Richard Nixon Presidential Library
White House Special Files Collection

Folder List

Box Number Folder Number Document Date

Document Type

Document Description

36

36

36

36

36

36

13

13

13

13

13

13

n.d.

n.d.

n.d.

n.d.

n.d.

10/13/1968

Report

Newspaper

Report

Report

Report

Report

Report from David Derge re: Wave IV
polling of 6 states. Handwritten note
indicating re-polled telephone households.16

pages.

Note from Peter Flanigan to Higby re:
Nixon's trip to St Peter's next week, attached
newspaper clipping titled "Nixowins college
poll". 2 pages.

Note from Peter Flanigan to Higby re: 2
attached college poll results: Prov Journal
10/16/1968 article "Humphrey gains nod
over Nixon in poll at URI" and report of
Barrington College Polls dated 10/9-
10/11/68. 3 pages.

Gallup Poll percentage breakdown (Sept. 20-
22), with attached handwritten notes
correcting typed information, dated Oct 2. 2

pages.

Report of comparison of 3 ORC surveys
taken July 12-22, Sept 4-15, Sept 27-Oct 4.
2 pages.

Report of polls in 8 states. 5 pages.

Wednesday, June 17, 2009

Page 1 of 2



Box Number Folder Number Document Date

Document Type

Document Description

36

36

36

36

36

13

13

13

13

13

10/17/1968

10/22/1968

10/15/1968

10/16/1968

09/25/1968

Report

Report

Report

Memo

Report

Report of polls taken in 8 states. 3 pages.

Report of polls taken indicating number of
electoral votes by state. 1 page.

Report of polls taken indicating number of
electoral votes by state. 1 page.

Twx of South Carolina central surveys poll
of 500 personal interviews phoned to
Flanigan October 16. 1 page.

David Derge report of switches in voting

preference between mid-July and early

September in 9 northern battelground and 4

southern states. 4 pages.

Wednesday, June 17, 2009

Page 2 of 2



¢ Preliminary Analysis of Mid-October Wave IV
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New York boomne bt |

Ohio T — Hee, b Tl
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Texas . &M‘é’ been Honke,
A irpenied

e Switching Patterns fér Selected States
© Effects of Low Wallace Voter Turnout

e October 18 Electoral Vote Projection

David R. Derge



SIX KEY STATES ' : Per Cent Change
Wave to Wave

Nixon Humphrey Wallace Undecided Nixon Humphrey:  Wallace
Michigan July 37% b1 - 13 9
, Sept. LLd, 31 13 17 8 +7 -10 +4
Oct. kL L7, 3 ey 15 uby +3 +3 =2
Oct. 22 Lé% 39 + 7 13 2 =1 +5 =@
Chio July 33% 45 = TN 14 8 ,
Sept. 38% 38 o 16 8 +5 -7 +2
Oct. L 37% 36 : 19 8 -1 -2 +3
Oct. 22 37% il ed 17 5 - +5 2
New Jersey July 3% i - 8 12
Sept, L3% 3 - 10 13 +h -7 +2
Cct. b Lo 36 4r® 13 9 -1 +2 +3
Oct. 22 L8% 37 4 10 & +6 +1 =3
New York T Mid-August | /. 38 + 4 7 8
Sept. L7 _ 36 #V 7 1C - -2 -~
Oct. U 459, 39 +0 5 11 -2 +3 -2
Oct. 22 504 37 t12 6 7 +5 = FL
Pennsylvania Juiy' Log ho - 8 | 10
Sept. L6, 32t 12 10 +6 -10 +4
Oct. L4 L7, 36 .« 10 7 +1 +4 <2
Oct., 22 . Log bo +4 8 3 +2 +4 -2
Texas July 27% 'uu ol o 23 6 4
Sept. 30% . Lo —7° 2k 6 +3 .1 +1
Oct. &k 32%. 38 - b 24 6 +2 -2 -
Oct. 22 38, - 38 2 21 3 +6 - -3



"Suppose that, before election day, the North Vietnamese

Michigan

New.Jersey

New York

Ohig:

Pennsylvania

Texas

pulled back some of their troops and the United States
stopped the bombing of North Vietnam.
who would you vote for on election day -- [tix0

or Wallace?"

Trial
North

Trial
North

Trial
North

Trial
North

- Trial
North

Trial
North

Nixon
Heat : L6%
Vietnam pullback L%
Heat 487,

Vietnam pullback L48%

Heat 50%
Vietnam pullback L46%

Heat 37%
Vietnam pullback 38%

Heat Lo,
Vietnam pullback 46%

Heat 38%
Vietnam pullback 36%

If this happened,
n, Humphrey,

Undecided,

Humphrey  Wallace No Answer
39 13 2
39 11 6
37 10 0
38 8 6
37 6 7
Lo 5 9
b1 17 5
Lo 13 7
Lo 8 3
39 7 8
38 21 3
35 20 9



"Suppose that, before election day, there is a cease-
fire in Vietnsm under international supervision., If
this happened, who would you vote for on election day --
Nixon, Humphrey, or Wallace?"

Michigan

New Jersey

New York

Ohio

Pennsylvania

Texas

Trial
Cease

Trial
Cease

Trial
Cease

Triasl.
Cease

Trial
Cease

Trial
Cease

Heat
fire

Heat
Tire

Heat
fire

Heat
fire

Hest
fire

Heat
fire

; Undecided,

Nixon  Humphrey  Wallace No Answer
469, 39 13 2
439 b1 11 5
L8% 37 10 0
L48% 37 8 7
50% 37 6 7
L46% L1 b 9
37% b1 17 5
35% L3 13 9
Lo, Lo 8 3
L&, 38 7 g
389, 38 21 3
38% 37 19 6



"Suppose that, before election day, there is sub-
stantial progress in the Paris peace negotiations

Michigan

New Jersey

New York

Ohio

Pennsylvania

Texas

on the Vietnam War.

or Wallace?"

Trial Heat
Substantial

Trial Heat
Substantial

Trial Heat
Substantial

Trial Heat
Substantial

Trial Heat
Substantial

Trial Heat
Substantial

progress

progress

progress

progress

progress

progress

If this happened before elec-
tion day, who would you vote for -- Nixon, Humphrey,

Undecided,
Nixon  Humphrey Wallace No Answer
Lé7, 39 13 2
43% 4o 11 6
489 37 10 0
479 37 8 8
50% 37 6 7
L6% 39 6 9
37% L1 17 5
36% Ll 13 7
Lo, 4o 8 3
Leg 38 7 9
38% 38 2l 3
36% 36 20 8



"If George Wallace were not in the Presidential race,
who would you vote for -- Nixon or Iumphrey?" (If

respondent says "undecided" ask: As of this time,

do you lean more toward Nixon or more toward Humphrey?)
Ak oLy oF— WRLLACE VOTERS.,

Undecided,

Nixon Humphrey No Answer
Michigan 5% ol 17
New Jersey L, 19 37
New York 60% 22 18
Ohio L6, 17 37
Pennsylvania - 38% 28 34

Texas , .57% 22 .21



"Hubert Hurmphrey says that Nixon has not stated his
position on the important issues in the election.

Do you agree with Humphrey, or do you feel that INixon
has made his views clear on the important eleétion

issues?”
Nixon Not Nixon No
Clear Clear ~ Opinion

Michigan Log L9 11
New Jersey 45q, 43 12
New York Lod, 50 . 10
Ohio Lo, 43 15
Pennsylvenia 419 L5 14

Texas 38% 8 L7 15



t

How interested are you in the outcome of the Presi-

dential election -- very interested, moderately
interested, or not too interested?"

Michigan
New Jersey
New York
Ohio
Pennsylvania

Texas

. Very Moderately Not Too No
Interested Interested TInterested Answer

74 19 T 0
67% 25 8 0
66% 26 8 0
7% 16 7 0
71% 23 6 0
T3% 20 7 0



"Within the last two weeks, has there been ¢uy change
in your thinking as to who you would vote for in the
Presidential election?"

Yes, Have "~ No, Have No.

Changed Not Ansvier
Michigan 16% 8l 0
New Jersey 13% 86 ' 1
New York _ 13% 87 “ 0
Ohio % 9L 0
Pennsylvania 11% 89 0
Texas | 8% 91 1

"Who had you been planning to vote for, beforas you
changed your mind?"

Nixon/  Humphrey/  Wallace/  Undecided,

Agnew Muskié LeMay No Auswer
Michigan ' 35% 15 28 22
New Jersey 23% 21 21 35
New York 20% 36 | 13 31
Ohio | | 2% 15 o 29 . 27
Pennsylvania : 3% 21 36 i 7

Texas - 18% 10 Ll

no
o



"Have you definitely made up your mind which candidate
you prefer for President, or is there a possibility that

you may change your mind during the campaign?’

Michigan

New Jersey

New York

Ohio

Pennsylvania

Texas

Mind

Made Up

73%
7%
7
72%
78%

T6%

May
Change Mind
25
ol
ol
2L

19

23

No

2



]

"Regardless of your choice for President, which candi-

date do you think will win the election -- Nixon,

Humphrey, or Wallace?"

Michigan

New Jersey

New York

Ohio

Pennsylvania

Texas

Nixon Humphrey Wallace Op?gion
629 20 2 16
67% 15 3 15
66% 19 1 1h
56% 2k 5 15
55% 27 1 17
549 21 9 16



"Does Richard Nixon's decision not to debate Hubert
Humphrey make you more likely or less llhely to vote
for Nixon for President?"

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

Michigan 12% 25 60 _ 3
New Jersey 10% 28 58 b
New York 11% 30 57 8
Ohio _ 0% 26 62 2
Pennsylvania 11% 28 58 3

Texas 15% 22 60 "3




"Suppose General LeMay states that we should incresse
the pace of the war in Vietnam until we win a military
victory. Would this make you more likely or less .
likely to vote for Wallace for President?”zijkab’dﬂuiy
of WALACE Virers ANVD  UNDECIDER "

More Less Mo Don't Know,

Likely  Likely  Difi'ecrence No Answer

Michigan L2, 9 30 19
New Jersey 33% }l 23 | “ 33
New York 18% 10 31 , L1
Ohio 419 17 1h 28
Pennsylvania | L89, 11 15 26

Texas 57% 7 16 20



VOTE PROJECTION FOR SELECTED STATES

Assuming that (a) early October to mid-October switching patterns continue
during the final weeks of the campaign and (b) undecided voters actually
go to the polls and divide among the candidates in the same proportion as
they did during early October-mid-October, the popular votes will be as
follows, Sampling error of t_M% should be taken into account.

Nixon Humphrey  Wallace Undecided

Michigan Mid-October | , + k6% 39 13 2

Projection U 459, L4 11 -
New Jersey Mid-October L89% 37 10 5

Projection ) s 52% 39 9 =
New York Mid-October 50% 37 6 7

Projection (p 5% Ll 6 .
Ohio Mid-October 37% 41 17

Projection ~— 39% L6 15 i
Pennsylvania  Mid-October Lo, 4o 8

Projection ‘{’ Lo LY 7 __
Texas ' Mid-October | | 38% 38 21 3

Projection 40" Lo 4o 20 -5



EFFECT OF LOW WALIACE VOTER TURNOUT

Wallace is now leading, or a major threat, in certain border and Southern
states. This analysis attempts to project the vote by state under the
following assumptions: 1) Undecided voters will divide in proportion to
3-way trial heat vote and 2) 20% of the Wallace vote will not appear

at the polls because of organizational deficiencies or other reasons,

and 3) the present Nixon and Humphrey voters remain the same.

Nixon  Humphrey Wallace Undecided

Arkansas
Rockefeller Poll October 15 29% 20 39 12
~ Projection 39% 26 35 - =
Florida
ORC Wave ITI, October 1 34, 26 36 L
Projection 3% 30 31 -
Kentucky
ORC Phone, October 2-6 33% 2L 25 18
Projection - L3% 32 25 -

North Carolina

ORC Wave III, October 1 2hq, 29 b1 6

Projection 30% 36 3k s
ORC Phone, September 20-23 30% 22 33 15
Projection Log, 29 31 e

South Carolina

Central Surveys, October 7-12 30% 22 33 15
Projection . 439 28 29 -
ORC Phone 37% 18 27 18
Projection 50% 2L 26 -

Tennessee

ORC Phone, September 25 31% 16 39 1l

Projection Log, 22 36 -
Virginia

ORC Wave III, October 1 35% 7 35 8

Projection Log o7 31 -



1968 ELECTORAL VOTE PROJECTION

(as of October 18)

NIXON HUMPHREY WALLACE
3 Alaska 3 Nevada ¥ 3 D. C. V10 Alsbama
5 Arizona L New Hampshire ‘14 Massachusetts W12 Ceorgila
40 California 17" New Jersey W10 Louisiana
6 Colorado 4 New Mexico 7 Mississippi
Fairly Safe L Idaho 4 North Dakota
26 Illinois 6 Oregon
13 Indiana L South Dakota
2 Towa L. Uteah
T Kansas 3 Vermont
4 Montana 9 Washington
5 Nebragka 12 Wisconsin
3 Wyoming
(195) (17) (39)
48 Connecticut %12 Missouri L7l Hawaii W 6 Arkansas
3 Delaware 43 New York %10 Minnesota ~%1L  Florida
Close 9 Kentucky *26  Ohio ¥ L4 Rhode Island 13 North Carolina
XL Maine 8 Oklahoma LT West Virginia 11 Tennessee
*Toss-up 10 Maryland 29 Pennsylvania A*12 Virginia
21 Michigan * 8 South Carolina
w25  Texas
(135) + *(T11) (8) + *(17) (30) + #(26)
TOTAL Lol Lo 95
Method: The allocation' 6f stafes to the three Presidential candidates is based on .an analysis of polling data -- not

on so-called expert opinion or intuiltive judgment.

There are two main

sources of information that have been used:

1. Various trial-heat stete polls by Opinion Recearch Corporation, as well as available data from other orzanizations.
2 S

2. Projections to individual states of the most recent regional trial-heat data.

These region-to-state projections
& pProg

are glven substantial weight when the state and regional results have maintained a consistent pattern in Presidential
When the state-to-region pattern of results has been mixed or erratic, less weight is

elections from 1948 to 196L.

given to such projections.
a Judgment as to which igs more reliable.

When both trial-heat polls and regional projections are available, estimates sre based on

Opinion Research Corporation

“ - Princeton, New Jersey
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| Nixon Wlns

Col]e e Poll

Staff Correspondent

. JERSEY CITY — Students of
St. Peter’s College” who voted
in a poll yesterday favored Re-
publican candidate. Richard M.

'dent.
In a sample ballot, Nixon
polled 205 votes as compared

Gov. George- C. Wallace, and
150 for Vice President Hubert
Humphrey.

There were two votes for Ne-
gro comedian Dick Gregory, and
two students submitted blank
‘ballots. The poll was sponsored
by the college’s Republican
Club and Students for Nixon.

In a separate poll of the fa-

‘leulty, 19 cast their ballots for

|Humphrey and six wted fm
Nixon.

Princetonian

Backs AT

"I Specic”

3

~

Nixon as their choice for Presi- -

_lwith 156 for former Alabama
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Humphrey Gains

Nod Over Nixon

In Poll at URI

A presidentiai poll conducied
al the University of Rhode Is-
land by the current events com-
mittee last weck gave Vies
President Hubert H. Humphrey,
with 33.8 per cent of the 53l
votes cast, a narrow edze over
Richard M. Nixon, who reccived
33.4 per conl.

George C. Wallace, the candi-
date of the American Independ-
ent Party, reczived 6.9 per cent

‘|of the votes cast. The remainder

went to Fred Halstead, Socialist
Party candidate; Chavlene
Mitchell of the Communist Par-

‘|ty: Eldridge Cieaver, Peace and
‘| Freedom Party, and Diclk Greg-

ory of the Indcpendent Pariy,
all of whom were on the ballot.

Write-in voics were cast for
Gov, Nelson A. Rockeleller of
New York, Pat Paulsen, the
comedian, Sen. Eugene J, Me-
Carthy of Minnesofa and Sen.
Edward M, Kennedy of Massa-
chusetts,
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GALLUP POLL Percentage Breakdown (Sept. 20-22)
NOT FOR RELEASE BEFCRE OCTOBER 3, 1968
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10/13/68

Total Calif, 111, Mich, Texas
Nixon 38 42 43 36 39 38 37 38 31
Humphrey 32 32 34 35.5 29 21 71 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 b 3 3 1
(one day's sample) Agree Disagree : No Opinion

o AV Und AV Und AV Und

When it comes right down
to 1t the Democratic Party
1s still the party that
does the most for the
people? 50 50 Lo 25 11 25

Summary: The undecided could be influenced by an appeal of the Republiocan
Party to do things for the people, Half either disagree or have

no opinion -- they could be moved,
Agree Disagree | No Opinion
AV Und AV Und AV Und

It has been sald that a

Republican administration

in Washington for the next

4 years would be a bad

thing for the country 27 20 58 46 14 34

Comment: The undecided voter could certalnly be swayed to the Republicans,
They are not opposed to a change to a Republican administration
even though they think the Democrats are better for the people



(1 day's sample)

ISueh a debate would
have great deal to do

with how I vote for

- President

Agree - Dlsagree = ¥o Opinion
AV UNd AV Und | AV UND
38 45 50 33 , 12 220

If Nixon refused to
debate I probably would )
not vote for him 26 23 47 49 18 28

All 3 candidates
debating together

would accomplish ; .
l1ittle ‘or nothing 52 43 37 36 10 22”7

Since Nixon dlsagrees
so strongly with

Wallace a

debate

between them would

not accomplish

any thing

Comment:

50 39 38 38 12 23

The debate issue, I think, should be held open -~ no definitive
statement or action taken 'now, Oplnion 1s somewhat of a
stand=off,

I feel strongly personally if a decision 1s made not to debate
Nixon should make a televBion appearance stating why,



-3 =

In answer to question what is happening to Wallace 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
ﬁp 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

L percent, E

He has elther peaked or is declining -~ willl have to walt and see,



-u-
Commeht: It 12 clear from the data I have that the uhdecideds can

be drawn to Nixon through talking about domestic and
other problems and the future, I have the data to support this,

(wvhole week's survey)

Nixon Humphrey
Labor union families 32 36 ;
Protestants Ll 29
Catholics 35 | 34
Jewlsh 28 55
Farm families 45 23
(by using this random
selsotion of phone
numbers 7.9% of our
gample live on farms
Negro 10 74
Male 39 31
Female- Lo o 30

1, Wallace 18 not increasing -- holdihg steady of declining.

2, Debate issue should be held open -- feel strongly personally
if declision 1s made not to debate BN should make a TV
appearance stating why.

3. The undecided voter “could be had" by appeals mentioned
before -- domestlic lssues and the future,
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Question for RHF: Do you want more intensive study made of cities,

Question

such as Detrolt and other places concerning the
Wallace vote -~ we can supplement the telephone
interview and builld up the sample there,

What 1s the next problem I should work On?



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

Nixon
Humphrey
Wallace
Undecided

None

Comment :

Fotal Cal. I11. 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 4 3 2 1

This is the first day that T have seen the leaners in all states
excepting Texas leaning toward 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 147,

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

Nixon 37%
Humphrey 27%
Wallace 12%
Undecided 24%

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

Well, supposing Wallace were not in therace for the presidency. Would you
vote for Humphrey or Nixon? (2 days' sampling)

Humphrey 25%

Nixon 48%

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 rights. 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 years., Some of these will be our Nixon 48 32
relations with countries all over the
world -- others will be all sorts of problems HHH 37 32
inside the United States. 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 pairing 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 has said or
done in the presidential campaign during the last week or two?

Yes 16 percent
Yes (among undecided) 12 percent

When the same question asked about Humphrey

Yes 20 percent
Yes (among undecided) 15 percent

When the same question asked about Wallace

Yes 19%
Yes (among undecided) 17 percent
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SOUTH CAROLINA CENTRAL SURVEYS POLL

500 PERSONAL INTERVIEW

END OF JULY SEPT. 29
(ORC)

NIXON 25 37
HHH 25 18
GV : 35 27
UNDECIDED 15 18
I SSUES N H W
LAW AND ORDER 41 11 29
VIETNAM 33 27 17

F OF C IN SCHOOLS 24 21 39 pq
RACIAL PROBLEMS 23 28 39 M

WHO WILL BE ELECTEDS1 17 19 frreaks
, J.C.

HARRY DENT PUSHING AGNEW STOP IN CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. CAN

BE DONE IF NICK SCRUBS AGNEW IN MINNESOTA (WE MAY BE ABLE TO GET
ROCKEFELLER INTO MINNESOTA) OR THE 21ST DISTRICT OF ILLINOiS

(WHICH I HAVE ALREADY PROMISED TO THE ILLINOIS PEOPLE) AS A SUB-

STITUTE FOR RN NOT GOING TO DECATUR. WOULD LOVE TO SCRUB THE 21ST
DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS SO THAT AGNEW COULD DO BOTH MINNESOTA AND

SOUTH CAROLINA BUT IT WILL BE VERY BLOODY TO SCRUB THE21ST DISTRICT

OF ILLINOIS. NICK NEEDS DECISION SOONEST ON WHETHER TO COMMIT

AGNEW TTO MINNESOTA AND I SEE NO POINT IN COMMITING AGNEW TO

MINNESOTA IF RN GOING &0 DULUTH ON THE 30TH. MINNESOTA HAS 10 ELECTORAL

VOTESs SOUTH CAROLINA HAS 8.

END



SWITCHES IN VOTING PREFERENCE BETWEEN MID-JULY AND EARLY STWETEMBER: Four southern states.
Total switching = 337 of all voters
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SWITCHES IN VOTING PREFERENCE BETWEEN mid-July and early September: Nine northern battleground jstates

Total switching = 32% of all voters
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David R. Derge
25 September 1968
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