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Preliminary Analysis of Mid-October livave IV 

~ ~ t!Jd Iff' oel ')-).-­Michigan 


New Jersey 
 tJn4 "':'rlW ~ 
New' York ~~t£, 


Ohio ~ -/k-, ~.i7
t-f 
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~,. r~ AJ.Y. ~ lr.d 

Texas 
4 ,Lfir ~--'~4 7~ m-L 
,;1 JJ4L ~~£ ...~. 

S'l-Titching Patterns for S'clected States -I"~-

Effects of Low \<Jallac e Voter Turnout 

October 18 Electoral Vote Projection 

David R. Derge 



---

SIX KEY STATES ,. Per Cent Change 
Wave to "'lave 

Nixon Humphr ey Wallace Undec i ded Nixon Humphr ey Wa l lace 

Mi chigan 	 July "37% 41 - <.I 13 9 
Se pt . 44% 31 t- \ ~ 17 8 +7 -10 +4 
Oct . 4 47% 34 ... ') 15 4 +3 +3 -2 ,


~Oct . 22 46% 39 13 	 2 -1 +5 -2 

Ohio 	 July 33% 45 • I y ' 14 8 
Sept . 38% 38 ti 16 8 +5 -7 +2 
Oct . 4 37% 36 19 8 -1 -2 +3 
Oct . 22 37% 41 .. J 17 5 +5 -2 

- 'vNew Jersey 	 July 39% 41 8 12 
43% • 0; 	 -7 Sept . 34 10 13 +4 +2 

Oct . ~. 421J~ 36 l3 -1 +2 +31 I.> 

Oct. 22 48% 37 + " 10 	 .} +6 -1 1 -3 

New York Hid-August 47% 38 4 ~ 7 8 
Sept . 1+7% 36 _;- I' 7 10 -2 

• bOct . 4 45% 39 5 11 - 2 +3 - 2 
Qct . 22 5cch 37 -r l1 6 7 +5 -2 +1 

Pennsylvani a 	 LTuly 4CP/o 42 -y 8 10 
Sept . 46% 32 ~ I'; 12 10 +6 -10 +4 
Oct . 4 47% 36 + " l O 7 +1 +4 -2 

.... c:;Oct . 22 4::;010 40 8 	 3 +2 +4 -2 

44 ... /-"1Texas 	 July 27% 23 6 
Sept . 3aJo _- i+O - -/0 24 6 +3 -4 +1 
Oct . 4 . 32%_ 38 - (g 24 6 +2 -2 
Oct . 22 38% 38 0 21 3 +6 -3 



"Suppose that, before election day, the North Vietnamese 
pulled back some of their troops and t he Ur:ited States 
stopped the bombing of North Vietnam. If this happened, 
who 1,yould you vote for on election day -- Lixon , Humphrey, 
or \.-lallace?" 

Undecided, 
Nixon HUL'Ylphrey 1iTal1ace No AnsvTer 

Michigan 	 Trial Heat 46% 39 13 2 
North Vietnam pullback 44% 39 11 6 

New Jersey 	 Trial Heat 48% 37 10 0 
North Vietnam pullback 48% 38 8 6 

New York 	 Trial Heat 5CPIo 37 6 7 
North Vietnam pullback 46~~ 40 5 9 

Ohio · 	 Trial Heat 37% 41 17 5 
North Vietnam pullback 38% 42 13 7 

Pennsylvania 	 Trial Heat 49% 40 8 3 
North Vietnam pullback 1l6% 39 7 8 

Texas 	 Trial Heat 38% 38 21 3 
North Vietnam pullback 36% 35 20 9 



"Suppose that, before e lection day , there is a cea,se­
fire i n Vi etnuill under inter national supervi s i on . If 
thi s happened, "I-rho \'iQul d you vote for on election day 
Ni xon, Humphrey, or It!e,llace? \I 

Undec i ded, 
Ni xon Hwnphrey Wallace No An swer 

Michigan 	 Tria l Heat 46% 39 13 2 
Cease f ire 43% 41 11 5 

Ne,y J ersey 	 Tri a l Heat 48% 37 10 0 
Cease f ire 48% 37 8 7 

New York 	 Trial Heat 5(J1/o 37 6 7 
Cease fire 46% 41 4 9 

Ohio 	 Trial Heat 37% 41 17 5 
Cease fire 35% 43 13 9 

Pennsylvania 	 Tri a l Heat ~g'/o LfO 8 3 
Cease fire 46% 38 7 9 

Texas 	 Tri a,l Heat 38% 38 21 3 
Cease fi re 38% 37 19 6 



0 

·"Suppose that, before election day, there is sub ­
stant i al progress in the Pari s peace negotiati ons 
on the Vi etnam Har . If thi s happened before elec­
tion day, \vho Iwul d you vote for - - Nixon, Humphrey, 
or Hallace? " 

Undecided , 
Ni xon Humphrey Ha llace No Answer 

Michigan 	 Trial Heat 46% 39 13 2 
Substanti a l progress 43% 40 11 6 

NeH Jersey 	 Tria l Heat 48% 37 10 0 
Substantial progress 47% 37 8 8 

New York 	 Trial Heat 50% 37 6 7 
Substantial progress 46% 639 	 9 

Ohi o 	 Trial Heat 37% Lfl 17 5 
Substantial progress 36% 44 13 7 

Pennsylvania 	 Trial Heat 4910 LfO 8 3 
Substantial progress 46% 38 7 9 

Texas 	 Trial Heat 38% 38 21 3 
Subst ant i al progress 36% 36 20 8 



"If George Wallace '/Jere not in the Presidential race , 
"rho would you vote f or -- Nixon or Humphrey?" (If 
res pondent says "u.;."]c.ccided " ask: P,s of tJ-tis tj,me, 

~~~Z1n~tJ.J~d&XO~O~·: to~;ar d Humphrey? ) 

Undecided, 
! ixon Hwnphr ey No Ans 1fler 

Mi chiga n 5c;fo 24 17 

New Jersey ~4% 19 37 

New York 60'1a 22 18 

Ohi o 46% 17 37 

Penns ylvani a 38% 28 34 

Texas 57% 22 21 

( ) 



"Hub ert H\.JY:phrey says that Nixon has not stated his 
pos ition on the Dnportant i ssues in the elect i oQ . 
Do you agree with Hwnphrey, or do you feel that Nixon 
has made his viev[s clear on the important election 
issues?" 

Nixon Not Nixon No 
Clear Clear Opini on 

Michigan 4CP/o 49 11 

Ne,,! J ers ey 45% 43 12 

New York 4CP/o 50 10 

Ohio 42% 43 15 

Pennsylvania Lfl% 45 14 

Texas 38% 47 15 



"HCM interested are you in the outcome of the Presi­

dential election -- vel~y interested, moderately , 

int e:cested, or not too interested?" 


Very Moderately Not Too No 
Interested Interested Interested Answer 

Michigan 74% 19 ·7 0 

Ne1,v J ersey 67% 25 8 0 

NeH York 66% 26 8 0 

Ohio 77% 16 7 0 

Pennsylvania 71% 23 6 0 

Texas 73% 20 7 0 



----

"Hith in the l ast hro "reeks , has there been C":W change 

in your thinking as t o who you 1,l'Ould vote for i n the 

Pres i dent ial e l ect i on? rr 


Yes , Have No, Have No 
Changed Not Ansvier 

Michigan 1610 84 0 

New J ers ey "13% 86 .L 
" 

New York 13% 87 0 

Ohio 910 91 0 

Penns y lvania 11% 89 0 

Texas 8% 91 1 

"Who had you be en planning to v ote f or , befc"r r; you 

changed your mind? " 


Ni xon/ HUil1phrey/ Ih llace/ Und ec i ded, 
Agne':!... MiJ.ski e ' _~tja~__ No AllS,'{er 

Michigan 35% 15 28 22 

Ne,{ J ersey 23% 21 21 35 

Nevr York 2Cf1/o 1336 31 

Ohio 29% 15 29 27 

Pennsy l vania 3610 21 36 7 

Texas 18% 10 ) ~ L ~ 28 



"Have you definitely made up your mind Hhich candidat e 
you prefer for President, or is t here a possibility that 
you may change your mind during the campaign ?," 

Mind May No 
Made Up Change Mind Opin.ion 

Michigan 73% 25 2 

New Jers ey 74% 24 2 

New York 74% 24 2 

Ohio 72% 24 4 

Pennsylvania 78% 19 3 

Texas 76% 23 1 



"negdrdless of your choice for President, Hh i ch candi­
date do you think wi ll win the election -- Nixon, 
HJJiJphrey, or ~'Jallace ? " 

No 
Nixon Humphrey ltTallace Opinion 

Michigan 62% 20 2 16 

New Jers ey 67% 15 3 15 

New York 66% 19 1 14 

Ohio 56% 24 5 15 

Penns ylvania 55% 27 1 17 

Texas 54% 21 9 16 



"Does Richard Nixon's decision not to debate Hubert 

Humphr ey make you more likely or less likely to 

. , vote 

f or Nixon for President?" 


More . Less No Don't Know, 
Likely Likely Difference No Answer 

Michigan 12% 25 60 3 

Ne,'T Jersey 10% 28 58 4 

New York 11% 30 57 2 

Ohio 10% 26 62 2 

Pennsylvania 11% 28 58 3 

Texas 15% 22 60 3 



-----

"Suppose General LeMay stat es that "re shoul d incre:" .s e 
the pace of the ,rar in Vietnam untj.1 1;le :.'iE a mi l i tary 
victory . itTould thi s make you more like: :c,u~~~:~ s J 
likely to vote for Hallace for Pres i dent';" 7"f5I(C£) (//Yi-, 
0-(- Ut/ltt-IICE Vorae.5 /fNLJ "()I/tk-C,D£iJ." 

More Le ss !;j o Don 't Know, 
Like l y Likely Diii'er ence No AnS"A'e r 

Michigan 42% 9 30 19 

New Jersey 33% 11 23 33 

New York 18% 10 31 41 

Ohio 41% 17 14 28 

Pennsylvania 48% 11 15 26 

Texas 57% 7 16 20 

!) 



VOTE PROJECTION FOR SELECTED STATES 

Assuming that (a) early October to mid-October switching patterns cont inue 
during the final "reeks of the campaign and (b) 1.mdec ided voters actually 
go to the polls and divide mnong the candidates in the sa~e proportion as 
they did during early October -mid-October , the popular votes will be as 
foll0l1s ~ Sampling error of ~ 4% should be taken into account. 

Nixon Wallace Undecided 

Michigan 	 Mid-October 13 2 
Projection n, 

Nevl J ersey 	 Mid-October 37 10 5 
Project ion 39 9 

New York 	 Mid-October 37 6 7 
Projection 44 6 

Ohio 	 Mid-October 37% 41 17 
Projection 46 15-- 3CJl/o 

Pennsyl vania 	 Mid-October 4CJl/o ~O 8 3 
Projection { 4CJl/o 44 7 

Texas 	 Mid-October 38 21 3 
Projection 40 20 



-----

EFFECT OF LOW HALL..L\.CE VOTER TURNOUrr 

Hallace is nOvl l eading, or a major threat , in certain border and Southern 
states . This anal ysis attempts to project the vote by state under the 
follovling assumpt i ons : 1 ) Undecided voters will divide in proportion to 
3-way trial heat vote and 2) 2Cf'/o of the Wallace vote will not appear 
at the polls because of organizational defic i encies or other reasons, 
and 3) the present Nixon and Huraphrey voters remai n the same . 

Ni xon Humphrey Wallace Undec i dedArkansas 


Rockefeller Poll October 15 
 20 
 39 12
Pro,iection 26 
 35 


Florida 


ORC Wave III, October 1 
 26 
 36 4
Projection 30 31 


Kentucky 


ORC Phone, October 2 -6 
 24 
 25 18 
Projection 32 25 


North Carolina 


ORC Wave III, October 1 
 29 41 6
Projection 36 34 


ORC Phone, September 20-2 3 
 22 
 33 15 
Projection 29 31 


South Carolina 

Central Surveys, October 7 -12 3rylo 22 
 33 15 
Projection 43% 28 29 


ORC Phone 37% 
 18 27 
 18 
Projection 50% 24 26 


Tennessee 

ORC Phone, September 25 16 
 39 14 
Projection 22 
 36 


Virginia 

ORC Have III, October 1 22 
 35 8
Projection 27 31 




1968 ELECTORAL VOTE PROJECTION 
(as of October 18) 

NIXON . ffiJ1vIPHREY WALLACE 

I 

WIO Alabama 

5 Arizona 4 New Hampshire 
J. 3 D. C.3 Alaska 3 Nevada 

~12 Georgia 
40 California 17' New Jersey 

I~ 14 Massachusetts 
.~ 10 Louisiana 

II W 7 Mississippi I 
Fairly Safe 

6 Colorado 4 New Mexico 
4 Idaho 4 North Dakota I 

26 Illinois 6 Oregon 

13 Indiana 4 South Dakota 
 I

9 Iowa ~. Utah II 

7 Kansas 3 Vermont 

4 Montana 9 Hashington 
 I I· 
5 Nebraska 12 Wisconsin 


3 Wyoming 


I(17) (39)(195) 
I 

V-4 Hawaii 
I oJ 6 Arkansas 

3 Delavare )+3 Ne,,, York II ~ Minnesota 
··/8 Connecticut -)(-12 Missouri 

v1(14 Florida I 
Close 9 Kentucky -x-26 Ohio It 4 Rhode Island '(II 13 North Carolina I 

X L~ Maine 8 Oklahoma I ~7 West Virginia ~ll Tennessee 

*Toss-up 
 '>f *12 Virginia I 

21 Michigan -x- 8 South Carolina 
10 Maryland 29 Pennsylvania 

I0 25 Texas , 

I (135) + -x-(71) II (8) +'(1T) II (30)' *(26)~ 
r ,....., .j 

TOTAL ) ~ ., '1" ~·Ol 42 95 
H '': 

. .jJ -f !1~(uL
Method: The allocatlon 0 s~gGes to the three Presidential candidates is based on .an analysis of yolling data -- not 
on so-called expert opinion or intv.:i. tive judgment. There are bw main sources of information that have been used: 
1. Various trial-heat state polls by Opinion Research Corporation) as well as available data from other organj.zations. 
2. Projections to individual states of the most recent regional trial-heat data. These region-to-state projections 
are given substantial weight when the state and regional results have maintained a consistent pattern in Presidential 
elections from 1948 to 1964. Hhen the state-to-region pattern of results has been mixed or e:c-ratic j less vreight is 
given to such projections. vfben both trial-heat polls and regional projections are available) estimates are based on 
a judgment as to which is more reliable. 

Opinion Research Corporation 
Princeton, New Jersey 



NixonAgneNIPeter Flanigan 
Deputy Campaign Manager Campaign Committee 

Staff of Richard M. Nixon 
450 Park Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
(212) 661·6400 
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.	a,bout a quar.~ '· rrn 
from the Salvation . , . or: 'JV'h;;' 
Evangeline residtlncl . 
where she 'had been living, 

.'< 

Nixon Wins 

CollegePoll 


,9c Staff Correspondent 
JERSEY CITY - Students of 

St. Peter's College ' ",;ho voted 
in a poll yesterday favored Re­
puol~can candidate . Richard 'M. 
Nixon as theiT choice far Presi­
dent. 

$1 

22e In a sample ba.J40t, Nixon 
polled 2(}5 vot~s as comparede . with 156 for fonner A,lalba:ma 

:33e I	Gov. George · C . . Wal'1a'Ce, and 

150 for Vice President Hubert 

Humphrey. 


There were two "·ates ifor Ne­'5le gro comedian Dick Gregory, and 
two students submitted blank 
ba>llots. The poll was sponsored 

r 3le by the college 's Re]1U'blican 
Club and Students for Nixon. mi In a separate poll of the fa­

l·lb. $1 culty, 19 cast their baUnts for 
boxes, Humphrey and six ' voted for 

NL'(on. .Ii 
: 2·lb. $1 

I Boxes 

Princetonian 
6ge Backsfl«l-T' 

Spec;':' 
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Nixon/JIiJnewPeter Flanigan 
Deputy Campaign Manager Campaign Committee 

, 

Staff of Richard M. Nixon 
450 Park Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
(212) 661-6400 
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A pl (,1< ic1 r l1t iil j poll COl1 dl lC(CcI 
~ a t th e Uni versity of nh()d~ 1, ­
I land by til(' curren t' e, 'r lli s C0 111 ­

- m ittce l;;.sl p('k Q:" I'e V jrf' 

I P rcs iden t Hu')ert H, }lump!Ju'y , 
- with 35,S per c!' n t of l h~ :>:' J 
I vot (' c" s f, II n :il row ('( ;0<' O\'~! ' I 

Richa rd i\1 , \:ixol1, IIho r ('cci l'C'd 
, 33.4 pel, cC' nl. 

, Geo r;;:e C, \\ 'a l' 'lc!' , 1 :1I~ callrl i- I 
' c1a',c of the j,mc r 'C 211 I ndE'pc nc1 ­
: ent P~rty' rec'illc(] 6, 9 I,cr c(,l t 
, of fh e vo~ c:; can , The rl'ln i1 inc1cr 

wcn t to F'r~ (i Halstc~ r!, ~oeia! i > ! 
P arty ca nd ir a te; C lRl'lene: 
:',! itc:hc ll of till' COnl llll ll1 is t Pa r­

• ty; Eldrid::; e Ci eavcr , l )ca l-c and 
, Freedom P arty , ri nd Di ck Grc;:; ­
lory of the Inck p olco?n l Farly , 

all of \\'hom were on the ba l ot. 

Wri te -in vote; were cas t for 
Gov, Kelson f, RocLdclkr of 
!\ic\\' York , Pa Pau l,C I1, the 
co.nrd iu ll, Sen , L ug-e ne .J , :'l ie ­
C,_,rlhy o[ ;\ li nl1esotij a'ld :';" \1 , 

Erlw, rd :'II. }~rlll, ly of ) la ss' ­
~ chus(\tts. 
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GALLUP POLL Percentage Breakdown (Sept. 20-22 ) 
NOT FOR RELEASE BEFORE OCTOBER J. 1968 f!j) 
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10/13/68 

Total Calif. Ill. Mich. Mo. N.J. Ohio Pa. Texas 

Nixon 38 42 43 36 39 38 37 38 31 

Humphrey 32 32 34 35.5 29 31 31 33 34 

Wallace 13 10 11 13.5 16 8 15 12 19 

Undecided 14 10 9 13 15 19 14 14 15 

None 3 6 3 2 3 4 3) 3 1 

--------­
(one day's sample) ~ree D1saeiree No °Ein1on 

AV Und AV Una: AV Und 

When it oomes right down 
to it the 	Democratic Party 
is still the party that 
does the most for the 
people? 	 ,50 50 40 2,5 11 2,5 

Summary I 	 The undecided could be influenced by an appeal of the Republioan
Party to do things for the people. Half either disagree or have 
no opinion they could be moved. 

Agree 
AV Und 

D1saeiree 
AV Und 

No Opinion
AV Und 

lit haa been said that a 
Republican administration 
1n Washington for the next 
4 years would be a bad 
thing for the oountry 27 20 58 46 14 )4 

Comment I 	 The undecided voter oould certainly be swayed to the Republicans. 
They are not opposed to a change to a Republican administration 
even though they think the Demoorats are better for the people 



Agree · 
AV UNd 

- 2 -

Disagree 
AV Und 

'0 Opinion
AV UNO 

(1 day's sample) 

LSuoh a debate would 
have great deal to do 
with how I vote for 
President 45 50 12 

If Nixon refused to 
debate I probably would 
not vote for him 26 47 49 18 28 

All 3 oandidates 
debating together 
would aocomplish 
little 'or nothing 52 37 10 222 

Sinoe Nixon disagrees 
so strongly with 
Wallace a debatie 
between them would 
no1t accomplish
anything 50 39 12 

Comment. The debate issue, I think, should be held open -­ no defin1t1ve 
statement or aotion taken r now. Opinion 1s somewhat of a 
stand.:=off. 

I feel strongly personally if a decision is made not to debate 
Nixon should make a televsion appearanoe stating why. 

,. 



-------

--------

- 3 ­

In answer to question what is happening to Wallaoe the trend of data 

(examining this on different days) shows Wallace is declining in 

strength. Example -- last Monday and Tuesday interviewing he had 15 percent. 

Thursday and Friday he was down to 12 percent. Of those who made 

up their mind in the last week, he went from 19 to 13 percent. , 

On the question, who do you think will win, Wallace went from 6 to 

4 percent. 

He has either peaked or is declining -- will have to wait and see. 



- 4 ­

Comment. 	 It 1s olear from the data I have that the undeo1deds oan 
be drawn to N1xon through talk1ng about domest10 and 
other problems and the future. I have the data to support th1s. 

(whole week's survey) 

N1xon HumEhrel 

Labor un10n fam111es 32 36 

Protestants 44 29 

Catho11cs 35 34 

Jew1sh 28 55 

Farm fam111es 45 23 
(by us1ng th1s random 
sel~t~on of phone
numbers 7.9% of our 
sample 11ve on farms 

Negro 10 74 

Male 39 31 

Female· 40 30 

Summary a') 

1. 	 Wallace 1s not 1ncreas1ng --holdthg steady of dec11n1ng. 

2. 	 Debate 1ssue should be held open -- feel strongly personally
1f dec1s1on 1s made not to debate EN should make a TV 
appearance stat1ng why. 

3. 	 The undec1ded voter "could be had" by appeals ment10ned 
before -- domest1c 1ssues and the future. 



- s ­
Quest10n for REF. 	 Do you want more intens1ve study made of cit1es, 

suoh as Detro1t and other plaoes ooncern1ng the 
Wallace vote -- we can supplement the telephone
interview and build up the sample there. 

Question 	 What is the next problem I should work On? 

I . 




~ 
October 17, 1968 (12th through the 17th) 

Nixon 

Humphrey 

Wa llace 

Undecided 

None 

Comment: 

Total Cal. Ill. Mich.--- Mo. N.J. Ohio Pa. Texas 

39 41 40 36 41 39 38 38 33 

32 32 32 33 29 34 31 31 34 

13 9 12 14 13 11 14 12 21 

13 11 14 14 14 13 14 7 11 

3 7 2 3 2 q 3 2 1 

This is the fi rs t day that I have seen the leaners in all states 

excepting Texas leaning towa r d Nixon. (These are small 

figures. The significant thing is they are leaning.) 
In Texas it is leaning Nixon 4.1/ leaning Humphrey' 4.8 



---

Among 	 voters who havecdefinitely made up their minds about a candidate it is: 

Nixon 50% 

Humphrey 36% 

Wallace 14/0 

Among 	 voters who say they definitely will vote (about 90 percent of the people) 

Nixon 37% 

Hmmphrey 27% 

Wallace 12% 

Undecided 24% 

This question was asked only of respondents who said theywould vote for 
Wallace or lean to Wallace o 

"\!Jell, 
vote 

supposing "\!Jallace 
for Humphrey or Ni

were 
xon? 

not in therace for 
(2 days' sampling) 

the presidencyo Would you 

Humphrey 25% 

Nixon 48/0 

Undecided 27% 

Questions asked of everyone: 	 Total Undecided 

The 3 big issues in this presidential campaign Nixon 47 27 
seem to have been the Vietnam war, crime and 
civil rightso Now as between just Nixon and HHH 32 26 
Humphrey which one do you think would do the 
best job in handling these issues in January? Don't 

know 21 47 

There will be a lot of other problems that 
the next President will have to face in the 
next 4 yearso Some of these will be our Nixon 48 32 
relations with countries allover the 
world -- others ,vi 11 be all sorts of problems HHH 37 32 
inside the United States o Now, putting 
aside crime and civil rights and thinking Don't 
about other problems inside the United know 15 36 
States which man, Nixon or Humphrey, do 
you think would do the best job in handling 
these problems? 



Total Undecided 
Now let's talk about the problems of 
handling foreign affairs apart from Nixon 49 33 
Vietnam and thinking only of Nixon 
and Humphrey which one of these two HHH 36 29 
men do you think would do the best 
job in handling them? Don't 

Know 15 37 

(In palrlng Humphrey/Wallace, Wallace/Nixon -- both Nixon and Humphrey 
beat Wallace on these, but Nixon beats Humphrey more) 

Indicator Question: (you cannot rely on the exact figures) 

Have you heard or read anything new or interesting that Nixon h'as said or 
done in the presidential campaign during the last week or two? 

Yes 16 percent 
Yes (among undecided) 1~ percent 

When the same question asked about Humphrey 

Yes 20 percent 
Yes (among undecided) 15 percent 

When the same question asked about Wallace 

Yes 1970 
Yes (among undecided) 17 percent 
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• 

w 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

500 PERS NAL I TERVI F. J 

END 01' .JULY 

IXON 2S 

HHH 25 

Gil 35 

UNDECIDED 15 

1 SSUES N 

LA T, A~D ORDE 41 

l'T 33 

F OF C IN SCHOOLS 24 

~ACIAL PROELE S 23 

,~O ILL IE EL CTED51 

HARRY DE T PUSHI GAGNE' STOP 1 CRA LESTO , SOUTH CAROLI A. CA 

BE DO-JE IF ICK SCRU S A ~NE' IN MI J;'SOTA (I'E MAY E ABLE TO GET 

R CKEFELL, I TO MI ES TA) OR TH' 21ST DIS1RteT OF ILLhJOIS 

( '~ICH 1 HAVE ALREADY PROMISED 0 THE ILLI~OlS PEOPLE) AS A SUB­

STITUTE FOR R OT GO I TO DECATUR. 'ULD LOW. TO SC UB THE 21 ST 

DISTRICT F ILL! IS S THAT AG~EJ C ULD DO BOTH MI ESOT A 

f TH CAROLI A BUT IT "JILL BE ~RY BLOODY TO SCRUE lH .21ST DIST lCT 

OF ILl lOIS.' NICI{ EEDS DECISI N SOONEST ON \O?HETH T COMMIT 

r.NE' TT MI I SEJ;' P I'-JT CITING AG, E·, TO 

I NES TA H G ING TO DULUTH 0 THF. 30TH. I ~ES lA HAS 10 ELEC10 AL 

I TES; S UTH CAROLI A AS R. 

F. 

OCTOBER 16 

11 

27 

21 

2B 

17 

H 

SFPT. 29 

19 

29 

(ORC) 

37 

27 

32 

s 

lR 

1 7 

39 

39 

OCT. 

20 

29 

f\1 

3 

. ~ 



SWITCHES IN VOTING PREFERENCE BETWEEN MID-JULY AND EARLY S-:::l'lEMBER: Four'southern states. 
Total switching = 33% of all voters 
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SWITCHES IN VOTING PREFERENCE BETWEEN mid- Ju l y and earl y September· Nine northern bat t l eground:~tates 

To t al switching = 32% of al l vote rs 

~ 

David R. Derge 
25 September 1968 
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