2(2,3) 2(1,4)
YJtah 2 2(1,2) ———— —— e
Washington -7 2(1,4) e 5(2,3,5-7) ————
Wyoming 1 1(AL) ——— ) e ——e
76 14 8 30 24
EASTERN STATES
CConnoolieut & 2{1,2) 5y ’ IRE0) PR
Velaware 1 - - 1AL,
Maine 2 (L 1(2) et [ -
Hareland S . L(2,2,6,75 4(1,4,5,8)



TABLE VII {(con.)

Massachusctts
New Hampshire

Rew Jersey

New York

Pernncvlvenia

Rhede Island
Vernmont
Vest Virginia

SOUTHERN STATES

Alabana
‘Arlansas
Fles ide

Georgia
Kentucky -
"Louisicna
Mississippi
North Carolina
Oklahona

South Carolina
Tennecssee
Texas

Virginia

Totals

M-R(#)

Total M-D(#) S-D(#) S—R(f)
12 3(4,9,12) 1(5) 6(2,3,6,8,11) 2(1,10)
2 — —— —— 2(1,2)
. 15 5(3,4;9,11, 2(1,13) 3(8,10,14)  5(2,5,6,7,12)
15) ‘ :
39 4(6,15,17, 5(1,3,  17{(7-14,16, -13(2,4,5,25,27,29,
32) L 23,26, 18-22,24, 30,33,34,35,35,
31) 28,37, 38,39)
25 3(4,22,25)  1(23) 10(1-3,6,11, 11(5,7-10,12,13,
14,15,20, ~16-19)
21,24) : i
2 — — 2(1,2) —
1 — — ———e 1(AL)
4 1(4) —— 3(1,2,3) ———
117 19 11 46 41
7 —— 1(2) 4(3,6,5,7)  2(1,6)
4 —— - 3(1,2,4) 1(3)
15 5(4,5,8,11, ———n 6(1-3,7,13,  4(6,9,10,12)
15) 14) .
10 2(5,7) . ——— 7(1-3,6,8,10) 1(4)
7 2(2,6) ——e 3(3,1,7) 2(4,5)
8 — 1(3) 7(1,2,4-8)  =m—m
5 ——— 2(4,5) 3(1,2,3) ——
11 3(4,7,11), e 4(1,2,3,6)  4(5,8-10)
6 2(1,5) S— 3(2-4) 1(6)
6 1(1) 1(6) 3(3-5) 1(2)
8 1(5) 3(3,6,8) 2(4,7) 2(1,2)
24 3(8,21,26) . 2(5,13)  17(1,2,4,6,9- 2(3,7)
12,14-20,22,
23)
10 e 4(4,6,8,10) 3(1,3,5) 3(2,7,9
121 19 14 65 23
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1972

SUMMARY OF CLECTICN R
(Complete list of unofficial returns, p. 2593-3001)
* West

President Nixon defeated Sen: George McGovern in
13 western states and won 102 electoral votes.

Seven Senate seats and three povernorships were up.
s year. There were two pazty turnovers among the
1ate races: Colorado elected a Democratic senator and
w Mexico a Republican senator. There was no party
nover amony the governors, ,

Of the 76 House districts in the Wesl, the Democrats
N ‘:3 and tzn 1’c wiblicans won 33. Of the seven new

"""" by r(u,),)o,lzo ament, H‘“_""V ihlic
N Tour wnd” Um Damocrals Wwon three. Party control of
€c Eeal¥wal Trevérsed; gx, hg th" Tepublicans a2 net
n of one representative. A

TAlEER & Proidens=YTon won the
al votes.

Senator: Incumbent Ted Stevens (R), 48, was clecied
his first full term.

House {1 D) Nick DBegich (D), 40, was clected to a
ond term as Alaska’s at-large representative, Eogich
appeared in o lizht plane while campaigning Qot. 15,
less he survived, Gev, Willicom AL Egan () must call a
cial clection to replace him. ’

Arizona. President: Nixon won the state’s six elec-
al votes.

House (I D, 3 R%:
cted, and a_Tlcpublican wa
ated es a result e‘ reapporlionment.

C*zhfox nia. Ixc\xocm Nixon won the state’s 4.) elec-
al votes.

House (23 D), 20 R): All 24 California incumbents
king re-ciection were successful. Democrats  sained
ee_seats and_Iepubiicans two, reflecting the five now
use seats in Ualiiornia becoure of reappertionmont,

Colorado. President: Nixon won lhe stale’s seven
ctoral voles

Senater: Former State Rep. Floyd K. Heskell (D3,

defeated Sen. Gordon Al ott (R}, 65, denying ixim a
rih term.

House (2 D, 3 R} chub!?c s had an over-all ca
one seat. Incumbent Jomes DL (Mike) Mekeviit {
s defrated by Poriein Szhrocdor (D)7 DI Repi
n T oiler sents—oneTin a new dizhiel creaied \'1
lovado ¢ oot incd one seat becavse of roanpnrtmnmcw% tie
er in Rep. Waovne N Aspinall’s (D) district. He was
eated in ajrimury.

Havwait, President:

state's three elee.

All" three incumbents were re-
an_was elected Lo the new seat

..n-"
oo
-.......q_,

#

Nixon won the state’s four elec-

al votes.
House (2 D‘ Bothincumtbents wan re-election.
Idgho, Providents Nivon won the state’s four clec-
P A A SR PSP R LIS S S IS TR ON

RUEER

Ca gt ry ey eg et ety

ESULTS f’ R 50 STATES, B.C.

House 2 R Incumbent Or\*al Hansen (R} was
elected to a third term, and Steven D Symms (R) was
elected to the seat vacated by McClure.

Nevada, President: Nixon won the state’s three
electoral votes.

House (1 R) JRepublicans took over the at-larpe seat
as David Towel (K) 35, defeated . 9'\1?L}uﬁhm;g (D}-
ox—‘ﬂxlbra) dcfcatcd Rep. Walter S. Bas ring (D) in the
primary.

Liontana,
electoral votes.

Senator: Incumbent Lee Meteall (D), 61, was elected
to a third term.

Governom: Gov. Thomas L. Judge (D), 33, was
clected, defeating State Sen. Ed Smith (R}, 52, Gov.
Forrest H. Anderson (D) is retiring,

House (1 D, 1 R): Both incumbents won re-election.

New Mexico: President: Nixon took the state’s four
electoral votes,

Senator: Pete V. Domenici (R), 40, will replace retir-
ing Sen. Clinton P. Anderson (D} in the Senate. Domenici
defeated former State Rep. Jack Darniels (D).

House (1 D, 1 R)Y Both incumbents were re-clected.

Orvegon. President: Nixoar won the state’s six elec-
tG.al QL eS8,

Senator: Incumbent Mark O Hatfield (R), 50, was
clected 16 @ seconj term, defeating former Sen. Wayne
L. Norse (I2), 7 . ‘

House (2 D, .‘2 I All four incumb
- Utah. President:
voles. .
Governor: Ca.\m L. . Rampton (13}, 58, won a third
ferm,

House (2 D): Both House seats went D:.“..

President: Nixon won the state's four

2nts were re-elected.
Nizon won tne state’s four eiectoral

alic as

incumbent K. Gunn McKay (D), 47, was re-elected and
atiorney Wavne Owens (D), &5 de’e:&ed Aincumbent
S’ncm\ an P, Llovd (R), wWho has rved five tf"ms

TWasHinglowT Frosident” Nixon won the state's nine
electoral votes,

" Goevernor: Incumbent Danicl J,
ciecied to o third term.

.H(»uce {7 b) A six Democratic incuimbents were re-
elected, and the Democrats picked up the seat of reliring
Rep. Thomas ML PCI y {R).

Viyeming, President:
electaral votes. '

Senator: Incuinbent Clifford PP, Hansen (), 59, was
elected to a second term. |

House (1 D) Teno Roncalio (D), OF, was elected to
a third term as Wyoming's at-large representative,

Svans (IR), 46, was

Nixon won the stale’s three

. East
Mimon covriedt 11 of 12 s<tates in the Eoot with 124
elrctorel votes, AeGovern woen in Massachuscits  and

the District of Columnbia, the two scurces of hiis total of
ouly 17 electoral votes.,

[T R

Lo

INov, 3L 3972 AGE s
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State Summaries « 2 .

In the seven Scrnate races in the East, incumbents
held five and Jost, two. Incumbents Margaret Chase
Smith (R Maine) and J. Caleb Boggs (R Del) both were
‘defeated by Democrats.

There were two party turnovers in the [ive
races. In Delaware and Vermont, Democrats
will replace Republicans.

Of the 117 House seals at stake, Democmzs-won 66
and_Republicans_won. Ji T Pirty _control_of five- seats
switched hands for o imm ican net pain of t‘vec- seals,

T ConnecticutT” irvlumt TINIXoH W s\on’lhe stale’s
clectoral votes,

House (3 D; 3 R} Three Dcmocmtic and twy
Republican incumbents were re-elected, but incumiw;g

nt

g

Democrat John 8. Monagan, 60, lost his 5th Dis-
trict seat to State Rep. Ronald A. Sarasin (R), 37
Delaware. President: Nixon won the state’s three
electoral votes,
Senator: Democrat Joseph R Biden Jr., 23, un-
seated two-termn incumbent J. Caleb Boggs (R}, 63, in a

major upset. An American Party candidate was third,

Governor: State housge minority leader Sherman W..

Tribbitt (12), 49, defeated incumbent Republican Gov,
Russell W. Peterson, 55, with an American Party candi-
date running third,

House (1 R): Tncumbent Republican Pierre S, (Pote)
du Pont, 37, was elected to a qcumd term.

Maine. President: Nixon won the state’s four clec-
toral votes. :
Semator: Incumbent Republican Margarct  Chase

Smith, 74, Viiliam D,
in an upset.

Houvse {1 D, 1 1) Tncumbent Democrat Petor N
Kyros, 46, won a fou*th ter"n :md }(opui;iif"‘ \‘{iiiiam
S. Cohen, 32,
acjn vacated n‘

Maryland.
10 electoral votes. .

House {{ D), 4 R): Seven incumbents—four Demo-
erats and three Republicans-—were re-clected. A Tepub-
lican was elected (o the new <th District seat.
- Mus.\acmmcds. TPresident wicGavern
state’s 14 electoral votes,

Senator: Hepublican Edwa
elected to a second term.

House (8 I); 3 R} Nine incumbents-—seven Demo-
crats and two Republicans—wiore re-elected. Dut Demo-
erat Louize Doy Hicrs, 520 lust her Uil District seat to
Boston c¢ity councilman dJohn Joseph Aockiey, 45, a
Democrat who ran as an inge pmdm‘t candilate, Repub.
licans and Democrats split two seats vacated by Repub-
licans. A Republican won in the 8th Distiict and a
Democrat won in the 12th,

New lHamnshire. President: Nixon won the state'’s

Jost to Rep.- Hathavay (D), 48,

I’reamnm Nixon won the stale's

won the

rd W,

Brooke, 52, was

" four electoral votes.

Senator: Incumbent Dvm(xcml Thomas J. Mclntyre,
B2, won a sceond full term Ly defeating former Govw,
Wesley Powell (1059-63), 5, the I{epuhhc.m candlidate.

Governor: Hepublican  dicldoim Thomson Jr., €0,
defeated Donocrat Bover J.0 Crowley Jr, 63, and in-
dk,u Vet coininilte B : H
}l()\\ "{' ):) I’Ju.‘ i
New dJderaey, President:

clecioral votes,

ere o0 rtedd
Worg ITo-Oio D oo

Nixon won the state’s 17

M SR
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Senator: Incumbent Republican Clifford P. Case,
68, was elected to a fourth term, defeating former Rep.

Paul J. Krebs (D 1865-67), 60, and three minor-party :

candidates,

e

House (8 I); 7 R} Thirteen districts re-elected in'{-

cumbents—five Republicans and eizght Demoerats. Repub-
licans were elected to a scat being vacated by a Repub-
lican and to a new seat created by redistricting.

New York., President: Nixon won
41 electoral voles.

House (22 D, 17 R): Thirty-three incumbents—20
Democrats and 13 Republicans—were re-elected to the
House from New York,
total of 39. Four new
crats were elected.

Pennsylvania.
27 electoral votes!

the state's

President; Nixon

House (13 D, 12 R): Incumbents were re-elected in :

24 of 25 districts in Pennsylvania, which Jost two
seats through reapportionment. In the only race wi{h'om
an incumbent candidate, a Repubhcan was clected i
the new 9th District,
Rhode Island.
four electoral votes.
Senator: Incumbent. Demacrat Claiborne Pell, 53

President: Nixon won

R T T

~a e

which lost two seats for a new:
tepublicans and two new Demo-

won the state’s’

3
¥

i

the state's’

.

won a third terin by defeating Republican John H..

Chafee, 49, former Rhode Island
secretary of the Navy. .
: Governor, Democrat . Phillip W, Noel, 41, the
mayor of Warwick, defeated Hepublican
DeSimone, 42, and zn independent candidate.

House (2 D): Both incuimnbents were re-elected.

Vermaont. President:
electoral votes. .

‘Governor: Thomas P. Salmon.
Independent Vermonters Party candidate, upset
lican Luther F. Hackett, 39, the chosen successor to re-
tiring Gov. Deane C, Davis (R).

House (I R) Incumbent Republican Richard W.
Mallary, 43, was ciected to g full term.

West Virginia, President: Nixon
six electoral votes.

Senator: Incumbent Democrat Jennings Randolph.
70, was clected to & third full term, defeating
Republican State Sen. Louire Leonard, 53

Governor: Incambant Republican Arch Noore, 4%
defeated Democrat John D, Rockefeller 1V, 33, the Le0TE-
tary of state.

jouse {4 D) Four incumbent Democrats were re.
elected. A [ifth Democratic seat was abolished throug:
reapportionament,

Bistrict of Columbia. President:
the Districts three electoral votes,

governor end former

won the state’s

MeGovern wor

South

Nixon defeated MceGovern in all 13 states of th:
South and won the region's 147 clectoral voles,

In the 12 Senate races, party control switched in fow
states, Republicans took vver in North Carolina, Qxiabomn
and \1rg:m fa. A Democrat will 1oplace a Republican i
1}”“\‘?‘l} -v':‘ 1".

‘ .
(3 b tier racon dor

LA R N N

Licinocrat i

POV Rar,
from

Carolina was there a parly chang
Republican,

Herbert F.-

Nixon won the staie’s three.

40, the Democrat-
Repub-


http:L('on;;.rd
http:Cillidi(J;.tc

Of the 121 House scats in the 13 states, 84 were won
@(mmmm and 37 by Republicans. Thire Twere chanees
in_party contral of mnc seats’for a net_gant of Tive soals
for the Republicans” . r———

Al&f)ﬂ?ﬁ‘ﬁ?"‘?l‘(‘a!di’ﬂlt Nixon won the state’s nine
electoral votes.

Senator: Incumbent John J. Sparkman (D), 72, was
elected to a sixth term, defeating Winton M. Blount Jr.
(R}, 51, and three minor-party candidates, :

House: (4 D, 3 R): All seven incummbents were re-
elected. Alabama lost one seat because of redistricting.

Arkansas, President: Nixon won the state's six
electoral votes.

Senator: Incumbent John L. McClellan (D), 76, was
elected to a sixth term, defeating Wayne 11 Babbitt
(R}, 44.

Governor: Dale L. Bumpers (D}, 4?, was _elected to
B second term, defeating Len E. Blaylock (1), 53.

House: (3 I, 1 R) The party breakdown for the
delegation remains the same.as before, although Rep.
David H. Pryor, 33, resizned his 4th District seat to chal-
lenge McClellan in the Democratic Senate primary.

Florida. JPresident: Nixon won the state's 17
plectoral electoral votes. L

House: (11 D, 4 R): Florida gained three seats
through redistricting. All 12 incumbents were re-elected.
Democrat% ca“l*uod two of the new seats, and a Repub-

[sccn \\.rm (}w t

President:

Nixon won the state’'s 12
plectoral v ot’;x\,

Senate: Sam Nunn (D), 34, was elected, defeating
Rep. Fletcher Thompson (R}, 47, Sen. David H. Gam-
brell (D) was defcated v the primary by Nunn,

House: (9 D, 1 Ik 11 Deiwocrats pzm od up the

5th District scat vecated by Tnompson.

Ken{ucky. PresiceniT™NioR won the state's nine
electoral votes.
Senate: Walter (Dee) Huddleston (D), 46, was

Loxm 1. \lulm (R 1¢as.
s Party candi-

elected, defeating former Gov.
72}, 48, and American Party and People's
dates.

House (6 D, 2 R): Tl
same, with a Democrat re
Lhe Gth District.

Louisiana. President:
plectoral votes.

Senater 4. Bem\o*t }uhnston Jr. (), 40, defeated
[3en C. Toledano (). and Jdehn J. McKeibion (In-
dependent), H4. a former Plemocratic governor {1054-
12).

House (7 D, 1 R} Veters sent a Republican to Cone

ress from the state fox the first time this centiny, cles
m; fn.n in the .)rd l).~'r et {0 replace aretifing Tie mqml.

Mississippi, Presicent: Nixon won the state's seven
electoral votes, ‘ :

Senate: Incumbent James O. Bastland (D), 67,
was clected to a sixth term, deleating Gil Carmichuel
(R}, 45, and two independent candidates,

House: (8 D, 2 Ry Republicans picked up_two senis
forfierly held by Ds* :
TIcE Dol s g St
Fﬂ‘xii‘i'xh'\.‘nmnm. iz{.xi\uz;;: RNV
13 electoral votes.

Senate:
{ hnnﬂ\ Lln‘w (5>;, e

¢ party breakdown remaing the
]"mng a retiring Democrat in

Nixon won the state's 10

desse Hlelmg (10 00, defeated Ren NidhT

Stafe Summaries « 3

Governor: James B, Holshouser (R), 37, was elected,
defeating Hargrove (Skipper) Bowles Jr. (D), 52, and an
American Party candidate. Gov. Robert W. Scott (D)
was incligible for another term.

House: (7 D, 4 R): There was no change in the
party breakdown, A Democrat won the 4th District scat
vacated by Galifianakis.

Oklahoma. President:
electoral votes.

Senate: Former Gov., Dewey F. Bartlett (R 1967.
71}, 53, defeated Rep. Ed Edmondson (D), 33, and three
minor-party candidates. Sen. Fred R. Harris (D) did not
seek re-clection.

House (5 13, 1 R): Democmt% s picked up the Ist Dis-
frict seat (T \J:a of ety - }\ep -P age.i%dcherAK}
hamcndsjm _sest remains Democratic.

“““South Carolina. President: Nixon won the state’s
eight electeral vores.

Senate. Incumbent Strom Thuormond (R), 69, was
elected to a fifth tern, defeating Eugene N, Zeigler (D), 51
and a minor-party cancidate.

House (4 I, 2 R}:‘_}_g_pg_biicans gained one seat, in

Nixon won the state’s eight

the st District,

T fennecssee. President: Nixon woén the state’s 10
electoral votes., »

Senate; Incumbent Howard H. Baker Jr. {(R), 46, was
elected to a second term, defeating Rep Ray Blanton
(D), 42.

House: (3 D, 3 R): Democrats suffered a net lozs of
two secats, one b"ramo of_the_defeat_of_a Dumrw‘r‘_’ﬁ
s:.cunn.m_:{' "\\n,;«.j:x,,R.-Anocx:.on. in the oth District,
ena the other because of redistricting which cost
Tennessee one sea

Texas.,  President: Nixon won  the state's 20
electoral votes. '
Senate: Incumbent John G. Tower (R}, 47, was

elected to a third term. defeating Barefoot Sanders (D),

© 47, and two other candidates.

Governor: Dolph Briscoe (D), 49, was elected, de-
feating Henry (C. Grover {R), 45, and two other candi-
dates. Incumhent Prn ton Smith (I)) was defeated fur
renowination by Brizene,

House (20 ), 4 R : The Rc'\ublic_ans had & net gain
ol ore‘:ud. A Republican defeated incumbent arle
Cazboll (D), in the 5th District. Incumbent Rohert Price
(1], aimct{ed another incumbent, Graiam Purcell (D,
alter redistricting foreed the two into opposition in the
Ath Disirict. Democrats were elected in the two new
scwt; created by redistricting,

Yirginia., President: Nixon won
electoral votes,

Senater Dep. (1952-.72) William  Lloyd ‘%mt (R),
57, defeuted incwmbent William B, Spong Jr. (D,

House (3 D, 7 RY: E\("“HH{M‘Q ;:amed a ceat being
vacated by a retiring ano rat in the b Distrielr™™

~3

=

the state’s 12

_ Midwest

. Lo Tt Fo
two chansed pr
Sl gl
Pl b

sty control lowa and Soeuth Dakota noth
miesrats Lo sents held proviewshy b Repoos
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State Summarie; - 4

Tu the seven contests for governorships, five remained

in the same party column, a Democrat defeated the
Republican governor 'of llinais and a Missouri Republi.
can will replace a retiring Democratic governor,

The Midwest in 121 House races chose 70 Republi
and 51 TJemorrnis, |
for a net gain of Three for the Kepublicans.

~Mlinois. President: Nixon won the state's 26 elee-
toral votes.

Senator: Incumbent Charles H. Percy (), 53, was
elected to a second term, defeatma Rep. Roman C,
Pucinski (D), 53.

Governor: Daniel Walker (D), 49, dcfeated incum-
bent Richard B. Ogilvie (R) 48,

cans

House: (10 D, 14 R):_Republicans pained two seats
m ~Minois. One incumbent, Abner J. Nikva, was
"defeated in a new district.

Indiana. Presideni: Nixon won the state's 13
electoral votes,

Governor: Otis R. Bowen (R), 54, defeated former

Gov. Matthew E. Welsh (1961-65), GO.
House (4 D, 7 R): All npumbnnts bu cne-—Andrew

Jacob\ Jr. (D), 40—were re-clected.

“Jowa. President: Nixon won the state’s eight
celectoral votes.
Senator: Dick Clark (D), 43, defeated incumbent

Jack Miller (R), 55.
Governer: Incumbent Rohert Rav (R), 42, was elected
to a third term, defcating Paul Frazenburg (13}, 55
House (3 D, 3 R): Because of redistriciing, Towa lost
_one_Republicen_seat. Jo m 'HMT(%"T‘U’”' s delduated
o fuainst -anoilier incumbenit. Neal Smith (D).

in_bis_race ogai
Incumbent Fred ‘wlwen"el 05, ﬂf‘crmmr‘c‘ {or anmher

RepuvhicanToes, 16 Fdward l“/\!h*;\}" (D).
~~Kunsas. DPresident: Nizon won the
electoral votes.

Senator: Incutnbent James 13, Pearson (R), 52,
elected to a secona term, defeating Arch O. Tetzlaff
46, and a Conscrvative Party candidate. :

Governor: Incumbent Robert Docking (1)),
elected to 2 fourth term, defeating Norris Kay (R},

THouse (11, 4 ) All {ive incumbents vere re-ciccied.

state’s seven

wWas

(D)|

Was

Michizan, Presideni: Nixon won the state’'s 21
electoral votes.
Senater: Incumbent Robart P Griflfin {R), 48,

. was elected to a second term, dofeuting Trank J. Kelley
(D), 47.

House: {7 D, 12 R). WNo seats changed parties,

Minpesota. Dresident: Wixon won the state’'s 10
electorsl votes.,

Qenater: Incumbent Walter F. Moudale (D),
vas elected tn a second term, defeating Philip Hansen
(IR), 4. and a Soecialist Laber candidate.

A
‘s ‘5,

House (4 D, 4 R} cight incumbents were re-
elected.
Nebrasha, President: Nixon won the state’s five

electorad votes.

Senatorr Incumbent Carl T, Curtis (R). 67, was
clected to a fourth tenn, defeating Terry AL Carpenter
(D} K

! ! 0 S irenmhentn were e elocted
5 i LN e]
ey ; 12
Cavern o Oberistoanhor (i) Dound (H), 23, was
T S torin, d Loatingy Fobword Lo Powd (D),

L7 ene A

B

Party_control ol [ive seats switched

.

T Y Ioviegan

House (9 D; 1 R): All incumbents were re-elected.

North Dakota. President: Nixon won the state’s
three electoral votes.

Governor: Rep. Arthur A, Link (D), 58, was
elected, defeating Lt. Gov. Richard F, Larsen (R), 36.

House (1 R): Because of reapportionment. North

Dakota lost one seat held by the Democrats. Incumbent
Mark Andréws (R), 46, was elected to a fifth term, de-
feating Richard Ista (D}, 43.

QOhio. President: Nixon
toral volces.

House (7 D, 16 R): Ohjo lost_one ¥ Requbhcan seat
as a result of redistricting. T

~~South” Ddl‘utm‘res;dent Nixon won the state's
four clectoral votes.

Senator: Rep. James Abourezk (D)), 41, was clected,
defeating Robert Hirsch (R), 46.

Governor: Tncumbent Richard F. Kneip (D}, 39, was
elected to a second term, defeating Carveth Thompson,
{R), 39.

House (1 D,

‘won the state’s 25 elee-

1 R):_Abourezk’s seat was filled Hby a

Republican. The other Democratic incumbent was re-
élected. . - :
Wisconsin. President: Nixon

won the state’s 11
electoral votes. :

House (5 D 4 R) Wisconsin lost one Republican
seat as_a_result of rcdzdmctx.x;{k {(Incumbent David R
Obey (1), 33, defeated another incumbent, Alvin E.
O’Konski (R), 53, to represent their comb ined consti-
tuencies in the new Tth District. v

{Continued from p. 2960)
HOUS& t\nCCJ

trouble defeating Republicon John H. Kyl in Iowa’s

ath. District, while David Obey trounced 30-year-veteran

Alvin E. O'Koenski {R) in Wisconsin's 7th.
*

Waest

Returns  from  the West were dominated by
California, with its rich prize of five new House seats.
Neither party had the voled to pass a purtisz‘n reclistrict.
ing bill, so they settled on a compromise that divided
the five new seats this way: two Democratic, {wo Repub-
lican, one tossup, That was l‘nc way it worked out. Rep.
Paul N. McCloskey Jr. (R), who led an anti-war crusade
against President \’ivon in thv 1972 presidential prim-
aries, moved into one of the Republican districts and wen
it. 'The other Repuhlican dmtrm went to a popular state
senater, Nepublican Clair M. Burgener. The two Demor
ratic districts went to Yvonne Brathwaite Burke, a black
state representative, and to former U.S. Rep. George E.
Brown Jr. (1 1983-71). The tossup district went narrowly
to State Rep. William M. Ketehunm (RL .

Colorado’s pew suburban district went Republican,
as expected, for State Sen. William L. Armstreng. But
two Cuolorado seats switched parties. In Deover, Democrat
Patricin Schroeder \mn an upset victery over freshmen
Voo, Jeases D (M) Melevitt (00 And Hepubil oa
dumes 1L dolinron {he sent veteran flepn
Yayne N, Asv,n.mh {12), who was defeated in o priunary
by liw profemor Alan Morson,

BN
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HOUSE MEMBERS
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ALABAMA
1. Jock Edwords (R} e
2. William L. Dickinson {R)

3. 8ill Nichols (D)
4. Tom Bevill (D)
5. Robert E. Jones (D)
6. John Buchonon (R)

Bemocrats 244

Freshinan Democrats - 27

HOUSE LINZ-UP
- Republicans 191

Freshman Republicans - 42

*Freshinan Representative

#Former Reprezentative

7. Walter Flowers (D)
ALASKA COLORADO
Al Nick Begich (D} 1. Polricic Schrocder (D}*
2. Doncld G. Erctzmaon (R)
3. Frook L. Evons (DY
ARIZONA
1.. John J. Rhodss (R) 4. jomes 1. Johnsnn (R)*
2. Morris K. Udall ) 5. Williom L Armiti eng (R}*
-3. Som Stoiger (R) e
CONNECTICUT
4. John B. Conlon {R)*
John B. Corlon (R) 1. Williom R, Conter (D)

. , . Robert M. Stecie (P}
ARKANSAS A . Robeet N. Gicimo (D)
1. Bill Alexonder (D) . Stewart B. MzKinney (R)

2,

3. John Poul Hommerschmidt (R}

Wilkur D, #mills (]

Oh W B R NS

. Roneld A. Soresin (R)*
. Ella T. Grasse (D)

4. Roy Thornton {D)* .
. DELAWARE .
CALIFORNIA - AL Pierie S. {Fese) du Pont {R)
1. Don H. Clausen {R)
2. Horold 1. Johnson (D) FLORIDA .
3. John E. Moss {D) 1. Robert L F. Sikes (D)
4. Robert L legoett (D) 2. Don Fuguo (D}
5. fhilip Burton (D} 3. Charles £ Bzanctt (D}
&, Williom 5. Muiilicrd (R} 4. Bill Claeppelt Jo (D)
7. Ronold V. Dcllums (D) 5. Whlliam . Gunter Jr. {D}*
8, Fortnoy H (Pet2) Stork (D)% &, C. W B Youny (R)
9. Don Edwerds {D} .7, Som Gibbons (0}
10, Chaorles 5. Gubser (R} B. Jomes A, Holey (D)
14 leo 3, Ryen (D)* 9. Lovis Frey (R)

12, Burt L. Toltott (R) 10. L AL (Skip) Cotolls (R)®
13. Chorles M. Teoque (R) 11, Poul G. Roges (D)

V4. Jetome R. Weldie (D) 12. ). Herbert Eurke {R)
15. John ). tacfoll (O} . 13. Williom Lebhmeon (D)

. BUFSER (D)
. Poul N
. Roteert B, (% ‘\b‘, #iothios (R)

neCloskey Jr. (R)

. Clavde Pepper (D)
. Donte B, Faszeli (D)

19, Chet Holifield (D) GEORGIA

20. Corlos J. thoarheod (R)Y 1. Ronold 8. {20) Ginn (D}*
2}, Auvgustus F. Howling (D) 2. Davson thothi (D)

22. Jumzs C. Corman (D} 3. Jock Beinkley (D)

23. Dol Clawsen (R} 4. Ben B, Elcehburn (R)

24, John H. Rousssio! (R) 5. Andrew Yourg (D,*

25. Chorles £L \Wigains (R} 6. John 3. Flynt Jr.D)

26. Thonos A, Toes (D), 7. John W, Dovis (D)

27, Borry M. Geldwoter Je. (R) 8. W. 5. (bt} Sruckey (D)
28. Alphonzo Exlf {R) 9. Phil p8. Londeum (D)

29. George £ Douniclon (D) 10. Rohert G. Stephens Jr (D)
30, Edwurd R, Reybel (D)

31. Choiics H. Witson (D) HAWALN

32. Croig Hosmer (R} 1. Spork M, Motsunoga (D)
33. Jerey L Peutis (R) 2. Patsy T. 24ink (D}

34. Richard 1. Honno (D)

35. Glenn M. Anderson (D) iDAHO

36, Villam 14 Kerchum [R)Y Y. Steven DL Symms (R)?
37. Yvonne brothweoite Butke (D) 2. Orvol Honsza ()

38, George E. Brown Jr. (D)7

39, Andrew J. Hiathow (R)* [LUNOS

A, Bob Wisen (k) 1. Bolph L Becatic (D)
A, Lz ot Ve Doerla (1) 2.8 saoa Fostaety (UG
42, Clalr Woturgener {i)* 3.Ncl ot i i arnman

43, Victor V. Veysey (R) 4, Edword J. Gervonsks (B}

CLgeer W »r(
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5. John C. Yiveryoski (D}
&. Horold R. Collier (R)
7. George W, Collins (D)
8. Don Rostenkowshi (0}
9. Sidney R. Yotes (D)
10. Somuel H. Young (R)*
V1. Fronk Asaunzio (D)
12. philip 24, Crone (R)
13. Robert #cClory (R}
14, John N. Erlenborn (R)

15, teshie C. Arends (R)

16. John B, Anderson [R)
17. George
18. Robert H. Michet (R)
19. Tom Roilsback (R)
20. Peul Findley (R)

21, Edword R, Madigen {R)*

22. George £. Shipley (D)
23. Melvin Price (D}
24, Kenreth ). Groy (D)

INDIANA
Y. Roy L thodden (D)
2. borl F. lendgrebe (R)
. John Brodemos (D)
J. Edword Roush (D)
Elwood H. Hitlis {R)
Williom G. Broy (R}
. John T, tayers (R)
. Rogor H. Zwo (R)
Lee H. Hamilton (D)
. Dovid W, Deanis (R}

“O‘OOOMO*U.DA(J

-

10¥/A

1. Edword thervingky (D}’

2. John C. Culver (D)
3. H.R. Gross {R)
4, Nzal Smith (D)
V50 Wiliom S Scherle (R)
b, Witey fiayne (R)

KANSAS
1. Keith G. Sebelius (R)
2. Wiliem R, PO)’ (D}
3. lerry Winn Jel (R)
Gorrer [ Shriver (R)
5. Joe Sxubitz (R)

»

KENTUCKY

1. Fronk A. Stubbleficld (D)
2. Viltiom H. Notcher (D)

3. Pomono L. Mozzoli (D)

4, M. G, {Gene) Soyder (R}

5, Tim Tce Corter {R)

4. Jokn & Brechinridge (D)

7. Corl D, Perhing (D)

LUt A

’. s
1 FEowerd Hebert {0}

THERGOR R 0 CRENINT ]

Tlyvm e ctue

M. O'Brien (R)*

. Witliem H. Hudnut f1E (R)*

93RD CONGRESS.....

2. Hole Bogys (D}

3. Dovid C. Treen (R}*

4, Joe D. Woggonner {D)
5. Oto E. Possmon (D}
6. John R, Rorick (D)

7. lohn B. Breoux (D}

8. Gillis W. long (D)*#

IAAINE

1.
2.

Peter N. Kyros (D)
Williom 5. Cohen {R)*

MARYLAND

1
2
3.
4
5
6.

7.
8.

. Williom O. Mills (R}
. Clarence D. long (D)

Paul 5. Sorbanes (D}

. Marjorie 5. Holt (R)*
. lowrence J. Hogon (R)

Goodloe £, Byron (D}
Porren J. Mitcheli (D)
Gilbert Gude (R)

MASSACHUSETTS

N DU ALK -

. Silvio O. Conte {R)

. Edword P. Bolond (D)

. Horold D. Donchue (D)

. Robert F. Drinon (D)

. Poul ¥, Cronin {(R)*

. Michoel ). Horrington O

Torbert K. thocdoneld -5,

. Themas P, O'Neil Jr, {3}
. Joha Joseph Mockley (2.
. Margoret JA, Heckler (28
. Jomes A Burke (D)

. Gerry E. Studds (O} *

HICHIGAN

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7
8.
9.
10.
11
12.
13.
14,
15,
16.
17.

18.

19,

Joha Conytrs Jr. (D)
Horvin L Esch (R)
Gorry Brown (R)
Edword Hutchinson (R}
Gerold R, ford (R)

Chatles E. Chembperfaia (®
. Dencld W, Ricgle Jr. (&)

Jomes Horvey (R}

Guy Vonder Jogt {R)
Ellord A, Cedarbarg (R;
Philip £. Ruppe (R)
Jomes G, O'tore D)
Cherles C. Diggs . (T
Lucion N, Nedzi 1D
Williem D. Ford (D)
John D, Dingell (D}
tiactho W, Gniffiths ()
Robiert 4. Huber {R}*
Williom S. Broomiicld &,

MINNESOTA

1.
. Ancher Nelsen (R}

. Bl Fronzel ()

. Joseph £, Korth (D)

. Donald M. Froser (D}
. Johin 84, Zwoceh (R}

LN O AN

Albert H, Quie (R)

Bob Barglend (D)

. John A, Elotnk (D}

AR GLGSY

1. Jomie L Veraten (2
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244 DEMOQCRATS, 191 REPUSLICANS

Dovid R. Bowen {0)*

G. V. (Sonny} Monigomery (D)

Thod Cochron (R)*
Teent Lotk (R)*

SQURI

Williom (Bill} Cloy (D}
Jomes W. Symington (D)
Leonor K, Sullivan (D)
Williom J. Pandoil ()
Richord Bolling (D}
Jerry Litton (D)

Gane Toylor (R)*
Richard H. Ichord (D)
Williom L. Hungote (D)
&l D. Burlison (D)

NTANA .
Richord G. Shoup (R}
John Melcher (D)

RASKA

Chorles Thone (R)
John Y. McCollister (R)
Dove Maortin (R}

ADA
Dovid Towell (R}*

| HAMPSHIRE
Louis C. Wyrson (R)
Jomns C. Clavelond ()

{ JERSEY

John E. Hunt (R}

Chorles W. Sondmen Jr. (R)
Jomes }, Howard (D)

Frosk Thompron Jr. (D)
Peter H. B, Frelinohuysen (R}
Edwin B. Forsythe (#)
William . Viidno'i (R)
Robert A oz (D)

Heary Halatoshi (D)

Peter W, Redino Jr (D)
305‘3;}}1 G, 2innh (O)
Matibew J, Dircldo (R}
Joseph J. Moreziti (1)*
Pominick V. Danicls (D)
Edword 3, Folien (O)

FIEKICO
bignuel Lujon Jr. (1)
Haorold Runnels (D)

FYORK

Oty G, Fixe (D)

Jomes £, Grover Je. {R)
Angclo D, Runcoilo (2%
Normaon F. Len (R)

Joha W, Wodlee (R)
Lester U Walif (1)

oseph P Addebta (DY
Berfumim S, Foventho! I

-

&
L
15. Hugh L. Corey (D}

16, Elizobeth Hollzmen (D)
17. Joha M. Murphy (D}
18. Edword L Koch (D)

. 19. Charles B. Rongel (D)

20, Bello 5. Abzug (D)

21. Hermon Bedillo (D)

22, Jonothin B, Binghom (D)
23, Peter A, Feyser (R}

24. Ogden R. Reid (D)

25, Homilton Fish Jr. (R)

26. Benjomin A, Gilmon (R)*
27. Howord W. Fobison (R)
28. Somvuel 8. Strotton (D)
29. Corleton J. King {R)

30. Robert C. #cEwen (R)
31, Donald J. Mitchel! (R)*
32, Jomes M. Honley (D}

33. Williom F. Wolsh (R)*
34. Fronk Horton {R)

35. Borbor B. Conuble Jr. (R)
35, Henry P, Smith BI(R)

37. Theddeus J. Dulski (D)
38, Jock F. Kemp (R}

39. Jomes F. Hostings {R)

T NORTH CARDUNA

. Wolter 8. Jones (D)

. L H. Fountain (D)

. Dovid N, Headerson (D)
ke F. Andreves (D)*

. Wilmer Mizell {R)

L. Rizhordion Pregor (O}
. Chorles G. Pose HIL{D)*
. Eorl B. Ruth (R)

Jomes G. tottin (R)*

. Jomes 1. Broyhill (R}

. Roy A. Toylor (D)

P R N N

e g—t

HORTH DAKOTA
Al tork Andrews (R)

OHIO
1. Williom J, Keating (R}
2. Donold D. Cloncy (R)
3. Chorles W. Yhalen Jr. (R)
4, Yennyson Guyer {R)*
5. Deloat L, batta (R)
6. Wiliom H. Horsha (R)
7. Clorenze J. Prown (R)
8. Wolter €. Poweell (R)
9. Thamas L Zshley (D)
10, Clorence £, #diler (])
1Y J. Yillioms Stonton (1)
12. Somuel L. Devine (R}
13. Chorles A, Mosher (R)
14. John F. Seiberling (D)
15, Cholmeres P, ¥éylia (R)
16. Ralph 5. Requla (R)*
V7. John 4al Askbrook (R)
18. Woyne L. Hoys (D)
19. Cherdes J, Corney (D}

20, Jornr Vo Stonten (D)

Y O L N

OVLAR TN A

-

2. Clem Rogers McSpadden (D)*
‘3. Corl Albert (D)

4, Tom Steed (D)

5. John Jormon (D)

6. John N, Hoppy Comp (R}

OREGON
1. Wendell Wyott {R)
2. Al Uilman (D)
3. Edith Green (D)
4, Jjohn Rdienbodc {R)

PENNSYLVANIA

1. Wiliiom A, Borrett (D)

2. Robert N. C. Nix (D)

3. Wiliiom ). Green [D)

4. Joshua Eitberg (D)

5. John Wure (R)

&. Gus Yotron (D}

7. towrence G. Willioms (R)
8. Edword G. Riester Jr. {R}
9. E. G. Shuster (R)*

10, Joseph M. #4cDode (R)

11. Donizl ). flood (D)

12, John P. Soylor (R)

13. R. lowrente Coughlin (R)

14, Williom 5. Moorkeod (D)

15. Fred 8. Rooney (D)

16. Edwin D, Estdemon (R)

17. Herman T, Schacebeli (R)

18. H. John Hzinz B (R)

19, George A, Goodling ()

20. Joseph M. Goydos (D)

21, John H. Dant (R}

22. Thomos E. tAorgan (D)
23, Albeet W, Johnson (k)
24. Joseph P.oVizorito (D)
25. Fronk tA. Clork {D)

RHODE ISLAND
}. Fernond J. 5t Germoin (D)
2. Robert O, Tiernon (D)

SOUTR CAROIUNA
1. #endel 1. Davis (D)
2. Floyd Spence (R)
3. Willion Jzonings Bryon Dorn (D)
4. Jomes R. Mann (D)
3. Tom S, Getigs (D)
6. Edword L. Young {R}*

SOUTH DAKOTA
1. Fronk E. Denbolm (D)
2. Jomes Abdaor (i)*

TENNCSSEE

. Jomes H. (Jiminy) Quillen (R}
. John J. Duncan (R)

. LoMor Boler (R}

. Joe L. Evins (D)

. Rihord fullon (D}

. Robin L, Boord Jr. (R)*

. Ed Jones (D}

ary o kergeide Bl
o Haykoedale ()

TN O W A DR e
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Viight Potmon (D)
fardes Wiion ()

A
H
{

P oo k8L Gl (R
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4, Roy Roberts (D)

5. Alon Steclmon (R)*

6. Olin E. Teogue (D)
«7. Bill Archer (R)

8. Bob Eckhordt {D)

9. Jock Brooks (D)

10. 3. J. Pickle (D)

11, W.R. Pooge (D}

12, Jim Wright (D}

13. Robert Price (R)

14, John Young (D}
15. Eligio de lo Gorzo (D)
16. Richord C. White {D}
17. Omor Burleson (D)

18. Borbaoro C. Jordon (D)*
19. George Mahon (D)
20. Henry B. Gonzolez (D)
23, O. C. Fisher (D)
22. Bob Cousey (D}
23. Abtoham Kozen Je. (D}
24. Daole Milford (D)*

*

UTAH .
1. K. Gunn McKoy (D}
2. Woyne Owens (D)*

VERMONT
Al Richord W. Mallory (R}

VIRGIKIA
1. Thomos N. Downing {D})
2. G. Williom Whitehurd {2}
3. Dovid E. Sonerfield 111 {D)
4, Roberi W, Doniel Jo. (R)*
5. W. C. (Don) Doniel (O}
6. M. Coldweli Cutler (R)}*
7. J. Kenneth Robinson (R)
8. Stonford £, Pareis (R)*
9. Wiliom C. Waompler (R}
0. Joel 1. Broyhili (R}

WASHINGTON
1. John Hemplemann {D}*
. loyd Meeds (D)
. Julio Butler Honsen (D)
. Mike McCormoe (D}
. Thomas 5. Foley (D)
. Floyd V. Hicks (D)
. Brock Adums (D)

O b W N

VVEST VIRCINIA
1. Pobert H. Mcllohon (D)
2. Horley O. Staggers (D}
3. John M, Slock (D}
A. Ken Hechier (D}

WISCONSIN
¥, Les Aspin (D)
2. Robert W, Kostenmeier {D}
3. Vernon W, Thomson {R)
4, Clement J. Zoblocki (D)
5. Henry S, Reuss (D)
6. Wiliom A. Steiger (R)
7. Dovid K. Gy o)
B, Howord V. fro.oaeh {°
9. Glenn R, Davis (R)

WYONING
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STATE

N oW .L_Bi' lard
Maine
New Hampshire
Vermont
Massachusetts
Rhode Island
Connecticut

uiddle Atlantic

New York

New Jersey
Pennsylvania
Delaware
Maryland

West Virginia

§suth

Virginia
Rorth Carolina
South Carolina
Georgia
Alabama
Mississippi
Louisiana
Arkansas
Tennessee
Kentucky

Texas

Oklahoma
Florida

Midvest

Ohio

Indiana
Illinois
Michigan .
Wisconsin
Minnesota
Towa
Missourld
Kansas
Hebraska
Seuth Dalwta
Horth Dakota

SUMMARY OF MARGINAL 1974 RACES BY STATE

~

MARGINAL COVERNORD

MARGINAL SENATORZ

MARGINAL HOUSE3

Curtis (D) 50.1
Thomson (R) 41.6
%®
%

Noel (D) 52.9
Meskill (R) 53.8

Rockefeller (R) 52.4

%x(1973)
X

-

i

Holton (R) 52.7 ('73)

X
X

X
Dunn (R) 52.0

Briscoe (D) 48.1
Hall (D) 48.4
x

Gilligan (D) 54.2

-

Millikan (R) 50,4
Lucey (D) 52.4
Anderson (D) 54.0

(-

-

Ribicoff (D) 54.3

Javits (R) 49.8

-

Schweiker (R) 51.9

Mathias (R) 47.8

-

LI B B I

Cook (R) 51.4

-

Bellmon (R} 51.7
X

Saxbe (R) 51.5
Bayh (D) 51.7

LI B

Hughes (D) 50.2
Eagleton (D) 51.1
X
HeCovern {(w) 56.0°
X

" {#4D,

{#f2R

s

{#{5R, #12D

#3D, #5R

3R,
#1R,
4D,

s

#6Dn,
#3D,
#25D

#26R, #31R
#op, #13D

{f14R, #8R
4D
#1D,
{#5D
#2R
#4R,
3R

#6R,

6R
it5R

{#3R, #8R
{#6D

#5R,

{i6R,
#13R

#4D, #5D

#8r, ff16R, #23R
#1p, #2R, #4D, #11R
#10R, #11D, {#21R
fier, #12D, #18R
3R, #i8R

f16R

#1D, #6R

#6D

-
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TAB E (CONT.)

STATE MARGINAL GOVERNOR!  MARGINAL SENATORZ  MARGINAL HOUSE3
Montana - - -

Wyoming X - (At-Large)D
Idaho Andrus (D) 52.2 X . - )

Colorado Love (R) 52.5 x #1D, #4R

Utah - Bennett (R) 53.7 #2D

Nevada 0'Call'n (D) 48.1 Bible (D) 54,8 {At-Large)R
New Mexico King (D) 51.3 - -

Arizona Willianms (R) 50.9 X _ #14R

California Reagan (R) 52.8 Cranston (D) 51.8  {#8D, #12R, #36R
Oregon % Packwood (R} 50.2 -

Washington - S #1n, {14D

Alaska Egan (D) 52.4 Gravel (D) 45.1 (At-Large)D
Hawaii x X #1D

‘Notes

1 - Where names are listed, the incumbent received less than 557 of

2 -

3 -

* —~ Although Senator McGovern rec

the vote in the last election. The symbol (x) indicates other
states with gubernaterial election in 1973 or 1874. The symbol
(~) means no gubernatoriel race in the state.

Same symbols as described in note {#1.

House districts where the winner in 1970 received 56.07% or less
of the total vote.

-+

cived more than 55% of the vote
in Scouth Dalota, he is considecred potentially vulnerable after
the 1972 Presidential race, and therefore included on the list
of marginal seats. :



PROJECTED OPERATING PLAN

FOR UPDATING THE DATA BASE

(All costs in thousands of dollars)

MAINTENANCE OF EXISTING FILES

L O T T

State and Activity 1973

— - W e e e

.California
1974 (3 Cong. Dists) -
1976 (purchase new lists)

Connecticut
1974 (update entire state)®
1976 1 13 1"

Illinois
1974 (update entire state)* -
1976 it 11 §

Maryland
1974 (update entire state)®
1976 1" 1" 1

Michigan
1974 (get list from Donnelley)* -
1976 it 11 Tt 1

New Jersey .
1974 (update 4 CD's) -
1976 (update entire state)

Ohio
1974 (update entire state)®
1976 (update entire state)

Pennsylvania
1974 (update entire state)*® -
1976 (update entire state)

Texas
1974 (update 2 CD's) -
1976 (update entire state)

705

- 15.0

6.5

15.0

8.0

20.0
30.0

4.0

Totals to maintain existing
lists: 0

Costs if candidaotes in states
denoted by asterisk (*) pay one
half{ the coct of uvpdating lists.

60.0

7.5

15.0

6.5

15.0

25.0

20.0

30.0

TAB F

- -k we

66.0
15.0
' 30.0
13.0
30.0
33.0
40.0
60.0

36.0

323.0

L 3

27450



PROJECTED OPERATING P

"TAB F (CONT.)

LAN

FOR ADDING NEW STATES AND CONG.

DISTS. IN 1974

Full States (Races of Interest)

Indiana (Senate, 4 CD)*

South Dakota (Senate, 1CD)*

Nevada (1 CD) (possibly Sen. or Gov.)
Alaska (Senate, House)

Kentucky (Senate)* (1 CD)

Oklzahoma (Senate)*

Iowa (Senate)* (2 CD)

Wyoming (House)

Oregon (Senate)* (data on tape from state)
Virginia (3 CD) (data on tape from state)

Total

Total 1f statewide candidates
denoted by asterisk (*) pay one
half the cost of updating the lists
in those states 4

Marginal Congrescional Districts in states
not having full data in the svstem,

(It is.estimated that each CD will cost

$5 thousand to put into tho systen.

There are 32 such districts. The remaining
36 of the 68 target districts discussed in
the text of the memo are occounted for in
states where the total state has been

put in the Data Base)

The states, and number of districts in
each are as follows:

Maine (1); Massachusetts (3); Lew York (4);
North Carolina (1); South Carolina (2);
Georgia (1); Alabama (1); Mississippi (2);
Tennessee (3); Louisiana (1); Florida (2);
Wisconsin (2); Minnesota (1); Missouri (1);
Colorado (2); Utah (1); &rizona (1)
Washington (2); Hawaii (1).

Cost (§ thousands)
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Expense Items

Data Base Maintenancel
Project Administration?
Computer Programming

Research and Development

Data Base Expansionl

Totals

‘Notes

1 ~ See detail of cost by states in Tab F.
2 - Includes salary of General Manager, office space and supplies,

MAINTENANCE AND USE OF THE DATA BASE

PROJECTED OPERATING STATEMENT

1973

60,000

20,000

20,000

100,000

(NO INCOME INCLUDED)

1974
65,000
90,000
40,000
30,000

276,000

. 495,000

130,000,

1976
211,000
90,000
40,000

10,000

351,000

Total
276,000
300,000
140,000

90,000

270,000 -

1,076,000

secretary, programmers.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 9, 1973

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR, HALDEMAN

PROM: W. RICHARD HOWARD
SUBJECT: Action Plan for the Data Base
Purpose:

The purpose of this memorandum 1is to prescnt a plan for the utili-
zation of the CREP data base and the volunteer/contributor files
developed for "Operation Thank You.' Since the election, the CREP
staff has scattered and no formal arrangements have been made
with respect to maintenance and utilization of the multi-million
dollar voter data base. Several sets of labels have been printed

and copies of data tapes have been disseminated without official
approval.

This data base can be of immediate benefit in our efforts to commu-
nicate with the New American Majority. At the direction of the
President, it can be of use to support Republican candidates in 1973,
1974, and 1976, If properly maintained, through periodic use and
updating, it will increase in value, and become a significant tool for
selected congressional and local candidates, as well as offset the
cost of several million dollars for developing another data base for
the 1976 Presidential elections.

This plan is presented as follows:

Description of the Data Base
Functional Use of the Data Base
Potential Uses of the Data Base
Coverage for the 1973-1974 Elections
Coverage for the 1976 Elections
Plan for the 1976 Presidential Election
Recommendations:

#1 - Disposition of the Data Base

72 - Data Dase Operation . -
£3

il

e

Maintenance of the Data Basc

i

if
7

Eeiya
Hi

Data Base Budget

s
i
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For cach of the recommendations, objections to the methods are
outlined and selected alternatives are discussed.

DESCRIPTION OF THE DATA BASE

The CREP Voter Identification Data Base contains names, addresses,
socio-economic, geo-coding and political attitude data on approxi-
mately 40 million voters in 12 states, including § million voters favor-
able to President Nixon,

States with complete coverage are:

- California
Connecticut
Illinois
Maryland

- New Jersey
- New York

- Ohio

1

1

-Pennsylvania
- Texas

States with records of Republicans only are three additional states
which conduct Presidential Primaries:

~ Florida
- New Hampshire
- Wisconsin

For each voter record the following data is recorded:

Name and address

Household member names

Party registration

Attitude toward R, M. Nixon

Socio~economic level

Age group

Military veteran status

Fthnic Name category

Periferal urban elhnic indicator

Neighborhood type . -
Complete geo-coding such as precinct, ward, district,

census track, zip code
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In addition to the CREP Voter Identification, Data Base described
above, we have developed data {iles for "Operation Thank You"

in a compatible format which contains names and address records

of CREP and GOP staffers (3, 000), Campaign volunteers (300, 000), and
contributors of over $100 {30, 000). The RNC maintains a

listing of 450, 000 ethnic, civic, and special group leaders and mem-
bers. The RNFC maintains 600, 000 records of contributors of less
than $100.

FUNCTIONAL USE OF THE DATA BASE

During the 1972 Presidential primaries and in the general election,
the Voter I. D, Data Base was used as an information systems tool
to support the following campaign functions:

Political Direct Mail:
issue persuasion
volunteer recruitment
contribution solicitation

Voter Identification:
walking canvass sheets
tele center call sheets
hostess~business call gsheets

Voter Information Feed Back:
Nixon attitude
other candidates
important issues
volunteer

Voter Influence:
undecided mailings
get out the vote telegrams
poll watching sheets
victory squad sheets

POTENTIAL USES OF THE DATA BASE

- -

In addition to the previous uses made of the data base, there are

scveral potential uses which should be developed.
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#1 Developing Prospect List for GOP Fund Raising :

By selecting Republicans in higher income groups favorable to
President Nixon, an excellent prospect list could be developed
and tested., Bob Odell of the RNC Finance Commitiee has re-
quested Jim White (our consultant) to look into the cost and
feasability of this. In addition, we have a file of local CREP
contributors which RNC does not have.

#2 Issue Polling and Voter Sampling .

Selected samples of voter types can easily be retrieved for the
telephone or direct mail pelling for reaction to national izsues,

#3 Support 1974 and 1976 Congressional Elections.

For approved candidates, we can provide direcl mail labels, by
voter types within a congressional district, and for the total state.
For candidates running in key races, we can arrange to have can-
vass sheets, telephone sheets, advertising, fund raising, direct
mail, and poll-watching sheets provided through a source other
than the Republican Party, but using our Data Base and programs,

#4 Substantive Election Results Analysis:
Using the voter I, D, 's data, we can select voter types for ques-
tionnaire surveys at the precinct level.

#5 Advance Men Support:

The data base can be used to recruit known voluntzers and local
leaders to promote rally, parade, etc.,, turnouts for candidates
or the President. Advanced announcements and reminders can
be mailed by locality and by voter type
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DATA BASE COVERAGE FOR THE 1973-1974 ELECTIONS

As presently coastructed, the data base can be used to support the
1973 Governor's race in New Jersey, With an adequate mainten-
ance program, we can support up to 290 candidates in the 1974
congressional and governors' races plus various other local races
as desired by the President and the RNC,

We have good state voter records for the following 1974 races:

Senate - Cranston - D
Governor - Reagan - R
House - 43

Connecticut
Senate - Ribicoff - D
Governor - Meskill - R
House - 6

;[_12 nois

House - 24

Maryiap_d
Senate - Mathias - R

Governor - Mandel - D
House - 8

New Jersey
House -~ 15

Ohio

Senate - Saxbe - R
Governor - Gilligan - D
House - 23

Pennsylvania

Senate - Sweiker - R
Governor - Shapp - D
House - 25



Texas

Governor - Briscoe - D
House - 24

We have incomplete voter files for the fellowing state elections:

Florida (Republicans in large countias)
Senate - Gurney - R
Governor - Askew - D
House - 15

Massachusetts (Republicans only)
Governor - Sargent - R
House - 12

New Hampshire (Republicans only)
Senate - Cotton - R
Governor - Peterson - R
House - 2

New York (Selected Counties)
Senate ~ Javits - R
Governor - Rockefeller - R
House ~ 39

Wisconsin (Republicans only)
Senate - Nelson - D
Governor - Lucey - D
House ~ 9

Virginia (Selected counties)
Governor - Holton - R
House - 10



DATA BASE COVERAGE FOR THE 1976 ELECTIONS

If the Data Base is adequately maintained from 1973-1976, we can
support at least 175 candidates in the 1976 congressional and state
races as well as a Presidential candidate in the primaries and
general election,

By 1976, we should be able to support Republican candidates in
these major congressional and state elections:

California
Senator - Tunney - D
House - 43

Connecticut
Senate - Weicker - R
House - 6

Iilinois
Senate - Stevenson - D
Governor - D
House - 24

Maryland
Senate - Beall - R
House - §

New Jersey
Senate - Williams - D
House - 15

QOhio

Senate - Taft - R
House - 23

Pennsylvania
Senate - Scott - R
House - 23




Senate - Bentsen - D
House -~ 24

Nith the recormmended expansion of the data base we could support
another 120 GOP candidates in congressional and state contests
plus provide strengthened primary races.

In addition to the above states, we should consider expanding the
data base for 1976 to include the following states:

Florida expand from Republicans in maj or counties to

all voters due to consistent ticket-splitting
and new support for GOP candidates locally
by Democrats.

Indiana At minimum we should include Republicans
due to some key races and coming Republican
candidates.

Massachusetts Should be expanded from just Republicans
to all voters.

Michigan We have no list of Michigan - we had to lease
a mailing house list in 1972 and return it.

New Hampshire We need to have the best possible data for
the '76 primary.

New Yorlk We need to work closely with the GOP in
New York to develop a better list.

Tennessee We have some coming candidates and growing
areas for the GOP.

Wisconsin We need to expand and improve our GOP
voters list for the '76 primary.

Virginia The state is paying to develop the list which
we can purchasc and maintain in conjunction
#ith the state GOP.
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PLAN FOR TIHE 1976 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION

If the data base is properly maintained during the 1973-1976 period,
it will be a valuable tool in clecting a Republican president in 1976,
Since the key states will not be changed drastically, and the emerg-
ing political technology of direct mail, telephone and walk-

ing canvass, voter identification, and get out the vote will not be
much different from the CREP operation in 1972, we will have an
edge going into the '76 campaign with an adequate data base to sup-
port these programs. The major difference between the 1972 and
1976 campaigns is that the GOP candidate may not be certain until
after the convention. However, planning and development for utili-
zation of the data base must begin at least one year before the gen-
eral election in order to properly integrate the direct mail, can-
vass and telephone operations. Thus, while we are planning and
designing our programs (as did CREP) in early 1976, the RNC

may have to supply mailing labels to any GOP candidate in the
primaries who can afford to pay RNC for them,

On the other hand, should a candidate warrant the unofficial support
of the President, we would encourage this candidate to contract with
the RNC data base support company to provide direct mail support,
canvass sheets, polling, telephone sheets, volunteer recruitment,
advance event advertising, and the telegrams, etc.

After the GOP convention, an agreement can be negotiated between
the successful candidate, the RNC, the White House and the com-
puter support organization, concerning the future use of the data
base.
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RECOMMENDATION #1

Data Base Disposition

That the Republican National Committee be given title to the data base
with the written understanding that it may only be utilized under the
stipulations explained in the Operating Plan {see Recommendation #2),
i.e., White House approval of use, Washington base operation and
maintenance, general mailing monitoring, break even cost to the

GOP candidates, etc.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

Alternative #1 Corporate Form

A general business or non-profit corporation could be formed to hold
title and operate the data base.

Disadvantages
1. Would not necessarily strengthen the GOP candidates
or the RNC.

2. White House and RNC lose control unless the White
House sccretly controls the operation. This would pre-
sent a real problem if and when the secret control was
discovered,

3, The major problem with corporate form is raised by
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. The Act
prohibits any contribution to a political party by a cor-
poration. It would be argued that the sales of data are
bargain sales resulting in contributions to the Republican
Party and therefore prohibited by the Act.

4, Additional problems are raised if the corporation is
dissolved. Any distribution of the data at that time to the
Republican Party would be a dirvect contribution of prop-
erty under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
Accordingly, the corporation could not be dissolved by
distributing tho property to the Republican National
Committee or an individual candidate.

. -

5. In addition to the above problems uander the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, theve would be potential
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tax liaiblity on dissolution. The normal rule is that a share-
holder recceives a capital gain when the property is distributed
on dissolution; equal to the difference between the fair market
value of the property and the shareholder's basis in the cor-
poration.

Alternative #2 - Unincorporated Committee

1. The data could be retained by CREP or transferred to a similar
unincorporated committee, This form would avoid any problems un-
der the Federal Flection Campaign Act of 1971, This would not help
strengthen the GOP and we would not have direct control.

2., The major disadvantage of this form is the lack of limited liability.
The members of the committee would be individuzlly liable for con-
tracts. From a tax standpoint, the committee would be structured

in a form that would be taxable either as a trust or corporation in
order for any tax to be on the committee, This would avoid individual
tax liability on the members of the committee.

Alternative #3 - Unincorporated Trust

The data base could be placed in trust for the RNC,

Disadvantages

1. The trust would be basically self-defeating since the
RINC would be the benefactor, however, RNC and the
White House would lose direct control to the trustees,

Z. While the trust is not subject to the Federal Flection
Campaign Act of 1971, such organizations may become
subject to future legislation.

3, The profitable sales of labels, etc., by the trust
would be taxable,

4. Accumulated income of the trust would be taxable.

5. The trust could have limited life with all of the inherent
difficulties of the dissoluationmeoent,

ccific Reoecommended Actiovns

~

1. That o letlter he sent to U. C. C. indicating the designated represen-

&

.
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tative of the President for all data basce items. Since all of the
Political Direct Mail and computer staif of the CREP have ter-
minated with CREP, I recommend that our representative be
either Kathleen Balsdon or Mr, Jim White{former CREP staff),
who is our computer consultant. Kither way, Jim is our expert
in residence and would be responsible for management of the data
base project.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

Z. That the remaining assets of the computer data base which
consist of extra tapes, tape racks, efc.,, be swappef‘ with U, C, C.
for future services including shipping the data base an:
documentation of the data base, A draft contract for the desire
services has been prepared.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

3. That the RNC arrange a suilable area for storage of a duplicate
copy of the data tapes at RNC Headqguarters under secure conditions,

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

RECOMMENDATION #2

The proposed operating plan is dependent upon the approval of recom-
mendation #1 concerning the disposition of the data base, and the
approval of the budget as recommendad.

The Republican National Committee will provide lnailing labels or
computer letter services at break even cost to any Republican can-

digdate with the stipulation tnat all returancd mail will be supplied for
data base maintenance and that a representative will be allowed to
"monitor' the use of the mailing labels,

During 1973 and early 1974, we can utilize our labels to generate
¥ y &

some direct mail of non-political materials under the franking pri-

vilege for incumbent congressmen to help make thelr scats safoe

5
for the 1974 elections., This will also allow morae thoroue
tennnce of the data for cach state

Any other use of the data base must be approved by the President
{or his designated reprosentative) upon the writton evpl’mai:i
the proposed use. Thus, no candidate may use the data base fov

o
L 3
[}
oo
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canvass shects, poll watching, etc., without written approval {rom
the White House.

Since the RNC does not have a computer facility nor a professional
computer systermns staff and no one at RNC is familiar with the data
base, it must be maintainced by persons who are thoroughly familiar
with its coding, structure, and use. Furthermore, we have found
hat the White House or the RNC would have much better control of
the data base and attain much more responsive service if the data
base was operated here in Washington by persons who have demon-
strated an understanding of responsiveness to the RNC and the
White House.

All revenue from the sales of mailing labels to candidates will be
applied against the maintenance cost and hopefully in the long run period

will offset the total maintenance expense.

Any changes, additions, and/or deletions to the data base will be
approved in writing by the RNC and the White House representative.

Recommendation

That the operation of the data base be managed as outlined above.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

RECOMMENDATION #

Data Base Maintenance

That maintenance of the data base be accomplished by stipulating that
all users of the list must agree to provide returned mail and that the
RNC computer support organization will work with the RNC and local
GOP county chairmen to obtain listings of additional voters. 1Itis
anticipated that within the four year period, the sales of labels to can-
didates will offset the cost of list maintenance.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

The maintenance of the data base encompasses many operations. These

-
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include adding new voter names, deleting obsolete voter names,
correcting records, changing portions of records and editing all of the
changes. Data preparation and maintenance should be conducted for
the RNC by the computer support organization., It is important that
specific states be updated prior to key elections in those states.

According to the operating planone of the stipulations for use of the
data pase mailing lists is that all undeliverable return mail be pro-
vided for list purging. By making the mailing labels available to
Republican Senators, Congressmen, and Governors, and local
officials under our monitorship, we should obtain adequate mail re-
turns for list maintenance.

The RNC will have to work with local GOP county chairmen to obtain
lists of newly registered voters. This was done successfully in ob-
taining lists for the CREP project. California is an exception since
the Secretary of State provides updated lists,

Additional list updates can be purchased from organizations such as
the telephone companies and mailing firms af a nominal cost.

Alternative #1

If the data base is not adequately maintained for the next four yvears,
a new data base will have to be developed for 1976. This is not
feasible since the cost would be excessive and since the RNC would
have great difficulty getiing cooperation from local officers due to
loyalties to several Presidential candidates. To try to develop a
data base after the convention is an impossible task,

Alternative #2

Another alternative would be to scrap the data base and let the 1976
Presidential candidate contract with mailing firms to do direct mail
from an "occupant” list, and conduct canvassing with cold canvass
forms. Needless to say, this is a step backward,
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RECOMMENDATION #4

o 3o -
Operating Budget

The operating budget is illustrated at three alternative funding levels,
Level 1 is a bare bones funding level for continuous data base main-
tenance, but no data base expansion. Level 2, provides for expansion
of the data base into five additional key states which we do not now
have an adequate data base. Also, a moderate research and develop-
ment effort is funded to seek methods of cost cutting without impairing
responsiveness. Level 3 provides funding for data basec expansion
into eleven additional states and the R&D budget.

All of the cost figures are based upon break even cost levels for com-
puter services, in order to provide labels to candidates at the lowest

possible costs.

Recommendation

That the proposed project be funded at Level 2, with an allocation of
$200, 000 from remaining CREP funds. The cash flow, audit, and
financial reporting arrangements should be administered through
the Republican National Finance Committee.

Additional funding needed for 1975 and 1976 would be funded through
RNC after submittal of financial statements and revised budget pro-
jections.

APPROVE DISAPPROVE

RO ——

Alternative Level 1 - {(Sce Table 1)

The lowest alternative budget provides for funding the maintenance
of the present data base with no bata base expansion or improvement
over the next four years. Income is based upon minimum sales of
labels and $30, 000 of surplus property at U, C, C. rermaining from
the campaign. Expense items are for data basze updating, project
administration, label printing and computer programming.

A ig not recommended because we need to expand
the data base to cover the presidential primary in Michigan and

all voters 1n Flovida, New York, and Indiana. The State gf Vir-
ginia is compuierizing their voter Jists dnd they will be available

at minimum cost,
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Alternative Level 2 - {(See Table 2)

This alternative level of funding is similar to Level 1 except that
it provides for expansion of the data base in Michigan, Florida,
New York, Indiana, and Virginia. It also provides for a $20, 000
per year R&D budget to lower our cost.

This funding level is recommended with the approach that we

need more complete coverage in Michigan, New York and Florida.
Indiana is needed for some key races in '74 and '76, and because
5 of the 11 Congressional seats are marginal, 3 Democrat and 2
Republican. Virginia is naturally a no cost inclusion and does
have 4 marginal Congressional seats held by Republicans. The
return on the investment of $146, 000 for this expansion will be
several new seats and significant aid in holding some marginal
seats.

Alternative Level 3 - {See Table3)

The highest of the projected budgets provides for significant ex-
pansion of the data base. In addition to the five stat
in level 2, it provides for inclusion of Missouri, Mi

es included
nnescta,
Georgia, Tennessee, Washington and Oregon.

This funding level was not recommended for several reasons.
Although the costs of including these six states might be signi-
ficantly offset by additional sales of labels, they are not consi-
dered key states. After discussions with Jim White, I feel that
if we desire to do so, he may be able to cxpand into the larger
counties of some of these states with money which has been
saved through cost reduction. The question is, would we want
to anply cost savings to lowering the price of labels to candidates
or to expansion into new states? We will conduct a study of the
cost of including the larger counties in every state with nine or
more electoral votes.







Income Items

Label Sales
Surplus Property

Expense Items
Data Base Maintenance
Project Administration
Label Printing
Computer Programming

Deficit

Pﬂmﬁect0823udget -~ Level 1l

1973

$120, 000
30, 000
150, 000

50, 000
60, 000
60, 000
20,000
190, 000

{$40, 000)

1974

$480, 000

480, 000

250,000
80, 000
240,000
10,000
580, GO0

($100, 000)

1975

$200, 000

200, 000

200,000
80, 000
100, 000
10, 000
390,000

($190, 000)

1976

$640, 000

640, 000

100, 600
&80, 000
320, 0006

_10,000

510, 000

$130,000

Table 1 - Projected Budget : Alternative Level 1

$1.

1,

1

1

Tota

440, 000
30,000

470, 000

600, 000
300,000
720,000

670, 000

15200, 00)






Projected Budget - Level 2

Income Iltems 1973 1974 1975 1976 TOTAL
Label Sales - Old D, B, $120, 000 $480, 000 $200, 000 $ 640, 000 &1, 440, 000
Liabel Sales ~ Expanded D, B. 80, 000 24,000 18¢, 600 284, 000
Surplus Property 306,600 . N 50,000
150, 000 560, 000 224,000 820, 000 , 1,754,000

Expense Items
Data Base Maintenance 50, 000 160, 600 180, 000 200, 000 520, 000
Project Administration 60, 000 90, 000 90, 000 120, 0600 360, 000
Liabel Printing 60, 000 240,000 112,000 400, 000 812, 000
Computer Programming 20,000 40,000 20,000 40, 000 120, 600
Research & Development 20, 000 20,000 20,000 15,000 75,000
210, 000 550, 000 422,000 775,000 1,957, 000

List Fxpansion
Michigan 15,000 15,000
Florida 30,000 30,000
New York 60, 000 60, 000
Indiana 40, 00 40, 000
Virginia 1,000 1, 000
146, 000 146, 000
Deficit ($60, 000) ($136, 000) ($198,000) +$45, 600 (£349. 000)

Table 2 - Projacted Budget: Alternative Level 2







Projected Budget - Lievel 3

Income Items 1973 1974 . 1975 1976 . TOTAL
Label Sales -~ Old D, B. $120, 000 $ 480, 000 $ 200, 000 3640, 000 $ 1,440, 600
Lable Sales - Expanded D, B, 80, 000 40, G600 310, GO0 ’ 430, 000
Surplus 30,000 30,000
150, 000 560, 000 240, 000 950, GO0 1,900, 000
Expense Iteims \
Data Base Maintenance 50, 000 160, 000 210, 000 210, 000 630, 000
Project Administration 650, 000 90, 000 90, 000 90, 000 230, 000
Label Printing 60, 000 240, 000 120, 600 425,000 845,000
Computer Programming 20, 000 40, 000 40, 000 40, 000 140, GO0
Rescarch & Doevelopment 20,000 30, 000 30, 000 IO,@Q 90, 0060
210, 000 560, 000 490, 000 775, G600 2,035, 000

Data Base Ixpansion

Michigan 15,000 15, 000
Florida : 30, 000 30, 000
New York 60, 000 60, 000
Indiana 40, 000 ~ 40, 00t
Virginia 1,000 1, 000
Missouri 16, 000 16, 000
Minnesota 14,000 14, 0G0
Georgia 12,000 12, 000
Tennessee ~ 12,000 12, 000
Washington 10, 000 10,000
Qregon 5,000 . _ 5,000

146, 000 69, 000 215,000
Deficit (360, 000) _(_5{514«6,000) ($319,000) +$175, 000 {$350, C00)

Table 3 - Projected Budget: Alternative I.evel 3







DATA BASE INDEX

Title Count
Category A - Voters Lists
A-1l California Voters

A-2 Connecticut Voters

A-3 Florida Republican Voters

A-4 Mlinois Voters :

A5 Maryland Voters

A-6 New Hampshire Republican Voters

A-T New Jersey Voters

A-8 New York Voters

A-9 Ohio Voters

A-10 Pennsylvania Voters

A-11 Texas Voters

A-12 Wisconsin Republican Voters

Category B - Contributors

B-1 Contributors $100-999 FCREP 16,253
B-2 Contributors $100-999 Rep. Con. Comm, 7,413
B-3 Contributors $1, 000 FCREP 3,560
B4 Contributors above $1, 000 FCREP 3,200
B-5 Direct Mail Contributors - Rep.

B-6 Direct Mail Contributors - Demo.

B-7 Contributors - Florida Primary

B-8 Primary contributors - New Hampshire 601
B-9 Primary contributors - Michigan 459
B-10 Contributors to local CREP

B-11 Primary contributors - Maryland 77
B-12 Primary contributors - Wisconsin 850
B-13 Sustaining contributors - spec. list

Category C - Volunteers

C-1 Local CREP volunteers 90, 237
C-2 CREP telephone center volunteers 31,381
C-3 CREP telephone center supervisors 2,682
C-4 State CREP volunteers ) i

C-5 Washington CREP volunteers 113
C-6 RNC Washiagton volunteers 310



Title Count

C-17 Rep. primary volunteers

C-8 Volunteers - hostess-business 2,228

C-9 Hosts & Hostesses for Nixon 190

C-10 Rep. Direct Mail Volunteers

C-11 Primary volunteers - Florida 5,033

C-12 Primary volunteers - New Hampshire 257

C-13 Primary volunteers - Michigan 849
C-14 Direct Mail contributors - Demo.
C-15 Primary volunteers - Maryland 8,053 E
C-16 Primary volunteers - Wisconsin 1,485 |

Category D - Campaign Staff, Political Chairmen & Leaders
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D-18
D-19
D-20
D-21
D-22
D-23
D-24
D-25
D-26
D27
D-28
D-29
D-30
3-31

State CREP Committee members
State CREP staff

State CREP top 6 performers
CREP - Wash. staff directors
CREP - Wash, staff

RNC - Wash. staff directors
RNC - Wash. staff
County/Reg. Rep. and CREP Chairmen
Hostess/Business Chairmen
State Press staff

CREP officers

County finance chalrmen
County Republican chairmen
Ballot Security

State Finance Committee

Asst., to Ballot Security Chairman
Ballot security lawyers
Women leaders for Nixon

GOP convention delegates '72
GOP alternate delegates '72
Cal. campaign - Anne Graham
Cal. speakers - Anne Graham
European Committee Chairmen
City Chairmen for Nixon
Special Ballots dircctors

State CREP staff

CREP state chairmen

CREP co-chairmen

CRIEP vice chairmen

CREP exec, dircctors

Hutar co-chairmen list

137
591
367

375
184

3,907
1,106
90

1,189
1,178
215
419

165
28
27

23
23



Title Count

D-32 Hutar volunteer chairmen list 36

D-33 Hutar Advisory List 148

D-34 CREP county chairmen 385

D-35 CREP state & local surrogates 560

D-36 Nat'l Comm., members 165

D-37 State Central Comm. Chairmen 60 )
D-38 State Central Comm. Vice Chalrmen 111

D-39 County Chairmen 3,707

D-40 State Exec. Comm. members 93

D-41 County vice chairmen 2,146 ;’
D-42 Campaign surrogates 31 |
D-43 Economic spokesmen 7
D-44 CREP state chairmen 8

D-45 Women spokesmen for Admin, 36

D-46 CREP youth field staff 7

D-47 Nixonette Chairmen - general 446

D-48 Nixonette key list 21

Category E - Nationalities/Ethnics

E-1 Ethnics - undefined 147

E-2 Spanish-speaking

E-3 Jewish

E-4 Catholics

E-5 Black voters

E-6 Nationalities/Heritage

E-7 Latin Americans 20

E-8 Korean Americans 1

E-9 Latvian Americans 3 |
E-10 Lebanese Americans 2
E-11 Lithuanian Americans 29 »
E-12 Polish Americans 3 ‘
E-13 Puerto Rican Americans 1
E-14 Rumanian Americans 15 ‘
E-15 Russian Americans 15
m-16 Scandinavian Americans 14
E-17  Serbian Americans 12 |
E-18 Silesian Americans 2 ?
E-19 Slovak Americans 6 ,
£-20 Slovenian Americans 16 :
E-21 Thai Americans 3
E-22 Ukranian Americans . 63

E-23 Spanish-speaking 1,087

E~24 Mexican American Comm

E-25 Mexican Amevicans CREP 114



Title Count
E-26 Ethnic/nationalities leaders 4
V27 Albanian Americans 4
E-28 Arabic Americans 2
E-29 Armenian Americans 14
E-30 Bohemian Americans ) 1
E-31 Byelorussian Americans 34
B-32 Bulgarian Amne ricans 11
E-33 Chinese Americans 26
0-34 Cossack Americans 3
E-35 Croatian Americans 9
®-36 Cuban Americans 9
BE-37 Czech Americans 8
B-38 K stonian Americans 16
E-39 Filipino Americans 20
E-40 French Americans 1
B-41 German Americans 47
42 Greek Americans 13
E-43 Hungarian Americans 70
E-44 Indian Americans 1
E~45 Irish Americans 5
E=46 Italian Americans 51
E-47 Japanese Americans 152
¥-48 Jewish field leaders 67
E-49 Chinese Americans 100
E-50 Fthnics/Nationalities 13
E-51 Spanish-speaking state chairmen 18
E-52 Black state chairmen 27
E-53 Black dinner participants 40
E-54 Black dinner participants volunteering to speak 535 :
E-55 Black Steering Committee 80
E-56 Black surrogates 16

Category F -~ New American Majority - Other Categories

-1 Volunteers - local Democrats

-2 Youth for Nixon 4,573
-3 Older Americans 173
B4 Veterans 30
-5 Farm familics - ranchers 73
.6 labor leaders 301
-7 Veteranse leaders 98
-8 State farm chairmen : ) 54
.9 Key agricultural volunteers 59

.10 County farm chalrmen 661



http:Vetera".se

Title Count
11 Agri-business leaders 26
F-12 State farm committees 412
F-13 Veterans

-14 Veterans speakers 28
r-15 Democrats for Nixon 76
F-16 Veterans state chairmen 57
P17 Veterans - card list 248
¥-18 QOlder volunteers - state

¥F-19 Democrat supporters 1,386
.20 Farmers CREP 71
Fr.21 Labor Task Force - CREP 41
F-22 Older American state chairmen 52
P-23 Veterans for Re-election 75
¥-24 Older American county chairmen 15
F-25 Senior Voters for Action 38
F-26 Demo. VIP's favorable 22
27 Demo. contributors - Nixon 1
¥F-28 Demo. volunteers - DFN 2,319
F-29 Demo. vice chairmen - DFN 15
F-30 Farmers for Nixon state chairmen 136
F-31 Student fieldmen 104
k.32 Young voters 38
¥-33 Youth spokesmen 600
F-34 College organizations for Nixon 138
¥-35 State youth convention directors 64
F-36 College directors for Nixon 40
Category G - Citizens Groups

G-1 Lawyers for Nixon 108
G-2 Physicians for Nixon 1
G-3 Citizens 211
G-4 Lawyers 38
G-5 Business & Industry leaders 61
G-6 State Citizens Comm. 73
G-7 Optometrists 11
G-8 Business women

G-9 Physicians & health professors - favorable

G-10 Physicians CREP 70
G-11 Dentists CREP 72
G-12 Farmers CREP . 71
G-13 Reygional business and industrial leaders 23
G114 State business and industrial leaders 75
G-15 Lawyers for Re-election 176




Title Count
G-16 Citizens state directors 46
G-17 Architects & Engineers - favorable 43
G-18 Environmentalists/Professionals : 7
G-19 Veterinarians 67
G-~20 Pharmacists 50
G-21 Motorcyclists 57
G-22 Community leaders 54
G-23 High performance Industry leaders 55
G-24 Optometrists 60
G-25 CPA's , 58
G-26 New car dealers 55
G-27 Insurance agents 47
G-28 Travel agents 58
G-29 Real estate brokers 59
G-30 Life underwriters 70
G-31 Petroleum marketers 47
G-32 Hair dressers ' 57
G-33 Savings & Loan execs. 47
C-34 Securities industry execs. 40
G-35 Volunteer firemen ' 16
G-36 Mutual savings bank execs. 7
G-37 Hot rodders ] 56
G-38 Business & industry leaders 4, 287
G-39 Young Lawyers Adv. Comm, 50
G-40 Lawyers Nat'l, Adv. Comm. 2.8
G-41 Lawyers State Comm. 368

Category H - VIP's, Local Politicians, Athletes, Celebrities

H-1 VIP list - Republicans

H-2 VIP list - Democrats .

-3 Misc, VIP list 111
H-4 Athletes for the President 496
H-5 Celebrities -~ Secretaries 4
H-6 Favorable mayors

H-7 Favorable state legislators

H-8 Favorable athletes and sports execs. 132
11-9 State legislators 25
I1-10 Favorable mavors 40

i-11 Favorable county officials 19



	H.R. Haldeman 47-17a.pdf
	Contested Files

	H.R. Haldeman 47-17

