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12 11 11/19/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to The Attorney 

General. RE: The attachment of Bill Safire's 

memo on the Kennedy victory scenario. 1 pg

Campaign

12 11 11/15/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Larry Higby. RE: 

The number of youth appointments the 

Nixon Administration has made in 

comparison to McGovern's campaign. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/10/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Larry Higby. RE: 

Salute to Presidential Dinner/November 9, 

1971. 2 pgs.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/10/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Larry Higby. RE: 

The reactions to the Presidential 

Dinners/November 9, 1971. 4 pgs.

Domestic Policy
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12 11 11/10/1971 Memo Memorandum of Call from Nofziger to G. 

RE: Message that reads, "Have dinner 

material-sending you." 5 pgs.

White House Staff

12 11 Other Document Handwritten notes. RE: Salute to the 

President Dinners-November 9, 1972. 

Descriptions include: Reaction to dinners, 

Lee Nunn's descriptions, and reports from 

Bob Dole. 5 pgs.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/2/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Larry Higby. RE: 

Disagreement between Nofziger and Leonard 

concerning the delay in getting "First 

Monday" out. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/16/1971 Letter From Gordon Strachan to Robert M. King. 

RE: Appreciation for Mr. King's offer to 

contribute to the re-election of President 

Nixon in the Campaign of 1972. 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 11/30/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to The Attorney 

General. RE: Attachment of the DNC's report 

entitled, "Richard Nixon, the Man…an In 

Depth Profile." 1 pg.

Campaign
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12 11 11/29/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Haldeman. RE: 

The "National Journal", and their summary 

of the DNC's report on Richard Nixon. 1 pg.

White House Staff

12 11 11/27/1971 Report The "National Journal", and their report on 

"Democratic Presidential Contenders 

Studying Private Report on Nixon's Image." 

1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/26/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Jeb Magruder. RE: 

Arrangements with the RNC on how to 

handle letters concerning the campaign. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/22/1971 Memo From RMW to Haldeman. RE: Eleanor 

Smith of the RNC, and her plans for setting 

up a correspondence section to support the 

campaign. 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 11/26/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Jeb Magruder. RE: 

The Mediators Inc., and their offer of media 

assistance for the campaign. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy
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12 11 Other Document Handwritten note from Bruce Kehrli to 

Gordon Strachan. RE: Message that reads, 

"H wants to be sure that we don't use this 

service-may be problems." 1 pg.

White House Staff

12 11 11/23/1971 Letter From Haldeman to Jacqueline Hopkins 

Garrett. RE: Mrs. Garrett's offer to contribute 

the media services of The Mediators in 

President Nixon's campaign for re-election. 1 

pg.

Campaign

12 11 11/26/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Jeb Magruder. RE: 

Senator Saxbe's letter indicating that Mr. 

Jack Cole, President of Mail Advertising 

Coporation of America has an "excellent 

facility." 1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/22/1971 Letter From William B. Saxbe to Bob Dole. RE: 

The RNC's submission of recommendations 

for mail marketing, advice, systems and 

services to the "Committee for the Re-

election of the President." 1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/24/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Jeb Magruder. RE: 

Advice on the upcoming plans to set up a 

mock convention at the University of New 

Hampshire. 2 pgs.

Domestic Policy
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12 11 11/19/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to The Attorney 

General. RE: Bill Safire's memo concerning 

the "Kennedy Victory Scenario." 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 11/16/1971 Memo From Bill Safire to Haldeman. Re: The 

Kennedy Victory Scenario, and the 

probability that he may be the "easiest to 

beat" as the Democratic nominee. 4 pgs.

Domestic Policy

12 11 11/18/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to The Attorney 

General. RE: The Finch Memorandum on the 

Election of 1970. 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 11/2/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Haldeman. RE: 

Finch's memo on the 1970 election in which 

he articulates several key points that may be 

of use in the 1972 Campaign. 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 10/26/1971 Memo From Robert H. Finch to The President. RE: 

"What the 1970 Election Response Now 

Means for 1972." 22 pgs.

Campaign
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12 11 11/15/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Bob Marik. RE: 

Democratic Contenders Stand on Bussing. 1 

pg.

Campaign

12 11 10/14/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Bob Marik. RE: 

Muskie's statement that bussing is a 

"legitimate tool" that should be used in the 

campaign. 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 11/15/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Bob Marik. RE: 

"EMK", and the usefulness of the 

information being presented. 1 pg.

White House Staff

12 11 11/15/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Dick Moore. RE: 

Attachment of President Nixon's thank you 

letter to Jack Wrather. 2 pg.

Personal

12 11 11/12/1971 Memo From Dick Moore to Haldeman. RE: Salute 

to the President's Dinner, and report on its 

subsequent success. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy
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12 11 11/12/1971 Memo From Dick Moore to Haldeman. RE: Los 

Angeles Dinner, and Jack Wrather's hard 

work he put in as the dinner chairman. A 

suggested draft for a thank you letter to Mr. 

Wrather is attached. 2 pgs.

Personal

12 11 11/2/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Jeb Magruder. RE: 

The 1948 election, and useful tactics to be 

implemented in the 1972 Campaign. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy

12 11 Other Document Handwritten note from Gordon Strachan to 

Larry. RE: Message which reads, "Since you 

are reading a book on the '48 election, 

Gregg's comments mights be of interest to 

you." 1 pg.

Campaign

12 11 Report A detailed report entitled, "Inside the 

Democratic Party," which describes 

Truman's success in the election of 1948. 2 

pgs.

Campaign

12 11 11/1/1971 Memo From Gordon Strachan to Jeb Magruder. RE: 

Committee for the Re-Election of the 

President Hiring of a Staff Writer. 1 pg.

Domestic Policy
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November 19, 1971 

ADMINISTRATrvELY CONFIDENTIAL 
• P dl:Ii::... 

MEMORAliDOM FOR f THE ATTORNEY GENE~4L 

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN 
\ 

--~-----___ li 

Bill Safire's memorandum on the Kennedy Victory Scenario is 
attached. Mr. Haldeman has a copy. 

GS:elr 
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o YOU WERE CALLED BY- o YOU WERE VIS!TED BY­

MEMORANDUM 
OF CALL 

TO: 

o PLEASE CALL ~ CODE/ EXT. _~_________ 

o WILL CALL AGAIN 0 IS WAITING TO SEE YOU 

o RETURNED YOUR CALL o WISI-1ES AN APPOINTMENT 

MESSAGE 

RECEIVED BY 

STANDARD FORM 63 GPO : 1969-o48-16-803~1-1 332-389 
REVISED AUGUST 1967 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 



Boston - ­

Charlotte 


-


Dick Carlson~OO attendance, should net 
about $100,000. Audience very impressed by President's 
talk. Good coverage in Herald today. Hasn't seen Globe. 

President 
-- John Wa~"Laid 'em in the aisles'.' 263 attend"ing. 
207 paid. 25 newspapers. Front page in today's Qbserver 
Romney did stem-winder speech that brought them to their 
feet. 

sf.
, 




WHAT THE 	 DINNER CHAIRMEN SAID 10 Nov 1971 

Joseph Fogarty (Miami, OrlandO): 'We were extremely pleased, everyone had 
I 

an' awfully good time. 1I David Zachem: lilt was extremely successful. 

There were over 350 in Miami and 120 in Orlando. I heard people's 

remarks on the President's speech that they liked his technique and 

hoped he would use it publicly--he spoke from the ~ heart. What 

impressed me most was that when we sent out 5,000 invitations, we 

got contributions from people who couldn't make it to the dinner, but 

just wanted to contribute--$5 from one man, $100, 500, even$l,OOO. 

We have never had a financial effort in Miami that..., has come even 

close to half the money I have in hand to date ($45,000).11 

E. 	 Bronson Ingram (Nashville): IIWe consider it successful--it was as much 

as tribute to Tennessee as to the President. II 

Bernard Lasker 	 (New York City): III have never presided over a dinner that 

was better. The President was t~ right on target. It had all the 

qualities of a private affair. It was gay, magnificent--the best 

dressed/best looking dinner ever. It was a giant step toward 1972 

and we all feel that President Nixon will be re-elected. 1I 

'""!ldH.illl!J\5ibpTwiydihiiJ(i82hEAtnl!~lY¥ttum'f'tzye'<'Yzy!"s.rtdnliz ' 

Richard enthusaisticH, frcm 

they! loved Bob HOPe. 

http:45,000).11


2-2-2-2 

E. 	 Ritter SHumway (Rochester): "It went very, very well. They had so 

much enthusiasm that we thought we were there--it was even better 

than being in New York. Stans was very reassuring on Phase II. 

It was a very enjoyable evening. And it started a commitment to 

1972." 

Ransom Cook (San Francisco): It was very successful--better than anticipated. 

The crowd was in a very happy mood. It was a first class job. 
of 

Fhom the audience/the guests the President's speech went over very 

well--very strong, for~eful, speeeh, indicating excellent leadership.l" 

Lawrence Roos (St. Louis): "It was the most successful fund raising dinner 

that Republicans have seen here in a long time. Be sold out the 

facility, with Hlth HIH no one but paid customers present. And 

the representation from the civic leaders was unusally impressive. 

The speech was top notch. We couldn't possibly have sold so mnay 

tickets if these attending didn It thing we would win in 1972." 

John 	Remer (Wilmington): lilt was just a flaming success--we went over target. 

Sec. II~er Richardson was sensational, we were extremely happy 

with the President's address--thw whole affair went like clockwork. 

One thing we did for the first time was to solicit guests from groups 

who haven't contributed in the past, and then we "e~ will improve 

communcacati on wi th them on a 1 arger bas is, hopi ng they wi 11 control bute 

on a quarterly basis instead of this crash program. We certainly 

appreciated the help we got from the headquarters in WAshington." 



11-10-71 


FROM LYN NOFZIGER: 

Chicago -- William Croft (Dinner CHairman) - liThe President 
was great. Hope terrific. Perhaps 1450 attendees. 
Good news coverage. Tell Gordon that we are sending 
Lyn clips. Only complaint is that Percy took 8 
min. instead of 2 min running them extra tnt time 
which will cost them extra money. 

Cleveland -- Gilbert Humphrey (Chairman) 330 attendees. 
Excellent reaction to Pres. talk. Apparent teleprompter 
problems. {as Mr. Nixon didn't look up much. Their 
big problem is Standart Oil {mad about North Slope} 
and Continental Oil (mad at Ruchelshaus). Neither 
helped very much. Usually big contributors. 

Houston -- James Barmes {CoChairman} - "It was a fine 

dinner with very favorable reaction from the guests. 

We lined up a nice evening and it was carried off 

well. I enjoyed the whole affair add we got just 

about the number which we expected which is 350." 


Minn./St. Paul - Donald Dayton (Chairman) - lilt ran very 
smoothly. Didn't have a hitch. Dominick was great. Good 
reception. The Pres. got a lot of applause, but it wasn't 
the same as in person. Otherwise it went very well. The 
VP got some good hands. We didn't loose any pepo~e. It 
was the toughest selling job for fund raising that I have 
every done, but most people thought of it as the first of 
a new ar and left with a lot of enthusiasm". 

Atlanta - - Bo Callaway (Chairman) -- lilt was great. Went 
very smoothyy. Pat Boone was excellent. W eshould use him 
more. Goldwater, unfortunately, didn't speak well but 
everybody loves him anyway. The Pres. speech was great. 
All in all it went without a hitch." 
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HOftIIIber 2, 11.1 

Ll.MY BIGBY 

CIOBOOB IJTM.eBA,lI 

auaRC'l. I'raak Leonard 
I 

GS:lm 



Dear Ltr. I:ing; 

t'ir. :Ialden1'an asked me to thank you for 
your letter of t.ovember S outlining your 
desires to contriDute your services to 
tIle campaign. 

1'1;: for.qarding a copy of your letter to 
the Committee for the Re-Election of the 
l!residen·t which, as the title sta.tes 1 is 
a group of citizen~l like yourself "I'Jilo 
have begun thinking and planning for 
the campaign. 

You should Jje hearing from t:1em in the 
near future. "J:'nanks aqain .for your offer 
of ::;; upport • 

Sincerely, 

Cordon ':Jtrachan 
Staff It.ssistant 
to l1:. R. Haldema..'1 

£·lr. hobart 7\. ~ang 
i.xecutive Producer 
'lime-·Life Productionl}/Pacific 
suite 2000 
3135 ,~fil3hire £;oulevard 
wOS Angeles, California 900U5 
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3D lOGatJDBll 

GOItDOlI ftRACIIAII 

Caapa1p COl'napoDdaace 

1.,Itt 1. my adent.aa4i1l9 that. you ba...... an..._u ,,1t.b 

Ule alfC .........1_ .......ft............101l to budle 

1....r. GOaouftiD9 ... OllllPalp_ -.n.. at.bGbe4 ........_ 

h'&'a ... JIUy Wooda ..... Bolt ..14_ .. ..s.lM ....,........., 

.u.ocs. of baa411a, ..........._ "Sag __ o.palp. Be 

b.. 1IOt. .... tilt.......t. the...... vc* tdaould 9K 1ft to.. 

,,1t;b Ill. 1fOo4a ... acIri... be.. of ,.,.--~.__• 

At.......t. 
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RMW 

Nov 22 

\ 

11: 35 Eleanor S:rnith of RNC is presently setting 

up a corre:;,pondence section to support the 

campaign. Would like to discuss with l~MW 

the numbers c.:.d types of thing for which 

s:r~e should plan. 

\~---------------:~:~~~:~--------------------------------
BOB HALDEMAN 

To whom should we refer this woman? I have no 

idea of any of the plans for the campaign period and, therefore, 

do not feel I should try to give her advi ceo 

RmW 11122171 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

Date 

TO: ~~ 
FROM: BRUCE KEHRLI
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It J.• ., ......., ........ tbat you •••'till looklD9 !« eo.aone 
W ftl1 the .,ot f. DlreGter of Mal11.41,. Maybe ~l•.1 • .,.•.... 
PU: 2 weeks I 
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JOHN C. STENNIS, MISS•• CHAIRMAN 

STUART SYMINGTON, MO. MARGARET CHASE: SMITH, MAINS 

HENRY M. JACKSON. WASH. B"tROM "tHURMOND. S.c.. 

SAM J. ERVIN. JR., N.C. JOHN G. 'TOWER. TEX. 

HOWARD W. CANNON. NEV. PEtTER H. DOMINICK, COL.O. 

"tHOMAS J. Me INTYRE. N.... BARRY GOL.DWATER. ARIZ. 

HARRY F. BYRD, JR~. vA. R1CHARD S. SCHWEJKER, PI\. 

HAROLD E. HUGHES, IOWA Wlt.•LlAM II. SAXBE. OHIo 

LL.OYD BENTSEN, "tEX. 


COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
T. EDWARD BRASWEU... JR., CHtEP COUNSEL. AHD STAPP' DIRECTOR 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

November 22, 1971 

Honorable Bob Dole 

Chairman 

Republican National Committee 

Washington, D. C. 


Dear Bob: 

Recently I was contacted by Mr. Jack R. Cole, President 
of the Mail Advertising Corporation of America, advising 
me that the Republican National Committee would submit 
recommendations for mail marketing, advice, systems and 
services to the "Committee for the Re-election of the 
President." 

I know Jack Cole personally and have had an opportunity 
to inspect the Corporation's facilities in Lincoln, 
Nebraska. I am convinced that, having seen this operation, 
they,will be able to do a very outstanding job for the 
Committee, and I give Mail Advertising corporation my 
highest personal recommendation. 

Sincerely yours, 

Saxbe 

William B.- Saxbe 
United States Senate 

WBS:cmp 


bcc: Mr. Bob Haldeman 
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NCYaBber 24, 1911 

JaB MAGRUDER 

QORDOII 8'J.'MCIWf 

.........,1'. Poll 


It ... ., WMlenua41D9 tdlat. ,.. u4 Ken Rl.ta wen 
tfOdlla, _ .........U_ at. 'the uatvereity of 
..........in. "et., la ...,_ ....i89'. ftWII e, elY 
(GOpf a"'-••). t.ben 1•• ea•••1d: about. the OIli..r_lty 
of ... B,.,.lain .......t.. 1'04tiD9 cmaJ!'Wbe1a1ft91y for 
IIOCIo¥en f. ....1...". 

Wou14 you aa4 ... tie". pi........1.. thl. alt.uatlon 
aa4 ....1.. _ .f your pl.a. III l1pt of the lOft9­
ten i ........_ 111 ........t.1.•• , • report at. ~ 
.arl'.." oeD........ .aul4 ~ belpful. 

Attachment 
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greclter ctoJ11.inar1Cl3 us 
fa,t C~1t~ 11 is to l)c a \foiclcd. .l\~Lt:}lO tl'lG D,~r.:s 

are Ifpe;:ni.ryl! cornparecl to the GOP, I-HIE, ~\':,l'::'"~',, 

~'v1cCal' ,J'ackson and McGovel.'n ar C:il l :'.cen. '~'o j '" 

an.y rrlaj or fi11ar.lCe s. lVlcClo"kc;,r 'i~, 11L: '" 

tightest ioJ bind' ! alltllc ca11djcL:1.t~~ ~"J.l(l 

COI1Clll(lc;:~ ~,ts l;ic;cc 0;'1. t]lO ~·~;:t.t c2~i5 \vjt}~ I)ett:~ls ~J..~~;l:"';~~·:. 

[or 811'1<111 c:oLt:l:ibntors ._- 'Jli}i:: an o}.c:-I~l~)ll:on«(., 
dCl-nocratic i<-1ca tl H 

s:peci::l1 ir::t1.::!::.... csts. l)'il't J\T(.'\\t~;\ve,el( :n.()"t:e~-------.._...­
dissent on the bill, the facts that WalL.i.cc win Hlcrc 
likely run as a result thut iJ~ does noihin2: 1'0: 

eXI)ansive pre-convention fights. 

A survey of listees in Who! s Who <i.-nong ~,S High 
School students indicates they would not r ect 
RN in 172 tho they tb,ink 11e is doing a fairly good 
job and gen<::rally appl'ove his positiOJ:}s on public 
issues. The findings indicate that any serious 
Deni candidate for the presidency -- HErI 
could get a D.1ajol'ity of their votes. A Dc:ril. candi(~a;;e 
wO-dld get , RN-33clo; Vvallace -3%. Muslde is 
most popular with 57%. ·,:1:5[[10 felt ,,Vas do: a good 
job dorn.cstically, internationally or both; 43% said no. 
Some 49"/0 rated VP Agnew's rforn1ancc as as 
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TH E WH ITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 16, 1971. 

EYES ONLY 

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: BILL SAFIRE 

SUBJECT: Kennedy Victory Scenario 

I notice some people around here actually looking forward to 
Kennedy as the Democratic nominee as fI easiest to beat. II To 
dispel that notion, here is a quick rundown of ways he can be 
expected to turn Chappaquiddick to his advantage. 

Pre-Convention 

1. Carrying the torch. liThe torch has been passed" was a 
memorable quotation from JFK. T eddy will constantly harp on the 
brother's fallen torch theme. Not subtly, either -- tlwe Kennedys 
can't make plans" is a sledgehammer, strictly emotional, playing 
on the guilt feelings of many Americans, and because it is bad 
taste does not make it bad politics. 

2. The Sudden-Maturity rationale. How do they come to grips 
with the failure of courage at the bridge? Answer: Each of the 
brothers underwent a deep sea-change at some stage of their lives. 
The Bay of Pigs changed JFK, enabling him to rise to greatness at 
the Cuban Missile Crisis; Bobby, too, underwent an enormous 
change from the McCarthy counsel, ruthless and coldblooded, to the 
warm and compassionate friend of the underprivileged he came to 
appear to be in 1968. Similarly, the story will go, Teddy went from 
the high-living, irresponsible boy pre-Chappaquiddick, to the "man 
of the family" after being deeply sobered by that tragedy. Kennedys 
traditionally overcome their pasts; the "record" has never been 
held against them, and to more people than we like to think, will not 
be this time either. 
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3. The los s of the job of Majority Whip will be turned around 
to show that he is not a member of the "Club"; that he is anti­
establishment; that he follows his own star. There is romantic 
appeal there. 

4. Purity of motives. He is the only one on the political scene who 
can get away with saying he is not seeking the Presidency. Everybody 
else is driven by ambition; he's just speaking his mind. 

Convention 

1. There is a myth that "no one is really drafted. II The truth 
is, Adlai Stevenson was really drafted in '52. Kennedy could arrange 
for a draft that appears quite real -- and, in a sense, would be. 

2. Apart from the Camelot partisans, there would be a strange 
group of supporters pushing his nomination: Democrats who think 
Nixon is unbeatable in 1972 and want to get Kennedy to run and get 
beaten, and thus be out of the way for '76. Certainly the Lindsay 
people feel this way. So, oddly, would some Democratic conservatives. 

The Campaign: Making Chappaquiddick work for Kennedy. 

This sounds insane, I know; the episode at the bridge is an enormous 
liability. But there are ways to handle it. 

1. Charging "gutter politics." There will probably be people 
with signs that say "What about Mary Jo?" at every rally. This is 
dirty politics; has nothing to do with lithe issues"; offends the sense 
of fair play of many voters. Demands will be made that Nixon 
disavow this sort of dirty pool. If he does not, he will be charged 
with being secretly behind it; if he does disavow it, he will be char~ed 
with calling it to e.rerybody' s attention by his very act of disavowal. 
If resentment against innuendo builds, we will be busy scotching 
references to Chappaquiddick by our supporters, while treother side 
will be blowing on the sparks. Dirty jokes about Kennedy will abound; 
this will offend many other people. "See how this fine man is being 
villified" will be their theme, and the charge will be that it is all 
generated in the White House. 
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2. At an appropriate time in the campaign, Mr. and Mrs. 
Kopechne will come out for Kennedy. 

3. The pressure to open up the sealed verdict will be allowed 
to grow; then, probably in Houston, scene of the Ministers Conference 
where JFK "faced up" to the Catholic issue, Teddy will break his 
silence on Chappaquiddick. The same people who deride a "Checkers 
speech" as cornball will see this as a human appeal for fairness and 
a brave exposition of a man's soul. The tape will then be played 
wherever it is most useful to Teddy. 

4. If the war in Vietnam is over and the economy here is in 
good shape. it would be to Nixon's advantage to campaign on peace 
and prosperity; it would be to Teddy's disadvantage to address those 
the:rnes; therefore, it would be his strategy to center the campaign 
on his own character. This is a dangerous play of the dice, but it 
is at least arguable that it benefits the challenger if the campaign 
focuses on him and his possibilities instead of the incumbent and his 
successes. Of course, if there is trouble with war and the economy, 
he would go the other way. 

5. The President can avoid television debates with any other 
candidate; but a public yearning for a Nixon-Kennedy rematch on 
television would be well-nigh irresistible. Ducking or delaying would 
only play up their "courage" pitch, which would directly answer that 
loss of courage at the bridge. 

6. The polls will be far more volatile than usual, reflecting 
the emotional responses sure to be triggered in a campaign that 
plays on national guilt. past assassinations, pleas to rise above 
vicious innuendo. and the like. A sudden shift in polls toward the 
end, no more than a quirk, could be played into a bandwagon swing 
to overcome voter res ervations with the "legitimacy" of majority 
opinion. 

7. Great stress will be laid on the number of threats he receives, 
the impassioned pleas of the Secret Service to limit his campaigning 
to safe television appearances, and his courageous refusal to be kept 
away from crowds. He will motorcade Dallas. The "old" Teddy ran 
away from trouble; the "new" Kennedy will not run away. He will 
prove his courage once and for all in Dallas, on the final weekend of 
the campaign. 
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Why do I write this memo? 

I think we can beat Kennedy. But it is important that we recognize 
the wild and woolly nature of the campaign he could put on and stop 
thinking he would be the easiest candidate to beat. Als 0, we would 
do well to start thinking now about the sort of thing that could happen 
snould he get the nomination. 
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THE WH ITE HOU S E 

WA SHI N G T O N 

Administratively Confidential 

November 2, 1971 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 	 H.R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: 	 GORDON STRACHAN 

SUBJECT: 	 Finch Memorandum on 
1970 Election 

On December 21, 197~ Counsellor Finch received an action 
memorandum requesting his analysis of the 1970 election. 
Finch's memorandum contains several interesting 
observations, which do "not afford an overall basis 
for the planning of the 1972 Campaigrt, but should 
nevertheless be considered by the Attorney General. 

You directed me to send Finch's last political memorandum 
on the California situation directly to the Attorney 

send this 1970 election memorandum to the 
Attorney General 

-,-~eman send this memorandum to the Attorney 
r eneral 

Strachan ask Finch to send this memorandum to 
the Attorney General 

Orig inal memorandum should go 	to the President 
with a copy to the Attorney General 

Other 



I THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 26, 1971 

MEMORANDUM FOR: :::E:~:~D:::C~~FROM: 

SUBJECT: 	 What the 1970 Election Response 
Now Means for 1972 

Contents: 

I. 	 Trends, highlights, and results related 
to the 1972 framework 2 

II. 	 The 1970 returns, in votes for Congress 
by states, and in past support of Nixon 
for President 4 

III. 	 In the 1970 election, support of which 
by whom? Breakdown of House and Senate 
support, based on a November-December 
1970 voting behavior study 5 

male-female 

black-white 

age 

education 

income 

union/non-union 

party 

religion 


IV. 	 Voter attitude comparisons on Presidential 
and Vice Presidential principals, November-
December, 1968 and November-December, 1970 7 

V. 	 Which groups showed what support (intensity 
of like or dislike) for which principals in 
November-December, 1970? 9 

VI. 	 Suggestions for action 11 

VII. 	 Tabs 
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I. MEANING OF THE 1970 ELECTION FOR 1972 

The 1970 election does not afford an overall basis for 
the planning of the 1972 campaign. The usual number of 
claims and counterclaims followed within a month after 
the election and were of concern then. They may be again 
when individual states and their electoral prospects are 
examined. But these peculiarities, and those news co~en­
taries about which senator or governor was elected and who 
was defeated should not obscure the basic national trends 
that apparently will be present in 1972. 

In this memo, there is little consideration of campaign 
funding or campaign organization -- two other important 
parts of the whole campaign process. These data refer 
only to voter reaction and returns. The other sides of 
the triangle should get full attention too, of course, 
using other information sources. 

Looming over all is the voting population explosion, and 
the thought that the turnout may be eighty million in 
1972, and forty-one million or more of these must be 
Nixon voters (Tab A). 

Highlights in this report are: 

--The 1970 House and Senate elections reverted to party 
proportions. While many GOP governors were defeated, 
the gubernatorial returns were somewhat more favorable. 
Here is further evidence that in the 1972 Presidential 
campaign, the emphasis must be on the Nixon record, 
leadership, and on issues; and not on the party. 

--The hardening of the Black vote. Evidence indicates 
that it is heavily non-Republican and non-Nixon in 
the North, but less non-Nixon in the South. 

--The Jewish vote remained heavily Democrat. 

--The union vote remained heavily Democrat. 
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I 

I 

--In 1972, unless there are significant changes in issues 
and policies, a Wallace candidacy can hardly get off 
the ground. There are only small pockets of strong 
support for him. Wallace now has nuisance value, and 
that's about all. 

--The educational revolution increases voter concern with 
issues and policies. Voters are increasingly informed, 
and opinionated. Appeal to their individuality can be 
effective. 

--Because the President is now so well known, and because 
only a few voters remain neutral on him as a person, 
his campaign efforts should be at an absolute minimum, 
at least until October of 1972. Having already covered 
fi fty states puts,fa fllot of hay in the barn~ 

--Presidential emphasis can be on issues, on conduct of 
the Office of the Presidency, and on the handling of 
economic and foreign affairs. 

--The opposition will need to catch the President (not 
the party), and to carry its campaign to him. 

--The ingredients are there for considerable Nixon ~ains~ 
in the South. These may not be party gains, but'issue 
and President Nixon gains. 
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II. THE 1970 CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION RETURNS (Tab B) 

Altogether the House returns carne out about 45% Republican 
and 53% Democratic. In the Senate races, the Republican 
plus the conservative (Buckley) vote came to 46.5% and the 
Democrat plus Independent (Byrd of Virginia and Dodd) votes 
total 53.5%. 

Slightly more favorable to the GOP, the combined Republican/ 
Conservative vote for gubernatorial candidates came to 52.7% 
compared to 47.3% Democrat. 

In Congressional voting, then, the Democrats had a plurality 
of about four and a half million votes. 

Converted into electoral college results, -for 1972, the 1970 
House vote gave the Republicans thirteen states, and the 
Democrats thirty-seven plus the District of Columbia. The 
thirteen states can cast 83 electoral votes in 1972 (Tab C). 
It should be noted that the best electoral college showing 
produced by this method of tabulation (247 votes based on 
1966 House results) fell quite short of the 270 needed for 
a bare electoral college majority. 

To assist in 1972 planning, the states have been ranked 
according to the number of times they have given a plurality 
of their votes to House candidates (Tab D). The number of 
1972 electoral votes for each state also appears, as does 
each state's electoral college record in the Nixon (1960 and 
1968) Presidential elections. (The lower House tallies are 
used because they are regular and recur nationwide every two 
years. They do not vary as do gubernatorial and senatorial 
contests, and they are not usually affected by heavy media 
or other outside efforts.) 

In 1970 only one of the thirteen states that had a plurality 
of GOP congressional votes was a large state. Ohio, which 
will have 25 electoral votes in 1972, stood alone. The other 
twelve were small states with Iowa (8 votes) the largest of 
these (Tab D). 

All thirteen of these states voted for Nixon in 1960 and 1968, 
and all but two of them (Delaware and New Mexico) did so in 
1960. Only one of them (Arizona) voted for Goldwater in 1964. 
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For planning purposes it can also be remembered that eleven 
states have not voted Republican in the last four House 
elections, and did not vote for Nixon in 1960 or 1968 (Tab E). 
They appear to lack party bases which can cope with the 
opposition on national or federal matters, and they also 
appear to lack an affinity with the President. 

III. IN 1970, SUPPORT BY WHICH GROUPS? 

A reliable voting behavior study that went into the field 
in November and December 1970 produced these results: (Tab F)* 

A. 	 Women continued to vote a bit more Democrat than 
did men. They also did so in 1968 (Dem. 45%, Rep. 
43%, Wallace 12% according to Gallup). For women 
there was no change in '70. For men, return to 
party was more pronounced in 1970. 

B. 	 In 1970 the national black vote for Congress stayed 
rigidly just where that vote was in the 1968 
Presidential election. 

Dem. Wallace Cons. 

1968 Pres. 85% 12% 3% 
1970 House 87 13 

The 1970 black vote for senator was almost all Democrat. 

The black vote continues to be Democratic property. 
Given this complete commitment, reduced black turnout 
or~neutralization~of black issues must be considered. 

C. 	 Among the age groups, only those 65 and over gave a 
majority to the Republicans, and that in the House 
only. For the Senate, this age group followed all 
the others in showing preference for Democrat candidates. 
This decision by those over 65 may have been issue 
oriented. 

*The next eight paragraphs are supported by Tab F. 
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D. 	 As usual, those with more education tended to 
vote Republican a bit more. But not as much in 
1970 (college graduates and post graduate were 
Dem. 49%, Rep. 51%) as in 1968 (college educated 
were Dem. 37%, Rep. 54% and Wallace 9% -- Gallup). 
Signifi.cant here are results for the 1970 "some 
college education" category, which includes junior 
and community colleges as well as two-year technical 
schools. For this group the returns were 55% - 45% 
Republican in House returns. This was not matched 
in 1970 Senate results which were 54% - 39% Democrat 
with Conservative 7%, but a like tally of 1970 
gubernatorial voting showed the "some college 
education" group at 60% - 40% Republican. There 
is support here for cultivating the junior college-­
community college--state teachers college groups, 
including their alumni. 

Among those with just grade school and some high 
school education, Republicans did not do well. 
Blacks and Spanish speaking, the early dropouts, 
appear to be included in these returns. 

E. 	 In terms of 1970 family income, the House results 
for those who earned $4,000 to $7,400 for the year 
were identical with the results for those who 
completed high school (52% - 48% Democrat). The 
lower income group, below $4,000, and the higher 
income group, $7,500 to $14,900, were each heavily 
Democrat. Only in the $15,000 per year and over 
bracket did the House returns favor the Republicans. 
The returns for Senate seats remained Democrat 
(Dem. 51%, Rep. 44%, Cons. 4%) for this high income 
group, however. 

F. 	 Union membership explains itself. Union households 
went heavily Democrat, 65% - 35%, while non-union 
households went but slightly so, 52% - 48%. It 
should be remembered here that non-union households 
are three to one in the majority. 

G. 	 Voting responses are tied directly to party identi ­
fication. Strong Democrats voted 91% Democrat 
while strong Republicans voted 96% GOP. In the 
middle came the Independent. Their return of 
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Dem. 52%, Rep. 48% in House elections and Dem. 56%, 
Rep. 42%, Cons. 2% for the Senate gave Republicans 
too little support. Figures in the Party Identifi ­
cation category also show that party cohesion was 
stronger for the Republicans in House voting, but 
stronger for the Democrats in Senate voting. 
Republicans tended more to cross party lines in 
Senate races. The relationships shown here do 
emphasize the importance of party affiliation in 
a mid-term election. 

I 

H. 	 The Republicans did not win favor in anY'r~ligion~ 
category, in either the congressional or the 

• 	 senatorial races. Should these figures be a true 
representation, the party is embarrassed. In 
particular, the Catholic and Jewish tallies should 
be noted, particularly for the Senate. 

Congressional Vote Senatorial Vote 
Dem. Rep. Dem. Rep. Cons. 

Protestant 
Catholic 
Jewish 
Other or None 

52% 
58 
86 
68 

48% 
42 
14 
32 

" 53% 
68 
87 
72 

45% 
25 
13 
28 

2% 
7 
0 
0 

Catholics did 
than did those 

vote Conservative 
of other faiths, 

in gxeater proportion 
but thE total shift 

had little electoral significance, because over two­
thirds of the Catholics remained in the Democrat 
column in the Senate races. In proportions, the 
Catholic vote is not quite 30% of the size of the 
Protestant vote. The Jewish vote is about 5% as 
large as the Protestant vote. 

t 

IV. 	 ATTITUDES ON PRESIDENTIAL PRINCIPALS, 1968 and 1970 

National surveys of intensity of feeling for or against 
each principal or candidate were conducted after the 1968 
election and after the 1970 election. On a 0-100 degree 
scale (thermometer) each interviewee indicated his feeling 
toward each candidate. A mark at fifty or thereabouts 
indicated neutrality. A mark above or below showed, 
respectively, like or dislike and the degree thereof. The 
results are shown on Tab G. 

, 
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They show: 

A. 	 The President in first place in average (mean 
score) with Muskie slightly behind. But both 
declined from 1968 to 1970. In fact, most mean 
scores declined from 1968 to 1970. 

B. 	 First choices are significant here because a first 
choice translates into a vote. The President has 
confirmed his position of leadership, and Senator 
Kennedy, according to this approach, is his 
closest competitor. Muskie and Humphrey lack the 
hard core support a strong first choice showing 
will indicate. 

Except for Wallace, Senator Kennedy has a high 
score in "last choice" mentions, while Muskie is 
not greatly disliked. For the President, last 
choice mentions increased slightly, as they did 
for Humphrey from 1968 to 1970. 

The neutral score combined with the "don't know" 
score will indicate, roughly, just how much of the 
electorate remains undecided on a candidate and is 
therefore "persuadable" through campaigning. The 
lower the total (17% for the President) the less 
effect campaigning may have. Presently :Muskie can 
win people to his side, and he is apparently 
following that strategy. For Ted Kennedy, however, 
there are few "neutrals" or "don't knows" to win. 
Instead he must attack the President and the Admin­
istration. He is doing that with help from McGovern. 

The results here again indicate that the President can gain 
little from aggressive campaigning at this time or in the 
immediate future, all things remaining equal. He may best 
serve political purposes by stressing leadership and admin­
istration at home and particularly abroad. 

The Democratic contenders and the eventual Democratic 
candidate will need to carry the campaign to the people 
and against the Administration. 
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v. 	 PARTISAN AND DEMOGRAPHIC SUPPORT FOR PRESIDENTIAL 
PRINCIPALS, NOVEMBER AND DECEMBER 1970 -- includes 
18-22 year olds 

The sources of candidate strength, or weakness, appear 
in these columns (Tab H). The President leads because 
of his strength with Republicans and Independents. In 
contrast to the Congressional results, 52% to 48% Democrat, 
the President led the field of candidates in Independent 
support at the end of 1970. The rank order is as follows: 

Rank Order 	According to Partisan Support 

Republicans Independents Democrats 

Nixon 81 Nixon 58 Kennedy, E. 64 
LIKE 	 Reagan 65 Muskie 54 Muskie 64 

Agnew 60 Reagan 52 Humphrey 61 
Lindsay 51 Lindsay 51LL..d:say 53 

50% 	 McGovern 51 
--~M~u-s~k~1~'e--------4~8~---A~g-n-e-w--------4~7----~~~c~C~a~r~t~h-y-----'4~8~ 

McCarthy 39 Humphrey 45 Nixon 47 
DISLIKE 	 Humphrey 37 Kennedy, E. 45 Reagan 44 

McGovern 37 McGovern 45 Agnew 37 
Kennedy, E. 33 McCarthy 44 - al ;ace 30 
Wallace 30 Wallace 35 

It is noteworthy that Lindsay had slightly more appeal to 
Democrats in late 19~0 than to either Independents or 
Republicans. 

Among the potential very young voters, Edward Kennedy ranks 
high, but Muskie and the President are not that far behind, 
nor is Lindsay in this tabulation. 

18-22 	year olds (candidate rank order) 

E. Kennedy 64 

Muskie 57 


LIKE Nixon 56 

Lindsay 55 

McCarthy 54 


50% McGovern 51 

Humphrey 4B 

Reagan 47 


DISLIKE 	 Agnew 38 

Wallace 35 
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To reopen the question of the President's strength in the 
North and in the South, these figures apply: 

Northern Whites Northern Blacks 

50% 

Nixon 
Muskie 
Lindsay 
Reagan 
Humphrey 

Kennedy, 
McGovern 
Agnew 
McCarthy 
Wallace 

E. 

60 
60 
53 
52 
50 

49 
47 
46 
46 
28 

)<ennedy, 
Humphrey 
Muskie 
Lindsay 
McGovern 
McCarthy 
Reagan 
Nixon 
Agnew 
Wallace 

E. 87 
72 
67 • 
61 
53 
52 
37 
35 
22 

9 

The attitude distance betwee n whites and blacks in the 
Northern areas on the President is considerable. So is 
the distance between whites and blacks on Senator Kennedy, 
but the blacks are highly favorable to him and the whites 
are reserved. 

In the South, however~ the profiles change. While the 
black support for Kennedy increases ~ightly, the black 
antagonism to the President disappears. Simultaneously 
his support from whites increases, while white favor 
for Muskie, Humphrey and Kennedy declines. 

Southern Whites Southern Blacks 

Nixon 61 Kennedy, E. 92 
Reagan 53 Humphrey 81 
Agnew 50 Muskie 61 

Lindsay 53 
50% Nixon 50 

Muskie 48 McCarthy 49 
Lindsay 48 McGovern 46 
Wallace 47 Reagan 45 
Humphrey 41 Agnew 34 
McCarthy 40 Wallace 12 
McGovern 40 
Kennedy, E. 39 

In these rankings, the nuisance effect of a Wallace candidacy 
is clear. His support at the end of 1970 is about identical 
with what it was in 1968. His candidacy in 1972 would draw 
from the President, and probably more so than from Kennedy, 
Muskie, or Humphrey. This would be particularly true in the 
South, of course. 
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VI. SUGGESTIONS FOR ACTION 

All of the studies alluded to here and others as well 
indicate increased volatility in the electorate. The 
disparities between House and Senate election returns 
may be sought in this discerning judgment. The coming 
of age of the post World War II youngsters, most of whom 
are better educated has an effect, and so now may the 18 
year old vote to a limited extent. Alongside this is 
the decline in party membership, loyalty and association. 
Increasingly voters, particularly young voters, are 
declaring themselves as Independents (Tab I). 

More to the Republican point, there is statistical evidence 
which relates an increased feeling of "personal competence" 
to increased turnout and increased Republican voting. 
Emphasis on the individual as a voter who can comprehend 
government issues and who can make a difference can 
increase 1972 electoral support for the President. 

The current postures of the Democrats who seek nomination 
are in line with the results shown in these tabulations. 
For example, Senator Muskie needs to convince the many who 
are uncommitted on him, and to prove he is in command. He 
probably will not make an all-out attack on the Adminis­
tration itself until late. In contrast Senator Kennedy 
needs to hold his large dedicated group, to avoid an goni­
zing further those who dislike him and to establish h imself 
as the Administration-killer. Because Lindsay has few 
enemies outside New York, apparently his only strategy is 
to try to establish himself as a compromise candidate. 

The President needs to maintain his position with the 
Independents and increase his hold there. Large gains in 
the Black vote cannot be expected. Low Black turnout should 
be sought -- ·perhaps by defusing Black issues. 

Obviously, if the Wallace campaign can be minimized, the 
President may make key gains in the South, particularly 
if the Democratic nomiriee is not appreciated there. 
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The need to overcome the numerical advantage of the 
Democrat Party is clear. The appeals which will be 
based on the role and achievements of the President 
should be accompanied by an emphasis on the ability of 
each voter, as an individual, to think and choose for 
himself because he, as a citizen, can make a difference. 

/ 

The President's high order of stewardship for the nation 
should be the keystone for the corning campaign. No 
other theme" should be allowed to replace the primary 
emphasis on that stewardship at horne and abroad. 

The secondary theme (carried by others for the time being) 
should be to lay a solid foundation of irresponsibility 
on the part of the Democrats in Congress for failing to 
respond to the President's leadership. 



TAB A 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS: RETURNS AND FORECAST 1960-1972 

1960 ELECTION 68.3 million votes 

49.9% Nixon 34,108,546 
50.1 Democrats 34,227,096 (J. Kennedy & H. F. Byrd) 

1964 ELECTION 70.3 million votes 

38.6 Goldwater 27,176,799 
61.4 Johnson 43,126,506 

1968 ELECTION 73.0 million votes 

43.6 Nixon 31,783,783 
42.9 Humphrey 31,271,839 
13.5 Wallace 9,899,557 

51.25 
48.75 

1972 ELECTION 

Nixon 
Democrat 

(estimates) 

41,000,000 
39,000,000 

80.0 million votes (est.) 
76 million aged 21 and 
over plus 4 million 
aged 18 to 21 (36.3% 
of 11 million eligible) 

With Wallace Running Stron~ 

47.5 Nixon 38,000,000 
46.25 Democrat 37,000,000 

6.25 Wallace 5,000,000 



TAB B 

1970 NATIONAL VOTE BY PARTY 
FOR CONGRESS, SENATE, AND GOVERNOR 

CONGRESS 

Republican 
Democrat 
Other 

TOTAL 

SENATE 

Republican 
Democrat 
Conservative 
Independent 

TOTAL 

GOVERNOR 

Republican 
Democrat 
Conservative 

TOTAL 

24,339,240 
28,841,106 

832,500 

54,012,846 

19,471,069 
24,276,217 

2,276,321 
809,294 

46,832,901 

20,479 1 892 
18,745,831 

424,476 

39,650,199 


Per cent 

45.1 
53.4 
1.5 

41.6 
51.8 
04.9 
01.7 

5~.6 

47.3 
01.1 

Plurality 

4,501,866 (D) 

4,805,148 (D) 

1,734,061 (R) 

PER CENT REPUBLICill~ OF TOTAL VOTE FOR HOUSE CANDIDA!ES~ 1960-1970 

1960 45.0% 
1962 47.7 
1964 42.5 
1966 48.7 
1968 48.9 
1970 45.6 

NUMBER OF STATES HAVING A REPUBLICAN PLURALITY OF TOTAL 

CONGRESSIONAL (HOUSE) VOTE, 1964-1970 


Year Number of States 	 Total of 1972 Electoral 
Votes, All Such States 

1964 9 50 

1966 23 247 . 

1968 25 235 

1970 13 83 


• 



TAB C 


1970 NATIONAL ELECTION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


States Whose Voters Cast More Votes for Republican Candidates 

1972 Electoral Votes State 

6 Arizona 

7 Colorado 

3 Delaware 

4 Idaho 

B Iowa 

7 Kansas 

5 Nebraska 

4 New Hampshire 

4 New Mexico 

3 North Dakota 

25 Ohio 

4 Utah 

3 Vermont 

83 13 

In Arkansas more GOP than Democrat votes were cast 
in the ~ne House contest, but three Democrats were 
unopposed. 



ST/\TfCS orSTr.nlUTr:O , CC0P~r~l\' ~O T I ~I r:S \'III ,-N TI! E1 R VOTERS CAST 
MO RE ~-RrplTn-l.lC..'\;\r'l'! !(\ :; [;i~\7"")CT~~\ ~ V\) !'i~ ;: FOR CU~jC j>.ES S I Oll i\L ( LOI'it::R fIOUSC) SEATS 

Last Four Congr-cssi o nal El e ctions: 1964, 1966, 1968, 1970 


No. of Time s Electo ral Cast Electoral Vote for Nixon (N) 

Republican P lurality Votes 1960 1969 


l. 	 In all four electio ns 6~-70 


Kansas 7 

Nebras ka 5 

Idaho 4 

North Dako ta 3 

Ve r mont 3 


22 


2. 	 In 1966, 68 and 70 (not 64) 

Ohio 25 

Iowa 8 

Ariz ona 6 

New Hampshire 4 

Utah 4 

De l awa r e 3 


50. 

3. 	 In 1964, 66 and 68 (not 70) 

Montana 4 

South Dakota 4 


8' 

4. 	 In 1968 and 70 (not 64 r,o r 

Colo rado 7 


*Arkansas 6 

New Mexico 4 


17 


5. 	 In 1966 and 68 (not 64 nor 

California 45 

Illinois 26 

New Jersey 17 

Indiana 13 

Wisconsin 11 

Minneso ta 10 

Tennessee 10 

Ore go:: 6 

Alaska 3 

Wyoming 3 


144 


6. 	 In 1966 only (n o t 64 nor 68 

Pennsylvania 27 

Michigan 21 


48 


7. 	 In 1964 only (not 66 nor 68 

Alabama 9 


8 . 	 No G.O. P. plurality in an y 

New York 41 

Texas 26 

Florida 17 

Mas sachusetts 14 

North Carolina 13 

Georgia 12 

Missouri 12 

Virginia 12 

Louis i.ana 10 

Marylan d 10 

Kentucky 9 

WaShington 9 

Connect icut 8 

Oklahoma 8 

South Carolina 8 

Mississi P? i 7 

West Virginia 6 

Hawai i 4 

I-laine 4 

Rhode Island 4 

Nevada 3 


237 


9. District o f Col urnb ia 3 


538 


66) 

70) 

nor 70) 

nor 70) 

of last four 

TOTAL 

*few con t cs ts , scattered e l e ctions 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 
0 

N 
N 

N 
0 
N 

N 
0 
0 
N 
N 
0 
N 
N 
N 
N 

0 
0 

0 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

N 
N 

N 
0 
N 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 
0 
N 
N 
N 
N 

0 
0 

0 

Congressi o nal elections 
0 0 
0 0 
N N 
0 0 
0 N 
0 0 
0 N 
N N 
0 0 
0 0 
N N 
N 0 
0 0 
N N 
0 N 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
N 0 
0 0 
0 N 

0 

http:RrplTn-l.lC


) TAB E 

I 

STATES WHICH HAVE NOT VOTED REPUBLICh~ IN THE LAST FOUR HOUSE 
ELECTIONS, AND DID NOT VOTE FOR NIXON IN 1960 OR 1968 

State 1972 Electoral Votes 

New York 41 


Texas 26 


Massachusetts 14 


Georgia 12 


Louisiana 10 


Maryland 10 


Connecticut 8 


Mississippi 7 


West Virginia 6 


Hawaii 4 


Rhode Island 4 


142 


Alabama and Arkansas can be added to this group. 
Their ventures into voting for Republican congressmen 
have been just about that so far. 



TAB F 


These figures on Congressional and Senatorial vote and 
Congressional turnout relate to various demographic, socio­
economic and political factors. The results are based on 
in-depth interviews with a selected national cross section 
of 1513 citizens of voting age. Interviewing took place 
after the election, during the months of November and 
December, 1970. The study was another in the regular 
series which the Center for Political Studies at the 
University of Michigan has conducted since 1948. 

N = weighted number of interviews and shows relative size 
of each category. 

Congressional Vote Senatorial Vote 

% % % % % 
Dem. Rep.N Dem. Rep. Con. N 

1. Sex 

Male ~ 54 46 (390) 60 38 2 (340) 
Female 56 44 (427) 59 37 4 (402) 

2. Race 

White 53 47 (767) 57 40 3 (700) 
Negro 87 13 (52) 97 1 1 (44) 

3. Age 

Under 35 57 43 (193) 58 37 5 (167) 
35-44 58 42 (143) 64 35 2 (145) 
45-54 54 46 (171) 59 37 4 (153) 
55-64 59 41 (158) 64 35 2 (135) 
65 and over 45 55 (148) 53 43 3 (139) 

4. Education 

Grade School 66 34 (161) 65 34 1 (147) 
Some High School 66 34 (98) 72 27 1 (88) 
High School 

Completed 52 48 (287) 59 36 4 (253) 
Some College 45 55 (130) 54 39 7 (125) 
College and 

Post Graduate 49 51 (142) 50 48 2 (130) 



TAB F (page 2) 

,I 
Congressional Vote Senatorial Vote 

I 

% % % % % 
Dem. Rep. N Dem. Rep. Con. N 

5. 1970 Family Income 

Under $4000 6B 32 (125) 70 29 1 (10 B) 
- $4000-$7400 52 4B (151) 56 43 1 (145) 

$7500-$14900 56 - 44 (345) 63 33 4 (310 ) 
$15000 and over 44 56 (170) 51 44 4 (161) 

6. Household Union Membership 

One or more members 65 35 (194) 67 30 3 (200) 
No union members 52 4B (615 ) 57 40 3 (536 ) 

7. Party Identification 

Strong Dem. 91 9 (191) 99 1 0 (166) 
Weak Dem. 77 23 (174) B5 13 2 (153) 
Indep. Dem. 75 25 ( 6 B) B4 16 0 ( 70) 
Independent 52 4B ( 71) 56 42 2 ( 73) 
Indep. Rep. 35 65 ( 62) 31 65 4 ( 59) 
Weak Rep. 17 B3 (143) 19 73 B (135 ) 
Strong Rep. 4 96 (107) 6 BB 7 ( BB) 

B. Religion 

Protestant 52 4B (57 B) 53 45 2 ( 4Bl) 
Catholic 5B 42 (167) 6B 25 7 (171) 
Jewish B6 14 ( 25) B7 13 0 ( 36) 
Other or none 6B 32 ( 46) 72 2B 0 ( 54) 



TAB G 

SUMMARY OF 1968 AND 1970 CANDIDATE THERMOMETERS 

Principal First Choice Last Choice Neutral Standard 
(Candidate) Mean Score Mentions a Mentions a (500 scores) Don't Know Deviation 

1968 1970 1968 1970 1968 1970 1968 1970 1968 1970 1968 1970 


Nixon 66.5 59.0 36% 38% 8% 14% 16% 16% 1% 1% 23 28 

Muskie 61.4 57.0 16 20 10 10 31 26 8 17 22 26 

Lindsayb 51.8 9 11 31 -- , 21 23 

Reagan 49.1 51.6 5 14 17 14 34 25 5 9 22 26 

Kennedy, E.b 50.3 26 28 13 2 33 

Humphrey 61.7 49.9 25 18 13 19 14 20 1 3 27 27 

Agnew 50.4 45.9 4 13 13 26 41 18 7 4 21 28 

McGovernb 45.5 4 12 40 36 22 

McCarthy 54.8 44.3 11 6 14 17 32 33 5 17 23 24 

Wallace 31.4 31.7 11 12 62 54 13 14 2 6 31 32 

a These columns add up to more than 100 percent because a respondent could give 
the same highest or lowest score to several principals. 

b Ratings were obtained for this principal in only one of the two election years. 



TAB I 

The Distribution of Party Identification in the United States p 

1952-1970 

Question: "Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as a Republican, a Democrat, an 
Independent, or what? (IF REPUBLICA.N OR DEMOCRAT) Would you call yourself a strong 
(R)(D) or a not very strong (R)(D)? (IF INDEPENDENT) Do you think of yourself as 
closer to the Republican or Democratic Party?" 

Oct. Oct. Oct. Oct. Oct. . Nov. Oct. Nov. Nov. Nov. 
1952 1954 1956 1958 1960 1962 1964 1966 1968 1970 

Democrat 

Strong 22% 22% 21% 23% 21% 23% 26% 18% 20% 20% 

Weak 25 25 23 24 25 23 25 27 25 23 

Independent 

Democrat 10 9 7 7 8 8 9 9 10 10 

Independent 5 7 9 8 8 8 8 12 11 13 

Republican 7 6 8 '. 7 6 6 7 9 8 

Republican 

Weak 14 14 14 16 13 16 13 15 1'. 15 

Strong 13 13 15 13 14 12 11 10 10 10 

Apolitical, 
Don't know 4 4 3 5 ~ 4 2 2 1 1 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Number of Cases 1614 1139 1772 1269 3021 1289 1571 1291 1553 1802 

Center for Political Studies 
The University of Micht~an November, 1970 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Administratively Confidential 

. October 14, 	1971 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 	 BOB MARIK 

FROM: 	 GORDON STRACHAN /CJ
7/;;NrI 

SUBJECT: 	 Muskie Bus~ing Statement 

The Muskie statement about bussing being a legitimate 
tool that can "be used, and should be used, and the 
courts have said it must be used", must not be lost. 

Please run periodic -- monthly -- tests of the RNC's 
I ' 	

capability of retrieving this and other bussing state­
ments by the Democratic Contenders. 

.,JA.~/ft~~ /I~/dP~~ 
~. /( ;:?t~ tdt'A 

II 

IJ~~· 

/fJ!J
~ 



TAB H 

DEMOGRAPHIC AND PARTISAN BASES OF CANDIDATE SUPPORT 

18-22 North- North- South- South-
Overall Demo- Inde- Repub- year ern ern ern ern 
Average Candidate crats pendents licans olps Whites Blacks Whites Blacks 

59 . Nixon 47 58 81 56 60 35 61 50 

57 Muskie 64 54 48 57 60 67 48 61 

52 Lindsay 53 51 51 ' 55 53 61 48 53 

52 Reagan 44 52 65 47 52 37 . 53 45 

50 Kennedy,E. 64 45 33 64 49 87 39 92 

50 Humphrey 61 45 37 48 50 72 41 · 81 

46 Agnew 37 47 60 38 46 22 50 34 

46 McGovern 51 45 37 51 47 53 40 46 

McCarthy 48 44 39 54 46 52 40 49 

32 

44 --­ Wallace 30 35 30 35 28 9 47 12 

Source: 	 Jerrold Rusk, Purdue University & 

Herbert F. Weisberg, University of Michigan ,· 

"Perceptions of Presidential Candidates: . 

A Midterm Report" (mimeo, September, 1971) 


I 




ov rob r 15, 1971 

TrvELY CO IDENTIAL 

MORANDUM R: OB tARIK 

RO • GORDON S CHAN 

SU JECT: E 

Thi i t of inlormation I tru t your peopl ar 
k ping. he op ninq s ctions y prov articul r1y 
u ful. 

GS : elr 



Nov mb r 15, 1 71 

AOMINISTRATIV£LY CO~ IDENTIAL 

ME! • lDUM FOR: 	 DICK 00 . 

PO: 	 GORDO STRACP 1 

SUBJECT: 	 Jack rat&'1er­
Pre id nti 1 L tt r 

In r sponse to your sugge tion th t the President write and 
thank Jack r the for hi e forts in Lo Ange1e , I h ve 
attach d a co y of tli . letter th Pr sidcnt ent tor. 
Wrather on Novemb r 11. Oth r ~ov mber 9 Dinn r Chairmen 
a1 0 rec ived letter of gratitud from the re ident. 

ttachment: Copy of November 11, 1971 letter to Jack Wrather. 

GS: e lr 
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MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 12, 1971 

MEMORA1\lDUM FOR H. R. HALDEMAJ.'\) 

FROM: DICK MOORE (W'v 

SUBJECT: Salute to the President Dinner 

Just a brief report on the Los Angeles dinner which was a 
total success in terms of both attendance and enthusiasm. 
The official count was 1005, which I understand was con­
siderably more than originally anticipated. 

One good feature was the projection system which was ab­
solutely perfect, both video and audio. As a result, the 
President's address from Chicago came across almost as 
well as if he had been there. 

To say the reaction to the speech was favorable would be 
to understate the case. For example, Donn Tatum, President 
of the Disney company, came over to our table to tell me 
that it was the best speech he had ever heard the President 
make, and I could tell he was not just being polite. 

I realize that most of the remarks I heard were from the 
President's friends, but even allowing for that bias, their 
comments were exceptionally enthusiastic. Among G~ose I 
talked to were: Taft Schreiber, Ted Clli~mings, Peter Pitchess, 
Gordon Luce, Mr. and Mrs. William French Smith, Emmett Jones, 
Pete Dailey, Roy Disney, Earl Adams, Jack Wrather, Jack Warner, 
and Henry Salvatori, to name only a few. 

The separate local program of Art Linkletter, John Mitchell 
and Governor Reagan was very good. The Governor went out of 
his way to endorse the President's Peking initiative and he 
did it very effectively. 

An interesting footnote: Mr. Frank Sinatra attended the 
dinner and sat at the table of the Attorney General of the 
United States. 



MEMORANDUM 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

November 12, 1971 

MEMORfu~DUM FOR H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: DICK MOORE 

SUBJECT: Los Angeles Dinner 

Several people told me that Jack Wrather, the dinner chairman, 
really worked his head off, and he was obviously thrilled by 
the result. I had a brief talk with him, and for future ref­
erence I think it would be a good idea for the President to 
write him a thank you letter. A suggested draft is attached. 

Attachment 



DRAFT 11/12/71 (Moore) 

Dear Jack: 

John Mitchell and a number of those who were there 

have told me that the Los Angeles dinner Tuesday night 

was an outstanding success in every way. They also 

told me of the tremendous contribution of time and 

effort which you personally made and which meant so much 

to the success of the evening. 

It is already clear that the dinners have given a 

great lift to Republican spirits throughout the country. 

As you can understand, I was particularly delighted to 

know that this is so true of Southern California. 

I hope you will extend my sincere thanks to all your 

colleagues. Meanwhile, I want you to know how deeply 

I appreciate your continuing friendship and support. 

Pat joins me in sending our best to you and Bonita. 


Sincerely, 


Mr. John D. Wrather, Jr. 
207 North Canon Drive 
Beverly Hills, California 90210 

RN:RAM:hmd 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WA SHINGTON 

Date : __/LJ.6.....,/:..-3~()L.. 
TO, ~ I 
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN 
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t h e 

I NSIDE THE DEfvlOCRAT IC PARTY L-Jack Re ddin 

Havi ng served as publ ici t y di rector f or the Democrat ic 
Na t i onal Comm i t t ee under th e Trurran Administrat i on, J ack Re dding 
is err.inently qualifie d t o wri t e t hi s a cco unt of t h e two year 
Par ty effort t ha t preceeded Truman' s surpr i sing victory a t t h e 
polls i n Nov e mbe r , 19 49. 

Re dding r ecal ls the atmosphere of gloon and t h e total 
disorganiza tion wh ich surroun de d t he Democrat ic Pa r ty in early 
1947 and g oe s on t o tel l of the men , the ideas, and t he events 
which led ev entual l y t o t h e reorganization of the Party and t o 
one of t he most successful po litical campaigns in American h is tory . 

The author at t r i butes Trurr.an I s v ic tory i n l arg e par t to M 
the man h imself; his spir i t and courage and his never ending drC~ ~I 
to carry hi s story directly t o the pe op l e . He at tr i but es Trurr acf?' ~J 
succe ss as we ll to the American peopl e's l ove of th e underdog ~ 
a nd to t h e ir e ventua l r eco gn l t lon of Trunan as a man of the people. 

But t h e c a mpaign wo r kers a nd t hei r ing enious ideas carrie d 
t he res i dent's me ssage . They s ought to bui ld all l evels of t he 
Party organ i zat ion t o their bes t efficiency i n sp ite of div i sion 
within. Th ey up t he pub l icity de ar t ment , s et up l on g d i stant 
telephon e sounding s to weigh re a cti ons to Truman's speeches . Th ey 
org anized Part y l eade r c onf r ences, later dubb ed "t ho ught c on tr ol 
clinics " , whe r e party leaders fro m every stat e me t each week 
with t he President. f he y organi ?e d the IIT r urr:an File" which 
c atalogued quo t e s from Tr uman' s s peeches on vari ous top i cs wh ic h 
could b e us ed i n Party groups and c oul d be f ood fo :c press releas e s. 

~ ~ One of the ost valuabl e campaign tools was the creati on of 
)t II api t a l Comment" , a f ou r pag e weekly news l etter wh i ch serve d ~ 

_.11' as a n outhp iece to r eac h Party workers and whic h brought addi tiona l 
\r- ewspaper publi ci t y. 

t The Party ma d e special appeal to the 25% of the p opulat i on 
h i c h was of for e i gn orig in . A na t ion a l c omm i ttee of l eaders 

from t h e d i fferent l anguag e r ou s wa s organi zed r e pr es ent ing 
the 2? mill ion Amer icans wh o s p ok e in their nativ e t on gue . The y 
he lped t o a dv ise and to tran late ca~paign material fo r foreign 
nefspaper s and radio stations . 

A day t ime t el evision progra m wa s crE@ted a n d aime d at 
h ousewi ve s. Called liThe Demo cra t i c Rec or d", it satari zed t h e 
Re publican " do nothin g Congr ess rt , t he problem of increas i ng t axe s, 

Dewey campaign, etc. It prove d an en orrr ously succes s ful 

too~ for~t~J\iJ-c;.:rn:;;d~r:if~(-

http:Trurr.an
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The VJ o- ker s published a p i ctur e book of Truman ' s lt f e story 
whi c h was widel y di stributed a s well as 2 ,000 print s of a f t l m 
depicting the s t or y of th e Pre si dent. For six da ys before t he 
el ection, no one could g o to the ov i e s without see ing t h e fi l w. 

Te levision t ime was purc h ased so that prominent Party l eaders 
could a ddr ess the nati on and listen ing posts were set up across 
t h e country where Par t y group s could gathe r to h ea r and discuss t he 
broadcas t . 

The tone of Trw la n ' s campa i n was c haracter i 7e d by his decision 
to t rave l a cross the count ry speak ing to the pe ople f roIT! th e rear 
pla t f orm of a tra i n. 

Wh i le Inside The DeItocrati c Party i s a f a ctual a ccoun t of 
a l l that t oo k p l ace within the De ~ ocrat ic Party i n 1947 and 1948 , 
Re dd i ng is primar i ly intereste d in exploring the spe c ific s wh i ch 
wa de the eventual v ic tory p oss ib le . Th e ~ o s t t mp ortant was the very 
per sonal n a ture of the c a mpaign TTuman' s c onc ~rn vvith a r ty 
leader s and the ir tho ugh t s a nd suggest i ons as wel l as wi t h t h e 
co mm on man and h i s des i re to have the~ know hirr a n d h is story. 

Gr e gg Peter s n eyer 
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