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From Sedam to Mitchell RE: obstacles to
Wallace's running for office in various key
states. List of states and whether or not
Wallace is eligible to run in them attached.
21 pgs.

From Higby to Strachan RE: Ehrlichman's
relations with the Committee for the Re-
Election of the President. 2 pgs.

From Haldeman to Ehrlichman RE:
Ehrlichman's strong criticisms of the CRP. 3

Ppgs.

Memo from anonymous author to unknown
recipient RE: Ehrlichman's treatment of the
Committee for the Re-Election of the
President. Handwritten notes added by
unknown parties. 2 pgs.




Box Number Folder Number Document Date No Date Subject Document Type Document Description

30 4 2/23/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Ehrlichman to Mitchell RE: poor
relations between White House staff
members and the CRP. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/3/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Ehrlichman RE: defining
the campaign role of the CRP. 3 pgs.

30 4 2/28/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Herbert L. Porter to Magruder RE:
athletes in support of RN. 2 pgs.

30 4 4/3/1972 ] Campaign Other Document Talking paper for a meeting with Mitchell
generated by Haldeman relating to California
and other key states. 1 pg.

30 4 3/14/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Safire to Haldeman RE: the draft of a
statement on campaign spending from Stans
and Safire's recommendation that it not be
approved. 2 pgs.
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30 4 3/15/1972 ] Campaign
30 4 3/15/1972 (] Campaign
30 4 3/15/1972 (] Campaign
30 4 3/14/1972 ] Campaign
30 4 3/9/1972 (] Campaign
Tuesday, August 30, 2011 Page 3 of 12

Memo

Letter

Memo

Memo

Memo

From Chotiner to Haldeman RE: attached

information. 1 pg.

From Chotiner to RN RE: projected 1972

Florida voting figures compared to those of
1968. 1 pg.

From Strachan to Haldeman RE: notes from

a meeting on campaign finances. 1 pg.

From Magruder to Mitchell RE: campaign

contributions and financial disclosure. 2 pgs.

From Chotiner to Haldeman RE: an enclosed

document. 1 pg.
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30 4 3/9/1972 ] Campaign Letter From Chotiner to RN RE: analyzing the
results of the New Hampshire primary. 1 pg.

30 4 3/29/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Buchanan to RN RE: information on
McGovern's projected victory in the
Wisconsin Democratic Primary. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/16/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Higby to Strachan RE: developing a
"line" for Wisconsin. Handwritten notes
added by unknown. 1 pg.

30 4 3/28/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: attached
information from Tom Girard on Wisconsin.
1 pg.

30 4 3/28/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Thomas E. Girard to Magruder RE:

campaign fund disclosure in Wisconsin. 1 pg.
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30 4 3/28/1972 ] Campaign Report From Magruder to Mitchell RE: projections
for the Wisconsin primary. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/23/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: plans for the
Maryland primary. Map of Maryland
attached. Graphical timeline of operating
plan not scanned. 7 pgs.

30 4 3/24/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Nancy Brataas to Magruder RE: the
use of telephone operations in the Maryland
campaign. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/23/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Robert Morgan, through Magruder, to
Mitchell RE: direct mail planning for the
Maryland primary. Graphical timeline of the
state field organization schedule not scanned.

2 pgs.

30 4 3/24/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: the CRP's
operating plan for the California state
primary. Graphs of various California
political races and map attached. Graphical
representation of California primary
operating plan not scanned. 13 pgs.
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30 4 3/9/1972 ] Domestic Policy Memo From Nofziger to Flemming RE: problems
with the California Committee for the Re-
Election of the President budget. Budget and
speaker schedule for California attached. 8

bgs.

30 4 3/23/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Pat Hutar to Marik RE: volunteer
programs for the California primary. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/23/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Joanou to Dailey pointing out ways to
improve the organization of California in the
1972 election. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/24/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Brataas to Magruder RE: the use of a
telephone campaign in the California
primary. 2 pgs.

30 4 3/22/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Morgan to Marik RE: plans for the use
of direct mail in the California campaign.
Proposed plans attached 6 pgs.
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30 4 3/27/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: the
Committee for the Re-Election of the
President's operating plan for the Indiana
primary. Map of Indiana included.
Graphical operating plan not scanned. 9 pgs.

30 4 3/15/1972 (] Campaign Memo From anonymous author to unknown
recipient RE: the CRP's operating plan for
the primary in the State of Michigan.
Handwritten notes added by unknown. Map
included. Graphical operating plan not
scanned. 5 pgs.

30 4 3/23/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: planning for
the primaries in various states. Chart of
primary activities in the same states attached.

6 pgs.

30 4 3/16/1972 ] Campaign Report From Marik, through Magruder, to Mitchell
summarizing primary activities in New
Hampshire. 7 pgs.

30 4 3/14/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: planning for
the primaries in various states. Chart of
primary activities in the same states attached.

7 pgs.
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Handwritten notes relating to various
campaign topics in California. 5 pgs.

Graphical operating schedule for primaries in
various states. Not scanned.

From Magruder to unknown RE: planning for
presidential primaries in various states.
Handwritten notes added by unknown. Chart
of proposed activities attached. 6 pgs.

Various documents bundled together to form
a report on the Campaign Strategy Group's
plan for the California Primary. Handwritten
notes added by unknown. Charts and map of
California included. 9 pgs.

Graphical representation of the operating
plan for the California primary. Not scanned.
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30 4 3/4/1972 ] Campaign Other Document Handwritten notes relating to the campaign
in Oregon. 1 pg.

30 4 3/4/1972 (] Campaign Other Document Handwritten notes relating to the campaign
in Indiana. 2 pgs.

30 4 Campaign Other Document Handwritten notes relating to the campaign
primary activities. 1 pg.

30 4 3/21/1972 ] Campaign Memo From W. Richard Howard to Higby RE: an
attached document from Magruder.
Handwritten notes added from Higby to
Strachan. 1 pg.

30 4 3/13/1972 (] Campaign Memo From G. Gordon Liddy to Mitchell RE:
states permitting write-ins in presidential
primaries. Information taken from "Political
Reoprt" on those states included. 7 pgs.
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30 4 3/7/1972 (=]
30 4 3/7/1972 (]
30 4 3/13/1972 O
30 4 3/14/1972 O
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Subject

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Document Type

Document Description

Memo

Memo

Memo

Memo

Other Document

Tuesday, August 30, 2011

Page 10 of 12

From Colson to Higby RE: the role of write-
ins in presidential primaries. 1 pg.

From Higby to Haldeman summarizing
Colson's meeting with RN. 1 pg.

From G. Gordon Liddy to Mitchell RE:
states permitting write-ins in presidential
primaries. Information taken from "Political
Reoprt" on those states included. 7 pgs.

From Higby to Strachan RE: an attached
document. 1 pg.

Talking paper for a meeting with the
Attorney General generated by Haldeman
relating to primary campaigning.
Handwritten responses added by unknown. 1
pg.




Box Number  Folder Number Document Date No Date
30 4 3/7/1972 (=]
30 4 3/7/1972 (]
30 4 3/7/1972 (]
30 4 3/22/1972 O
30 4 3/23/1972 O

Subject

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Campaign

Document Type

Document Description

Memo

Other Document

Other Document

Memo

Memo

Tuesday, August 30, 2011

Page 11 of 12

From Higby to Haldeman summarizing
Colson's meeting with RN. 1 pg.

Talking paper for a meeting with the
Attorney General generated by Haldeman
relating to primary campaigning.
Handwritten notes added by Higby and
unknown. 1 pg.

Talking paper for a meeting with the
Attorney General generated by Haldeman
relating to primary campaigning.
Handwritten notes added by unknown. 1 pg.

From Magruder to Mitchell RE: operating
plans for the Michigan presidential primary.
Map of Michigan included. Graphical
representation of plan not scanned. 6 pgs.

From Robert Morgan, through Magruder, to
Mitchell RE: a direct mail program for the
Michigan presidential primary. 2 pgs.




Box Number Folder Number Document Date No Date Subject Document Type Document Description

30 4 3/23/1972 ] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: operating
plans for the Massachusetts presidential
primary. Map of Massachusetts included. 6

bgs.

30 4 3/21/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: operating
plans for the Oregon presidential primary.
Map of Oregon included. Graphical
representation of plan not scanned. 8 pgs.

30 4 3/27/1972 (] Campaign Memo From Clifford A. Miller to Dailey and
Joanou RE: Democrats' use of various media
in their presidential campaigns. 1 pg.
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

March 23, 1972

170t PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N.W.
WASHINGTON. D. C. 20006
(202) 333-0920

-CONEIDENTTAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: GLENN J. SEDAM, JR. #
e
SUBJECT: Legal Obstacles to Governor Wallace
Qualifying for the General Election

Ballot

§

We have reviewed the laws of the Presidential Primary states
(except the District of Columbia), the five states Governor

Wallace carried in 1968, and eight other states to determine
what legal obstacles may stand in his way,in qualifying for

the General Election Ballot after having run as a candidate

for nomination in several Democrat Primaries.

Further, we have reviewed the legal status of the American
Independent Party (sometimes called the American Party) in

each state, and where that party is not a qualified political
party we have reviewed the requirements a minor or new party
must meet to have their candidate placed on the General Election
Ballot. We have also reviewed the requirements an Independent
candidate (e.g. McCarthy) must meet to qualify for the Ballot.

The review of the Presidential Preference Primary states is
attached as Tab A. Governor Wallace, by having run in the
Indiana, Maryland, Michigan, Nebraska, Oregon, Pennsylvania,

and South Dakota primaries, will be barred in those states from
running in the General Election. 1In Maryland, Nebraska, and
Pennsylvania, he is barred by having missed the General Election
filing deadlines. He will be barred in Indiana, Michigan, South




The Honorable John N, Mitchell

March 23, 1972
Page 2

Dakota, and Oregon by statutory prohibitions against running in

the General Election after having run as a candidate in the

Primary. However, the Indiana statute will probably be given

an interpretation by the State Board of Elections which will

permit Governor Wallace's nomination by the AIP. The statutes

in Oregon, Michigan, and South Dakota may be challenged in 1><;
court, and if successfully so, then in only Maryland, Nebraska, \

and Pennsylvania will he be barred from the General Election

\ Ballot.

The review of the five states Governor Wallace carried in 1968
is attached as Tab B. The AIP.would face no legal obstacles in
running the Governor as their candidate in these five states.
They are, however, facing a practical problem in Arkansas for
they must obtain 43,000 signatures which they apparently are
having difficulty doing. Furthermore, the filing deadline in
Arkansas is not yet established, and the Attorney General is
apparently delaying setting a deadline to give the AIP more
time. How long he can delay is unresolved.

In Georgia, 98,000 signatures will be required and that could
become a practical problem.

The review of eight other states (Arizona, Iowa, Kentucky,
Missouri, New York, South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia) is
attached as Tab C. Governor Wallace faces no legal obstacles

in qualifying in any of these states, but is facing practical
obstacles in Texas.

In Texas, the AIP must gather 23,000 signatures between May 6
and June 30 to qualify as a party, and it appears at this time
that they may have difficulty doing so.

In conclusion, of the thirty-three states reviewed, Governor
Wallace cannot run as a third party candidate, or as an Independent,
in Maryland, Nebraska, and Pennsylvania. He is also barred from
running as a third party candidate or as an Independent, if

current statutory provisions are upheld, in Indiana, Michigan,

South Dakota, and Oregon. He appears to be facing practical diffi-
culties in Arkansas, Georgia, and Texas.

CONFIDENTIAL




The Honorable John N. Mitchell
March 23, 1972
Page 3

In all other of the thirty~three states reviewed he will
face no legal or practical obstacles in qualifying as a
third party candidate. It could be said, however, that
one gets the feeling in talking with Secretaries of State
and with persons in their offices, that Governor Wallace
and his supporters are not generally taking the steps they
should be taking to develop the momentum which will be
required to qualify the AIP as a party, or to qualify the
Governor as a candidate, and that should they later decide

to do so the momentum to gather the needed signatures may
not be easily developed. v
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CALIFORNIA

Governor Wallace is not on the Democrat Primary Ballot in
California, and faces no legal obstacles in running as a
third party candidate in the General Election.

The AIP 1is a recognized party in California and can certify
Wallace as a candidate for President to the Secretary of
State after the national and state AIP conventions in July
(exact dates not yet set),

An Independent candidate faces a difficult practical obstacle
in that to be placed on the Ballot nomination papers, signed
by voters equal to not less than 5 percent of the entire
vote cast in the 1970 Gubernatorial Election (about 325,500
signatures), must be filed with the Secretary of State after
August 21, but not later than September 14.

FLORIDA

.

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in
the Florida General Election as a candidate of any other party.

The AIP, not having 5 percent of the total registered voters

of the state on January 1, is not a recognized political party.
Therefore, to run Wallace as a candidate in the General Election,
the AIP must submit petitions signed by 1 percent of the regis-
tered voters in Florida (there must be a separate petition from
each county). Petitions must be submitted by August 15.

Any candidate to run as an Independent would follow the same
procedure.
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ILLINOIS

Governor Wallace was not on the Democratic Primary Ballot in
Illinois, and faces no legal obstacles in running in the
General Election. ‘

The AIP is not a recognized party in Illinois. Therefore, to
run Governor Wallace as a candidate, the AIP must form a new
political party by filing with the Secretary of State a peti=-
tion declaring their intention to form such a party, signed
by not less than 25,000 voters, and by filing a certificate
of nomination with the State Election Board by August 7.

Independent candidates must file nomination papers signed by
25,000 voters with the State Election Board by August 7.

INDIANA

Governor Wallace is on the Democratic Primary Ballot in Indiana.
If he loses that primary, there is a legal obstagle to his
running in the General Election.

An Indiana statute provides that no person who is defeated in
any primary may be eligible to become a candidate for the same
office in the next General Election (Burns Amnotated Statutes,
Section 29-3620). However, this statutory provision is subject
to the interpretation that while a candidate may not be eligible
to run in the General Election after being defeated in a primary,

- he may be permitted to run in the General Election as the nominee

of a party. Attorneys on Wallace's behalf have taken this issue
to the State Election Board. The State Election Board has reques~-
ted an opinion from the State Attorney General, but we are told
no opinion will be issued. It will then be the responsibility of
the State Election Board to resolve the issue. While it is
impossible to know what the Board will decide, we have learned
that the attorney for the Board favors the interpretation that
Governor Wallace could run as the nominee of the AIP, A decision
by the Board is expected before the May 2 Primary.

The AIP is not a recognized political party in Indiana. Therefore,
should they attempt to run Governor Wallace as a candidate in the
General Election, they must file with the Governor of Indiana a
petition signed by voters equal in number to 1 percent of the total
vote cast in the last preceding General Election (approximately
9,000 signatures), That petition must be filed no later than
September 1.

Independent candidates follow the same petition procedure with the
deadline, September 1.
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MARYLAND

Governor Wallace will be a candidate in the Democrat Primary in
Maryland. Whether he wins or loses that primpary, the only way in
which he can be on the General Election Ballot in Maryland is

to be the nominee of the Democrat National Convention.

Independents and candidates of any party other than the Democrat
or GOP Parties must have filed a Certificate of Candidacy by
March 6. Even though the AIP is a recognized minority party in
Maryland they would have had to follow that procedure.

Consequently, the deadline having passed, there is no way Wallace
can run in the General Election in Maryland except as the National
Democrat Party nominee. v

L3

MASSACHUSETTS *

Governor Wallace will be running in the Massachusetts Democrat
Presidential Primary, and will face no legal obstacles in running
in the General Election.

The ATIP is not a recognized political party in Massachusetts;
hence, they must proceed as a new party and must file nomination
" papers containing 56,038 signatures by July 11, 1972, with the
State Board of Elections.

Independent candidates proceed in the same manner.
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MICHIGAN

Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Presidential Primary
Ballot in Michigan, and will, therefore, be prohibited from
running in the General Election.

A Michigan statute provides that no person whose name has
been placed on the primary ballot shall be a candidate of an-
other party in the General Election.

There is no statutory provision for Independent candidates in
Michigan,

While the above statute, if not declared invalid, would pro-
hibit Wallace from running as a candidate of the AIP, the AIP
is a recognized major political party in Michigan and can
certify a candidate after their convention in August. They
will probably, therefore, challenge the statute.

NEBRASKA

Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Primary Ballot in
Nebraska. Whether he wins or loses_that Democratic Primary,
there is no way in which he can be on the Nebraska General

. Election Ballot except to be the nominee of the National Demo-

crat Party.

The American Independent Party is not a recognized major party
in Nebraska. Parties other than recognized major parties, and
Independents, must have filed petitions by February 9 to be
candidates on the General Election Ballot. No parties and no
Independents have done so. Consequently, the deadline having
passed, Governor Wallace cannot run in the General Election in
Nebraska except as the National Democrat Party nominee,
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NEW HAMPSHIRE

Governor Wallace was not on the Primary Ballot in New Hampshire
and faces no legal obstacles in running in the New Hampshire
General Election.

The AIP is a recognized party in New Hampshire and, after hold-
ing a state convention, may certify Presidential candidates to
the Secretary of State. The state convention must be held not
later than October 3.

Independent candidates must file petitions with the Secretary
of State, signed by at least 1,000 voters, and must be sub-
mitted not later than September 28.

-

NEW JERSEY

»

Governor Wallace has not yet filed for the New Jersey Primary
(deadline will be April 27). Even if he files, however, and
is defeated, he will face no legal obstacles in running in the
General Election., )

The AIP is not a recognized party in New Jersey. To run a
candidate in the General Election, the AIP will have to nomi-

‘nate by petition signed by voters equal to 2 percent of the

entire vote cast in the last General Election (approximately
43,000 signatures). Nominating petitions must be filed with
the Secretary of State not later than April 27.

An Independent candidate must follow the same petitioning procedures,

.- :{"‘;’“ e~ w,w »w - g o 3¢ e R TN S e - -
' 3 © I - , s R
L - ‘ o Wk T - e



NEW MEXICO

Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Primary Ballot in New
Mexico but will face no legal obstacles in running in the
General Election.

The AIP is not currently a qualified political party in New
Mexico and must proceed to re—qualify as a minor or new party
by filing its rules and regulations, and must file a Certifi-
cate of Nomination, signed by the chairman and secretary of the
state convention, with the Secretary of State not later than
September 8.

There are no statutory provisions for Independent candidates.

.

NORTH CAROLINA

->

Governor Wallace will be on the Democratic Primary Ballot in
North Carolina. Should he lose, there are no legal obstacles
to his running in the General Election,

The AIP is a recognized political party in North Carolina and
may certify a Presidential candidate to the Secretary of State
after the AIP's July convention. Certification must be made

by August 1.

Independent candidates face difficult practical obstacles in
that they must file with their nominating petition an affi-
davit stating that they are not affiliated with any political
party. This must be filed with the State Board of Elections
not later than May 31. As a further practical obstacle, the
petition must be signed by qualified voters equal to 25 percent
of the total 1968 Presidential vote (approximately 397,000
signatures).




OHIO

Governor Wallace is not on the Primary Ballot in Ohio but
would face no legal obstacles in running in the General
Election as a third party candidate. He would not, how-
ever, be permitted to run as an Independent for the filing
deadline has passed.

The AIP is recognized as a party in Ohio and can certify
candidates to the Secretary of State after a state conven-—
tion (date not yet determined). The state AIP chairman has
informed the Ohio Board of Elections that the AIP will be
placing Governor Wallace's name on the Ballot as an AIP
candidate whether or not he receives the Democratic nomination.

Independent candiéates were to have filed petitions by Febru-
ary 2. Only one minor state individual has filed as an
Independent.

OREGON

Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Presidential Primary
Ballot and, consequently, will be prohibited by statute from
running in the General Election as a candidate for any other
party, or as an Independent.

We are informed by the Secretary of State's office,. however,
that there is considerable discussion in Oregon concerning

this statutory prohibition and that it is anticipated that, be-
cause of the requirement that a candidate in the Primary cannot
remove himself from the Ballot once nominated by the Secretary
of State, a court challenge to the petition will be filed.

Were the AIP to attempt to run Governor Wallace, they would
have to proceed as a new political party and must file a peti-
tion signed by registered voters equal in number to 5 percent
of the vote cast in the last General Election (approximately
3,300 signatures), or proceed as an "organized group" and hold
a state-wide meeting with 1,000 voters present. In either case,
a Certificate of Nomination must be filed with the Secretary of
State not later than August 29.

Independent candidates must file a petition of nomination signed
by voters equal in number to not less than 3 percent of the state
vote in the last Presidential election (approximately 24,500
signatures). Such Certificate of Nomination must be filed not
later than August 29,
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PENNSYLVANIA

Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Primary Ballot in
Pennsylvania. Whether or not he wins that election, the
only way he can be on the General Election Ballot is as the
nominee of the National Democrat Party.

The AIP is not recognized as a qualified political party in
Pennsylvania. Candidates of political parties not so qualified
must have filed nomination papers with the Secretary of the
Commonwealth not later than March 8. No political parties have
done so.

Independent candidates would also have had to file nomination
papers not later than March 8. None have done so.

RHODE ISLAND

.

Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Primary Ballot but will
face no legal obstacles in running in the General Election.

The AIP is not a recognized political party in Rhode Island

and must, therefore, proceed as a new party and must file nomina-
tion papers, signed by 500 voters, with the Secretary of State
‘not later than August 12.

Independent candidates petition in the same manner,




SOUTH DAKOTA

Governor Wallace has not yet filed for the Detocratic Presi-
dential Pyximary (filing deadline April 21). Should he do so
he would be barred from running in the General Election by a
state statute which provides that an individual entering the
primary of one party cannot then file for the General Election
as a candidate of another party.

The AIP is not a recognized party in South Dakcota. To have a
candidate for President on the ballotf, they must file a Certifi-
cate of Nomination not later than April 27, signed by 10 per-
cent of the voters of the state {(approximately 35,000 signatures).

An Independent candidate must file with the Secretary of State
not later than August 9 a Certificate of Nomination.signed

by not less than 2 percent of the total vote in the last General
Election (approximately 5,000 signatures).

TENNESSEE

Governor Wallace is on the Democrat Primary Ballot in Tennessee
but will have no legal obstacles in running in the General Election.

The AIP is a recognized party in Tennessee and can certify a
candidate for President. They will do so after their convention
in July.

Independent candidates must file a petition, signed by 25 voters,
not later than September 1.
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WEST VIRGINIA

Governor Wallace is on the Democrat Primary Ballot in West
Virginia. ©Should he lose, there will be no legal obstacle
to his being on the General Election Ballot.

The AIP is not a recognized party in West Virginia and must,
therefore, proceed as a new party and must circulate a petition
signed by voters equal to not less than one percent of the

total vote cast in the 1968 Presidential election (approximately
7,500 signatures). The petition must be filed not later than
May 8.

Independent candidates must proceed by the same petitioning
procedure, which petitions must be filed not later than April 10.

WISCONSTN

.

Governor Wallace is on the Democrat Primary Ballot in Wisconsin,
Should he lose, there will be no legal obstacle to his running
in the General Election.

The AIP is not a recognized political party in Wisconsin. To
nominate a candidate they must file nomination papers with the

.Secretary of State not later than September 19, with signatures

of not less than 3,000 voters.

Independent candidates proceed in the same manner,
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ALABAMA

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in
the General Election.

The AIP is a recognized party in Alabama and can certify its
candidate for President to the Secretary of State., It must
do so not later than September 8.

Independent candidates must file a petition bearing the
signatures of 300 voters with the Secretary of State not
later than May 2.

ARKANSAS

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallaceerunning in the
General Election, but there appears to be a practical problem
in gathering the required number of signatures.

The AIP is not now a qualified party in Arkansas, but they
are attempting to qualify. To do so they must file petitions
with signatures equaling 7% of the vote cast in the 1970
Gubernatorial Election (approximately 43,000 signatures).

The deadline for filing is not stated in the statute and will

" be set by the Attorney General. The Secretary of State advised

us that "it's a damned mess, but we're doing everything we can
to get them qualified!"

An Independent candidate must file a petition with signatures
equal to 157 of the vote cast in the 1970 Gubernatorial
Election (approximately 91,300 signatures) by April 4 -- a
practical impossibility.
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GEORGIA

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election.

The AIP is not recognized as a major political party in Georgia
and must therefore proceed as a minor or new party. To do so
they must have held a convention by May 9, and must also file
nominating petitions, signed by not less than 5% of the voters
eligible to vote (approximately 98,000 signatures), with the
Secretary of State by June 1l4.

Independent candidates must file nominating petitions with
about 98,000 signatures by June 14.

LOUISTANA

There are no legal obstacles to Govermor Wallace running in the
General Election.

The AIP is a recognized party and may certify a candidate for
President to the Secretary of State not later than September 26.

- An Independent candidate must file with the Secretary of State

nominating papers signed by 1,000 voters not later than September 26,

MISSISSIPPI

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace rumning in the
General Election.

The AIP is not a registered party in Mississippi and must proceed
as an Independent candidate would proceed by filing petitions
with 10,000 signatures with the Secretary of State mnot later than
September 28.
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ARIZONA

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in
the General Election.

The AIP is not recognized as a party and they must file anew.
A new party must file petitions signed by not less than 2% of
the vote in the last General Election (approximately 8,000
signatures) with the Secretary of State by July 14.

An Independent candidate must file petitions with approximately
4,000 names by August 12.

\

IOWA

-
There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in a
General Election.

The AIP is recognized as a political party in Iowa and can,
therefore, nominate a candidate for President and Presidential
Electors at a state party convention. A date has not been set
for an AIP convention but the name of a candidate for President
must be certified to the Secretary of State not later than

" September 4. :

An Independent candidate may be nominated by petition signed
by not less than 1,000 voters. The petition must be filed with
the Secretary of State not later than September 4.

KENTUCKY

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election.

The American Independent Party is recognized in Kentucky as a
minor political party and may nominate candidates by convention.
After a convention, Certificates of Nomination must be filed with
the Secretary of State not later than September 13.

An Independent candidate can get on the ballot by filing a
nominating petition signed by 1,000 qualified voters. That
petition must be filed with the Secretary of State not later
than September 13.




MISSOURI

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election.

The American Independent Party is not a recognized major political
party. To run a candidate they must form a mew political party

by filing with the Secretary of State a petition signed by 1% of
the vote cast in each Congressional District in the last General
Election declaring their intent to form a new party, not later
than August 31.

In&ependent candidates can also file by petition, such petitions
to be filed with the Secretary of State by August 8.

NEW YORK

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election.

Any candidate running as a nominee of any party other than
the Democrat or Republican parties, or as an Independent, must
file petitions signed by 20,000 voters with the Secretary of

.State by August 31.

SOUTH CAROLINA

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election.

The AIP is a recognized political party in South Carolina and as
such may certify a Presidential candidate to the Secretary of
State after the AIP convention in July.

An Independent candidate must file a nominating petition signed

by 10,000 voters with the State Election Commission not later
than October 3.



TEXAS

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election in Texas, but there are practical obstacles.

The AIP lost its status as a party by not running a candidate in

the last Gubernatorial race. They are now attempting to re-
establish themselves as a party, but to do so they must collect
23,000 signatures on their petition between May 6 and June 30,

We are advised by the Secretary of State's office that the AIP

will have a serious problem in gathering those signatures.

Governor Wallace, in a visit to Texas, publicly asked his supporters
to support the Democratic delegate selection process. General
opinion seems to be that the AiP, unless soon given public encourage-
ment by Governor Wdllace, will have great difficulty in gathering
the 23,000 required signatures.

If they are successful in gathering the signatures by June 30,
they will be permitted to nominate a candidate. The New Party,
and the Socialist Workers Party, will probably gather enough
signatures and will place a candidate on the ballot. )

If the AIP is not successful in gathering the signatures, then it
will not be possible for them to nominate a candidate.

It is not possible for an Independent candidate to run in Texas
for to do so he must have filed by February 7.

VIRGINIA

There are no legal obstacles to Governor Wallace running in the
General Election.

The AIP is not a recognized party in Virginia. To rum a candidate
they must do so as a new party by £filing a petition with the
Secretary of the Commonwealth, signed by approximately 8,800
voters, not later than September 8.

Independent candidates follow the same procedure.

o
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MEMORANDUM FOR: GORDON STRACHAN
FROM: L. HIGBY
SUBJECT: Ehrlichman v. the Committee for the

Re-Election of the President

When we take on Ehrlichman, we are naturally getting into a serious
and very delicate area. John has talked to Bob about the problems
that Bob mentioned in his memo to John and Bob, in turn, has talked
to me. Bob made the point that John vigorously denied several of
the charges. To be specific, with regards to charge 2, unless Cole
was playing games here, the situation that Magruder described is
not precisely correct.

Ehrlichman claims that he never made the statement that the ad-
vertising '"stinks’. This is something you may want to check out
a little more thoroughly.

Regarding item 4, about the briefing in the Roosevelt Room,
Ehrlichman says that the briefing was not arranged at his request.
It was a meeting that Magruder presided at, Magruder knew that
Ehrlichman had to leave ahead of time, and, yet, was unable to
change the meeting around. The purpose of the meeting was for
the advertising committee, not the whole committee staff.
Ehrlichman also said he never rejected Harper's offers to brief
and that he did not call Mitchell, that Mitchell called him and that
Ehrlichman simply mentioned the problem to Mitchell, Ehrlichman
claims,furthermore, that he has not set up a review committee. It
is interesting to note that in how many of these Ed Harper is directly
involved and perhaps this is part of the problem.



Anyway, Bob feels strongly that you as a good lawyer need to
keep in mind two things: 1) your total objectivity; and 2) a
complete passion for the truth -- the whole truth,

I think that we were probably sucked in, to some extent, by
Magruder on this thing although, I am sure that there really

is a problem. Ehrlichman's point in creating the problem is
to draw it to a head so that there are some substantial changes.
This may or may not be good. The point is, I don't think we
have provided with Bob, all the facts and all aspects of all the
facts before proceeding, This may or may not be the case, but
it is something I would like you to think about for a while.
Perhaps a day or two, and then after you have done that, lets
talk about it.
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Mzgrah 17, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR

NLICHMAN

FROM 3 H.R, HALDEMAN

f cu onee wrobts me a rmaoo witch you sald wag difffcult to write,
#bich contained zoma thinrg fon folt nocded to he prid reparding
Ny c-:»z:*at‘m and the gopezal situvation wlih zesard fo e planning
.{ui‘ the President. )

I feal now thnt I shoeuld do likewlae for vou, rarazding vour relation.
ghip ®ith the Coumwnlting for tha Deeolaction of the Frogident, 2

the Preeident's Camsrion Manager. [ resiirze I may be freading on
dragerous rround fandiint this mey be a fils exercize, oy sven
counterprodustive, bul X have some conserns which ¢ thiok should

be expreased, :
I recont wrm".m, ive ny.@n geveral cxamplies of Indlesfiong of a
;\*J lem, oo Lave learaed of saversl ot ‘”er.‘zﬁapa they ere

'z‘ cloted exd insienificaat, bt on thy olliey head, i {soy sre in-
aativa of tha present rimnition iz o ;’;za\*izzi {re nd, Iiirk we need

3 4

m &a.:;a 505ne 2eikon to covrect the problem,

mu\

Iwee guite leturbed with the renulia of the meeling we bad in my
ciiica pwhile Dackwii Joln Mitohie ¢ I»«'i..lwi:, anid t.ea Cole,
; o icizlly nerptive

Yeou w .«11 rropid that nt 008yt *a:;iezf,
vizectly, oo well as

realtion sid oullie sovey ooy erdiatized
Inping gome glrenuous olicctions Lo i ubaim.u iong in tha vey of tue
dovelopment of Malek's campaivn voled

The role Joha i tr:\?i*s"’z to develop {nr Malek nay well naé be tha bost
way to hende (Uinga, Lol it is the vosuls of en onest sud sincere

covk Loty Lo ke e ooarallon e fullv a8 ¢ ,-.zcc?.ivs: sg possible,

and it 2 :;:‘—:':m toome et il of v roould arpeosch it in ook constyvciive
coand, sl To overyinoar we con to aske it so Qt‘.‘f&&ﬁ. saller toan £ia.ply
o evitieine i,
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Somewhat more daturbling, s &‘;a tons and possibly slzo the contont,
of your Felbruary £5rd momoerandum te John Mitchell regarding the
Commiditee, A momsrandum, which [ underatond, was ultlmstely not
pant to John, Lot rethor to Jeb Magroder, and was subsomuenily
sagwered by Jeb Migruder - only partially satlsinctozily « I would
Foash,

As o thy substance of that lettre, the challenge vou mske to Magroder's
invelvemast in Cie dovslonmest of subsisniive poliey, wonld be entively
approvvizie if, iIn Loct, Jeb were involved, Howevew, it's my wndor-
gtanciny that Ken Cole haz boea working with Jeb for a long timme end
has pre surneb iy kapt vou advirod of ble divcusgeions and actions,

The Cormmittae's smaterial on iesuss 0y, tindeed, Do torrible. But,
we cunil to pk loast consider the possilility thet that's & veflection of
the {onut they've Loen glven from those hotior eble fo cutline the issuss
and cur posilions en them.

Thig sceme to 118 dangoyously cloga to the old Ywe -~ they" sitvsiion
that hog exviasen in {he saet. I think i'e Imperative that we a1l consider
ourgeivas part of (s Commiiten for the JickMlection of the President
and not cor wiwr it o2 & sevaraie entity wileh i3 In some way, sn enemy

E‘A Q«A‘;" n;e x‘e J"‘ﬁx"" o

1 undorsiand there was somea preblem on the bricflny cespions set up
in eaviy iMiarch for members of the Comunittes in tha Rosasevelt Room.
Uin 033 (hat the sooeling wes ot up by Ed lazper, of your requnet,
that Sioin end i‘kﬁ”’" a Lot brinird the groun, that you avrived at (hs
maetiy v, desiindd orperts coloy to Lricd, leff a half houw later, ond
then toid Joha Mitchail that "hanyuder's macting was poorly arrenged
ord hadabt perrnitied vou en onnortunity to speak’, It's quite porsible
that nvy {formation is fzulty, kit whethar i2 i or not, the fact that
theve's » ﬁn bave ot all, iInlicotes rome lack of positive coordinstion
and eonparation,

Ielgo vordarstrnd are’s a proiiom repsrding campnirn edvertising,
Jeb gova thet von'vg toid :**m (at the advorticing etivoia, and that
voulve cuoted me ne orvesing Uint it stinks, 'monot sure I went oulte
that streny, § have bad gome disarreemente with some of the sdver-
tiulng, a%é.bawda pe.ra of 4¢ § tidiak, i very pocd. In cvary caso wheve
{ have cirarroed, I ave told Lis prople ot the Committes, what my

digegrooment was, wiy I feit that way, and wast § thought ahould He
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dono to correct it, I fecl that all of us should be frea to criticire,
but should do i in a way ihet loads to o better resunlt,

1 understand thot 24 Harpur has told Jeb that you sre settinyup a
revicw comuniilss to ansivae campsion & ‘E&arﬁsmg and that tuls
cemmittos Cﬁl.nus to of you, ey Price ead BiL Scfire, I think thie
is & pood Ldea, i vou ere eurlysipg (he rdtortising on the basis of
content, I thanl, v {0 get into » problem if you decide to
guslyze it on o u%sﬁa ol proeal, and if that ie your intention, you
ehouid meet jo.ildy with %‘m campaign sdvertising review groun,
rather than so: 3 Via sare that i {ide &3 euvnroached vight,
Peto Daley and i a&wwi:f Iny people will welcomn constyuctiva
griticiem and roview. On the other hand, if they esre simply ve-
guived to subni’t tuele produst to a sconior review comunities, and
then told me that idewnbsnnd, we azen't golng to help them much,

Ezch of the above problea 4o probably petty and misor {n itself,
but taken togeiliar, they oy indieato & genersl problem of the
relati caebip betwoon you snd tae Domeriic Council ve, Mitchell
and the Ke-Liovlics Comundtien, If thore s such v problem, I
would deeply hope that it con be lrencd ont quickly bocause ¢oopers
etion hoth ways i,'z gxtremely fmporisnt. If there is anything I can
do to fw’p in the proce ese, 1 would, of eouvae, be most happy to de

89, i YL WO f:’;‘: A5,

I Lasn i nose ot of e hgngﬂamé j 4

woisld be hsmw to do thet, end onca agsin, 1 sooiogivra for writing
this =t 21, but hops you will glve it goms serious ¢onsideration,
The erinciple thiny that copcerns me is tone and attitnde. The
opecifice can oi} be worked cut i the basic approech is on the
right prounds.

HRH:pm
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Ehrlichman V. the Committee for the Re-Election of the President

It may be wholly inappropriate for me to write this memorandum.
There must be aspects that I should know nothing about.

However, you should be aware of what seems to be the development
of a serious problem between John Ehrlichman and the Committee
for the Re-Election of the President.

Fred Malek and Jeb Magruder have attended meetings and seen
indications of Mr. Ehrlichman's actions that undercut the
effectiveness of the Campaign Committee. Six examples indicate
their assessment may be correct:

1) As Malek's new role in the Campaign was being defined
last month, most of the opposition came from Ehrlichman.
In the meeting in your office with John Mitchell and Ken
Cole, Ehrlichman criticized Mitchell and obstructed the
development of Malek's role;

2) Ehrlichman wrote John Mitchell the attached memorandum

which challenges Magruder's involvement in the political
mwﬁse of substantive policy. This would‘'be an entirely

: appropriate challenge were Magruder involved. However,
qeﬂgj¥”" Ken Cole has been working with Magruder for mecnths, has

fla—
s

/44ffp "stinks." He quotes you as agreeing that the advertising
ﬁ%Z#JuLf "stinks" and that when you express your opinion, the Committee

kept Ehrlichman advised, and believes Ehrlichman is just
carping to aggravate the situation. The tone of Ehrlichman's
memorandum is indicative of the problem. Magruder's response
is also attached.

3) Ehrlichman has told Magruder that the Committee advertising

goes ahead regardless of your views;

rranged 7

‘ L rw g
\ On March 8, Ed Harper, at Ehrlichman's request,
nﬂi? briefing in the Roosevelt Room for Membet&~of thef Committee
staff. Stein and Krogh briefed, Ehrlichman arrived at 10:30 a.m.,

a
"/

rejected Harper's offers.to-brief, left at 11:00 a.m., and
4

eﬁ‘pdﬂlballed Mitchell to complain that "Magruder's meeting" waimyoorly
07 Jarss”’

arranged and di&f' Bermit him an opportunity to speak;

5) Ehrlichman, througg Ed Harper, has informed Magruder that

q_%gxiaw_aammattee -- John Ehrlichman, Ray Price and Bill
Safire -- will i zing the Campaign advertising.

and Dick Moore:

1* Magruder and Peter Dailey are reacting protectively citing
‘p‘“7 their own advertising review group of Len Garment, Cliff Miller
’.ﬂ

6) The Domestic Council slowed the production of "The Speakers
Manual" for Administration spokesmen to use during the Pri aries.

s o WA
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Len Garment, who is familiar with the advertising suggestion by
Ehrlichman, told me that some serious thought should be given to
Ehrlichman's real motives. Garment suggests Ehrlichman's desire
to become involved in the Campaign has been accentuated by his
alleged antipathy toward John Mitchell. The result is criticism
of the Committee.

Ken Cole confirms that the relationship between Ehrlichman and the
Committee is quite bad. Cole isn't sure why and has been meeting
with Magruder and Harper in attempting to ameliorate the problems.



THE WHITE HOUSE

. WASHINGTON
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February 23,1972

MEMORANDUM FOR

Honorable John Mitchell
Attorney General
Department of Justice

Y

I continue to see evidence that the Committee for the Re-election
staff and the White House staff are meshing very badly on matters
of substantive policy and how to use it politically.

As I said the other day, to those who have been long in this vine-
yard, it's as if, suddenly for the first time, what the Administration
favors, opposes, advocates and stands for is to receive some
political wisdom.

It is important that all Jeb's people know and understand what policy
is, why it is.as it is, where our strengths and weaknesses are and,
for what it is worth, what our three years of experience has taught
us about presenting this material -- to veterans, the aged, youth,
minorities, etc.

They should bear in mind that our people really do know something
about this problem of presenting policy positions --

-- the issue
-- past performance )
-- proposals .

-~ pay-out for the voter,
We have recently seen some CFTROT'P (how's that for an acronym?)
copy on issues. To be very generous about it, it was very terrible.

Committee staff can't seem to stay away from calling everyone in the
government (plus Pete Rozelle) to ask for information on substantive
programs and policy. Departments, agencies, OMB, my staff all are



Page Two

getting calls from new people, just on the scene, determined to re-
invent the wheels which long ago have been thoroughly invented.

Moreover, they tactlessly seek to exploit '"non-political" efforts in
the clumsiest kind of way. The call to Rozelle (about which Jeb
knows) is a classic example.

May I ask that all of the Committee people be thoroughly indoctrin-
ated and instructed as to --

1. The existing policies and programs, and
their rationale (both substantive and political).,

. 2. How to make contact with government and non-
" government people for information or help on
these subjects.

3. What resources are already available to them,
- and how to use them.

I am still uncertain as to the role Fred Malek will play. Will it be
limited to coordinating activities related to cultivating political
interest groups, or will his role be a broader one? How his efforts
relate to Jeb's? Perhaps you would be good enough to send me a
copy of his job description so we know where.he fits.

John D, Ehrlichman



COMMITTEE FOR ThE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N w. March 3, 1972
WASHINGTON. D. C. 20006
(202} 333.0920

CONFPIDERTIAL-
MEMORANDUM FOR: ‘ MR, JOHN D. EHRLICHMAN
FROM: t JEB 5. MAGRUDER

It+was very thoughtful of you to give me the memorandum you

- had addressed to the Attorney General relating to some of the
problems you felt had been developing between our staff and
those in the government who are concerned with substantive
policy. ' '

From the beginning we have emphasized to all of our staff

people (both those who have been in the government and those
from the outside) that this committee's role is not to set
policy. This has been emphasized continually at our weekly
staff meetings and has been further stressed by key White House
staffers, such as Ed Harper, who have appeared at those meetings.
-We will continue to erphasize this and we agree completely that
there is no need to re-invent the wheel. -

It is certainly true that when we began to develop some of our
programs here we did not have as smooth a working relationship
with your staff as I had hoped would develop. I think this is
primarily because there was a lack of understanding on both parts
as to each other's specific role and, also, a logistics problem
in working out how these things can best be handled.

Ken Cole, Ed Harper, and I have continued to discuss these sit-
uations and we feel that we now have the beginning of a good

" working relationship. The only contact with the Domestic Council
will be through Ed Harper, and we have set up similar liaisons
with the staffs of the NSC and CEA. The main points of contact
here will be Phil Joanou, who is the second wman in the advertising

agency, and Van Shumway, who is our press director. These are the °

R R W


http:deveJ,.op

-2- L

two people who will need substantive information on a con-
tinuing and day-~to-day basis. These two campaign divisions

are very Interested in working with your staff and in co-
operating to the fullest extent. I would personally appreciate
.4t 1f difficulties arise in the future that you have Ken or

Ed contact me directly.

As to the Pete Rozelle incident, I am enclosing for your informa-
tion a memorandum from Bart Porter. As you know, this incident
occurred in Decerber. It is true that a young and over zealous
staff man here did not use good judgment in contacting Rozelle,
but I also can understand how it might have been difficult for
him to know that someone in the White House would have a dlrect
relationship w1th the NFL.

Another point you make relating to our issues area I think refers
to the work Dave Allen has been doing for us. In your reference
to people calling other agencies such as OMB, we have determincd
most of this has been done by Dave and we are as strongly against
this type of activity as you are. I have .indicated to Ken and Ed
that we have not been pleased by Dave's performance and we have
transferred Dave out of this area.

I would hope that there would be some understanding, as the
campaign moves along with the influx of new people and the normal
~ confusions that occur in a campaign, that there will be situations
which develop that will need to be corrected as we approach Novem-
ber.

The "normal" confusion in a campaign is, in fact, magnified by
an incumbent's campaign: instead of one campaign headquarters
such as we had in New York in 1968, in 1972 there is the Vhite
House, Republican National Committee, and our operation, all of
which nust coordinate in order to achieve the desired results.
This can add to the confusion inherent on a campaign -- but we
- are going tc do our best to hold it to a minimum. Furthermore, I
can assure you that our staff will be oriented towards working in
a positive manner with all of their contacts and I would hope
we could iron out any problems in ‘the early stages rather then
waiting until they become a major problem.
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In regard to Fred Malek's role, although we have not fornalized
a job description, I can quote from a memorandum written to the
Attorney General detailing what we have agreed will be Fred's
‘basic responsibilities:

N

Fred Malek would have broad responsibilities cut-
ting across several areas. He would fulfill this
role wvhile remaining a member of the White House
staff, and therefore, would not -be shown officially
as a mewber of the Re~Election Committee. Fred will
provide overall direction to the various Citizens
groups in the campaign organization. His efforts
will be airmed toward helping them to achieve the
desired results, assisting in setting goals, devel~
oping strategy and action plans, generating White
House cooperation and helping to insure that plans
are implerented on a timely and effective basis.

At the same time, Fred will £fill a White House role
as General Manager of all Administrdtion efforts in
support of the campaign (patronage, grantsmanship,
constituent groups end departmental efforts.) This
will provide you and each 6f the Citizens group
Directors with a senior agent in the White House who
can help determine the support and cooperation needed.

In another area, Fred will be responsible for the
development of a system to monitor important operating
variables in the states and in the overall campaign
so as to keep abreast of the status of the campaign,
and will identify weak areas at an early date. Fred

will provide you with results of this monitoring

system on a continuing basis.

This effort would be beyond the normal field monitoring
such as was done in the 1968 campaign. It would prob-
ably include several measurement systems which are built
into the operations at the earliest planning stage.

[P N 4




February 28, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: HERBERT L. PORTER
SUBJECT: Pete Rozelle

In December, 1971, I instructed Bill Minshall to put together
a plan on how to build a list of sports celebrities and
athletes who might support the President. We.discussed the
fact that, like many people, athletes could be approached

on an "'issue” basis, The President's drug abuse program was
cited as an example. i

Minshall, in his eagerness to get a job done, felt that the
football players participating in the televised Drug Abusge
Program would be logical persons to add to the 1ist. B1ill
was not aware that the White House was directly or indirectly
involved in this program.

He televhoned the offices of Cormissioner Pete Rozelle early

in December to Inquire if he might be given certain Information
about the NFL, The Commigsion office referred the call

(B111 never talked to Rozelle) to the Public Relations office.
lie spoke with a Mr. Don Welss. Bill requested:

1) the names, locations, and owners of the various
stadiums used by the NFL,
2) the names of the top foothall writers in the press,
3) the names of the T.V. stations covering each team,
4) the nanes of the owners of each Club, and
5) the names of the players participating in the
drug abuse cormercials.

Bi1l told Mr. Weiss who he was and for whom he worked. (I
might add here that Minshall's motivation for these specific
requests was a result of his seceing a similar detailed study
on the American Racing Car Industry completed by Allen Hall
at the White liouse.)
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Weiss indicated that he would like to help Minshall and would
be in touch with him at a later date. This phone conversation
was the last contact 311l had with anyone at the NFL,

Subsequently, someone uninown at the NFL called another someone
unknown at the National Institutes of Mental Health "as a

courtesy” (Bill Rhatican's line) to inform the NIMH of the

phone call. This person from the NII{H (Rhatican refused to

say who) then called Rhatican, and presumsbly, Bud Krogh.

Rhatican then sent you a memo informdng you of the situation.

I then wrote a small note to Bill Rhatican explaining the situation
as an "over-zealous” staff member.

Bhatican seemed satisfied and said that he had “smoothed the
vwhole thing out”. Rhatican also called the unaamed person
at the NIMU and told him to call the NFL and tell them "not
to give any information of any kind to anybody."

This 1s all I know.
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TALKING PAPER -- MEETING WITH MITCHELL

We need to work out some of the organizational details before

you meet with the President.

Mainly, the question is, "Who do we have running California that
reports directly to you, in other words is working for us as

contrasted to Nofziger who is basically\‘ working in California? "

We ne;:d a similar manager for Illinois, Ohio, Pennsylvania,

New York, New Jersey, Wisconsin, Missouri and Texas.

HRH
April 3, 1972
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WASHINGTON \ >

March 14, 1972

EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: BILL SAFIRE

SUBJECT: Draft Statement by Stans on Campaign Spending

"President Nixon strongly supported and signed into law the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1972. As President, he will enforce the law,
and as a candidate for re-election, he will obey the law.

This committee will report all contributions over $100 exactly as the
law requires and as Congress intended. The law calls for our first
report on June 30 of this year, and we have put into place the necessary
procedures to comply fully and promptly."

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL LINE: '"The one-upmanship now under way between
the Democratic candidates to prove who can reveal most is something

to be expected in a hotly contested series of primaries. The President

is not personally engaged in primary campaigning, and his campaign
committee will nd go beyond the law in its fundraising or spending
procedures. "

RECOMMEND NOT USING THIS LINE.

The arguments for such a statement and such a policy:

L. The heat for us to follow the Democratic candidate's example will
fade after June, when we publish names of contributors since April 7.

2. If we were to follow their example and disclose names now, it would

provide a continuing series of stories blasting fatcats and their government
connnections.

3. If we wanted to publish now, we would have to go back to contributors
and see if they would be willing, and thus lose substantial sums.



Arguments against sticking to the ''letter of the law'":

1. The ITT controversy lays a public opinion base for suspicion of all
campaign contributions.

2. One main Democratic campaign theme is likely to be ''trust,' and
any coverup compared to their full disclosure gives them an opening.

3. This issue will not go away after June. We will be charged with
having'the 20 million dollar hidden fund, collected before the deadline
from influence seekers, whom Nixon persists in refusing to name --
because he knows that the revelation of their names would be political
suicide. I have nothing to hide; I have named all my contributors -- but
the President has not. Why not? Why does he constantly harp on the letter
of the law, when he is clearly breaking the spirit of the law, the intent
of Congress which calls for full disclosure of campaign contributors?
My cards are all on the table -- come on, Mr. President, let's see your
cards -- let's give the American people a chance to see who bought a
secret piece of your campaign. Let's see who is really paying the bills
for those lavish TV commericals.'" Etc., Etc.

4, Disclosure of the pre-April 7 names may be embarrassing, showing
more big contributors, and give the other side a few shots -- but not a
real theme of suspicion. And the most embarrassing could be returned
before disclosure. When these shots are taken in the summer, we could
counter with questions on labor union spending.

My basic point: we should not make the decision to ''take the flak"
without reviewing the full consequences of the flak throughout the
campaign.



From the desk of . . .

MURRAY M. CHOTINER

March 15, 1972

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

I cannot emphasize too strongly that
too many of our people are a bit too
smug about the November prospects.

MMC:a
Encl.

SUITE 500
1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
TELEPHONE 202 298-9030



LAW OFFICES

REEVES & HARRISON
SUITE 500
1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE., N. W.

MARION EDWYN HARRISON WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 OF COUNSEL
ERNEST GENE REEVES MURRAY M.CHOTINER
ROBERT F. SAGLE TELEPHONE 202 298-9030

MYRON SOLTER TELEX 440376 CRDK

CHARLES EMMET LUCEY CABLE “REEVLAW”

March 15, 1972

The President
The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

The percentages of the total vote in Florida yesterday show:

Democrats (except Wallace) 43.9%
Wallace 31.0%
Nixon (including 1/2 the Ashbrook and 23.5%

McCloskey vote)
Balance of Ashbrook and McCloskey vote 01.6%
Total: 100.0%

In 1968 the vote was:

Nixon 40.5%
Humphrey 30.9%
Wallace 28.5%

Total: 99.9%

Some of our people are being too sanguine about the Florida
primary results yesterday. It is true that most of the
people who did not vote will vote for you in the finals.
You will get some of the Jackson vote.

I am not being pessimistic. I am endeavoring to make the
point that the campaign needs a bit of shaking up.

ordially,

Murray M. Chotiner



THE WHITE HousE

WASHINGTON

Date: 3/;5
TO: H.R. HALJEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

This memorandum for John Mitchell
summarizes the meeting I attended
last night on whether to disclose
campaign finances.

You currently have a meeting pending
on this subject but have not set a
time. In light of the complexities
or returning contributions, should
the decision be to disclose, I
recommend a meeting as soon as
possible.



Eeve acOC5, Section B.102 March 14, 1972
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CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: JEB 8. MAGRUDER

SUBJECT: Campaign Disclosure

In a meeting this afternocon with Messrs. Stans, Kalmbach, Finch,
Moore, LaRue, Shumway, and 8loan, we discussed whethar it would
be appropriate for us to disclose contributions received before
the April 7 deadline set by the new law. It was the unanimous
opinion that we should not disclose, although we realize this
would be an issue that could be used against us in the cawmpaign.

If we were to disclose, we would have to give each contributor

an opportunity to renege on his pledge which would reduce our

funds considerably. This, in turn, would probably create a dif-
ficult public relations situation if it weze known we were return-
ing any funds, as well as be embarrassing to those donors who let
their contributions stand., It also could create an on-golng press
barrage about our contributors since many of them are in sensitive
positions both within the Administration and the business community.
Even though this could be brought up as an issue in the general
election, we could bring up the fact that we began disclosing on
April 7 and it probably would not be an lssue of the magnitude then
as it is now. '

One point which should be stressed is this: when an incumbent
President, rather than a Presidential candidate, discloses, there
may be more political problems caused by the dlsclosure than by
non~-disclosure. For example, if Muskle discloses that he received
$10,000 from the President of General Motors, that 18 one thing.
But if the incumbent President discloses such a contribution, he is
open to the charge that in return for the donation, General Motors
was promised something which it is within the power of the incumbent
President to grant. Hence, the charges which might be made as a
result of the disclosure might do more political damage than the
charges made as a result of non-disclosuse.

CONFIDENTTAL




CONFIDENTIAL ~2-

If we do not disclose, it would be important to deploy funds raised
before April 7 into as many state commaittees as possible, as well

as prepaying any future bills that wauld be appropriate so that our
balance on hand at the first reporting date would be relatively
small. At the present time it is anticipated that we could have as
nuch as $12,000,000 on hand by April 7. 1If we do not disclose and
show that figure in June during the first reporting period, we could
create a tremendous backlash regarding our non-disclosure.

On the other hand, the arguments for disclosing are obvious. We
would increase our credibility with the public; no issue could be
raised about lack of disclosure; and we would not add to the credi-
bility problem that has been created by the ITT/Sheraton incident.

From the financial standpoint, it 4is obvious that it would be to our
advantage not to disclose. On the public relations side, {t is much
more difficult to determine the public's reaction and is, therefore,
a decision that should be made at the highest level. Consequently,
our recoumendation is that we tentatively agree not to disclose;

that Ziegler continue to refer eny inquiries to this Committee; that
Van Shumway, if asked, continue to indicate that we are going to com-
ply with the law; and that a decision be made not later than next
Monday, so that in casge there was a desire to disclose, the Financilal
Divigion could do the paper'work before the April 7 deadline.

Approve Disapprove . Comment

CONFIDENTTIAL




From the desk of . ..

MURRAY M. CHOTINER

March 9, 1972
TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

The enclosed candid opinion is for
the President's benefit.

Let's not drop the ball.

. Cordially,

Soray

MMC:a
Encl.

SUITE 500
1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20006
TELEPHONE 202 298-9030



MARION EDWYN

LAW OFFICES
REEVES & HARRISON

SUITE 500
1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N. W,

HARRISON WASHINGTON, D. C. 200086 OF COUNSEL

ERNEST GENE REEVES MURRAY M.CHOTINER
ROBERT F. SAGLE TELEPHONE 202 298-9030

MYRON SOLTER

CHARLES EMMET LUCEY

TELEX 440376 CRDK
CABLE "REEVLAW”

March 9, 1972

The President
The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I refrained from sending this note immediately after the
New Hampshire election because I wanted to be certain in
my own mind that my observations were not the result of
snap judgment.

Obviously, the line is that we are all pleased with the
New Hampshire results; but I would be hypocritical if T
did not tell you that an effective campaign would have
produced a better showing.

We usually figure that a Republican candidate needs 80-85
percent of the Republican vote, plus 15-20 percent of the
Democratic vote in order to win in the finals.

It is anticipated that a good percentage of the 30 percent
cast for McCloskey and Ashbrook will return to the fold in
November. Most of the Republicans who did not vote in the
primary can be expected to vote for you in November. But
we cannot take this for granted.

However, strictly in the family, 69 percent of the Repub-
lican vote does not do justice to you.

May I respectfully suggest that an "agonizing reappraisal"
of the campaign is in order NOW.

As always, with my best wishes for your continued success,

gidially,
At

Murray M.‘Choﬁiner ?

MMC:a



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 29, 1972

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT (Per HRH)

FROM: PATRICK J. BUCHANAN

McGovern's Deputy Campaign Manager, a friend from my Soviet
trip, a level-headed fellow, called me today to say that McGovern
will win in Wisconsin. He gave me the following polls:

MCGOVERN'S PRIVATE POLLS AFL-CIO
* QUAYLE POLL

Humphrey 23 McGovern
McGovern | 19 . ) Humphrey
Muskie 14 ‘ | Muskie
Jackson 13 Jackson
Wallace 9 Wallace
Lindsay 4 Lindsay
Other 3 Undecided .
Undecided 14

24

18

15

13

10

19

My friend tells me that in the McGovern Poll, McGovern is carried

much lower than normal -- since it does not include the Second
District (Madison) where McGovern is conceded to be immensely
strong, compared with the other Democrats. Further, he says

that those polled were those who intended to vote in the Democratic

Primary, including Republicans.



=P
This is hard to believe. Seems to me, even if these figures are
accurate, however, that George Wallace will pick up some of the

undecided -- he surely did in Florida.

But the McGovern fellow contends that Muskie could come in fourth

or even fifth in the race -- which would be a climactic disaster for
Big Ed.
Again, if these figures are accurate -- McGovern would be greatly

enhanced; the liberal press would fall all over him for the nexttwo
weeks. Humphrey would be set back. Muskie would sustain a near
fatal blow. Big John Lindsay would be finished. The situation would
be more confused than ever. The likelihood of a first ballot
nomination for the Democrats would be increasingly remote. In short,
if this is the outcome, it would seem that the pressures on Kennedy
would be substantial to move.

Buchanan
NOTE: If we have some hard poll informa tion, and this is a possibility,

then we should have Republicans cross over and vote for George McGovern.
Word should go forth today.

PIB



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 16, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CON FIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY !

N

I am sure you have already thought of this, but we probably
should have some line developed for Wisconsin as we did for
Florida and New Hampshire. The question will probably come
up some time within the next couple of weeks and you might
want to be ahead of it this time.



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

March 28, 1972

1701 PERNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W
WASHINGTON, D €. 20006
(202) 333 0920

CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHf%N. MITCHELL

FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER | , ;k/

The attached memorandum was received from Tom Girard
concerning the campaign disclosure in Wisconsin which,

as you know, is required according to Wisconsin state
law.

*

GORFIDERTIAL




Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM March 28, 1972
CONFIRENTIAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: " MR. JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: THOMAS E. GIRARD J Eprpm
SUBJECT: Wisconsin Campaign Fund Disclosure

Under Wisconsin state law, political campaigns must disclose their contri-
butions of more than $5 and their total expenditures. This must be done

a week before and a week after the primary. In accordance with this law,
our chairman, John MacIver, will today send a letter to the Wisconsin
Secyetary of State with the necessary figures.

This report will be sent by mail from Milwaukee to Madison, where it is
expected to be made public on Wednesday. Maclver will simultaneously

send you a copy.

I spoke with MacIver tonight at his home and received the following rough
breakdown. Income will be reported at about $70,000. Of this, $20,000 is
from the original Washington contribution to provide for operating expenses.
Another $33,000 is for media. Maclver explained that he originally received
$143,000 for the media program. Today, in line with the cutback in this
area, he returned $110,000 to Washington. Therefore, he is only. reporting
the net contribution for media of $33,000. The additional money in the
income category, $17,000, comes from state contributions.

On the expenditure side, MacIver will report total exzpenses of about
$33,000. Of this approximately $17,000 has gone for television advertising
and $3,000 for newspaper ads. MacIver says an additional expenditure of
$10,000 on media will not show in this report, but will in the final report
a week after the election. There will therefore be an expected net expen-
diture on advertising of $30,000.

Other expenses include approximately $13,000 for campaign operations.
Another $10,000 to $15,000 for operating expenses will be shown in the
next report. Therefore, total operating expenses will exceed the $20,000
sent from Washington.

Maclver advises that he will be finalizing his report Tuesday morning at

his office (414/271-6560) or at Charlie Davis' office (414/273-2500). He
says if you have further questions, don't hesitate to call him.

ce: Mr. DeVan L. Shumway
Mr. Hugh W. Sloan, Jr.

LCONFIDENTIAL




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PEGISYLVANIA AVENULD., N W
WASHINGTON, D ¢ 20006

(202 332 0320 March 28’ 1672

-CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORARDUM FOR THE HONCRABLE JOUN N. MITCHELL
FROM: JEB 5, MAGRUDER

SUBJECT: The Wisconsin Primarvy

In 1968 over 1,200,000 voters turned out for the Wisconsin Primary
Election. Of these, approximately 40% voted on the Republican side
and the remainder on the Democratic side. The Republican race was
a minor contest between Richard Nixon, Ronald Reagan and Harold
Stassen, with several other names written in. The Democratic race
was perceived by the voters to be a major contest between Lyndon
Johnson and Eugene McCarthy, with a minor write-in vote for Kennedy.
tovever, in the general election, Richard Nixon won the state with
48%, compared with 44% for Humphrey and 8% for Wallace.

In this year's primary election, the race on the Republican side
has evolved into almwost no contest. Both McCloskey and Ashbrook
appear on the ballot by law, but neither has campaigned in the
state and McCloskey has formally withdrawn from the race. On the
Democratic side, all major candidates have been campaigning in
the state. The race is seen to be possibly the first one which
will force several candidates out of further running for the
Democratic nomination. Thus, with a race of lesser importance
on the Republican side and greater importance on the Democratic
side than in 1968, the turn out is expected to swing even more
than the favor of the Democrats.

Our estimate would be about 350,000 turn out on the Republican side
and about 850,000 on the Democratic side, for a total of 1,200,000.
There will probably be about 75,000 Republicans who will cross over
to support a Democratic candidate. The most likely beneficiaries
of such a cross over would be VWallace or Jackson. However, some
liberal Republicans right vote for a left-leaning candidate like
McGovern as a protest toward the Democratic Party establishment.



CONFEDERTIAL -2 -

There has been some concern that the crossover might deplete the
President's vote versus Ashbrook and McCloskey. We disagree and
feel that the crossover will affect the total number of Republican

ballots case much more than the percentage won by any Republican
candidate.

Despite the prubable lower Republican turnout this time, it should
be noted that President Nixon will very likely receive more votes
than the leading Democrat. Assuming that the Democrat receives

a maximum of 30% of the vote, he will have about 250,000 votes.
The Pregident may receive 90% of the Réptblican vote, or over
300,000 votes.

CONPIDENTIAL-




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELLECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W.
WASHINGTOMN, D. C. 20008
1202) 333-0%20

March 23, 1972

~CONFIDENTIAL-

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the Maryland Primary

A

Maryland's Presidential Primary will be held on May 16. The names
of all recognized cnadidates, including the President, were placed
on the ballot by Maryland's Secretary of State on March 23.

General Background

In 1970 the population of Maryland was 3,953,698, of which 1,596,916
were registered voters. There were 422,552 Republicans (26.5%),
1,126,604 Democrats (70.4%), and other registrants accounted for the
remaining 3.1%4. The Black population is 17%, highly concentrated in
Baltimore City. Total foreign stock is 127, with a significant
number of Germans, Irish and Poles, The state is largely blue-
collar (54%) and is about one-quarter Catholic and over 4% Jewish,

Over three-quarters of Maryland's population is in the following five
major locations: Baltimore City, Baltimore County, Anne Arundel,
Prince Georges and Montgomery Counties., Close to one-fourth of the
state's population is located in Baltimore City. The city has a large
concentration of Blacks and ethnic groups, Baltimore County 1is 977
white and considered somewhat conservative, Anne Arundel County is
traditionally conservative and Republican in voting habits. Montgomery
County, an area with a high degree of white~collar employment, has

one of the highest average incomes in the country. It is also one of
the most liberal areas of the state. Prince Georges County, the other
suburb of Washington, has less white-collar employment and is poorer
than Montgomery County. Its population is more conservative and
greatly concerned about crime. .

Political Background

Both U.S. Senators from Maryland are Republican, Glenn Bezll was
elected in 1970 with 51% of the vote. Charles Mathias won in a three~
way race in 1968 with 48% of the vote. The 1970 Governor's race was
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a2 low point for Republicans when Stanley Blair received only 32,3%
of the vote. The Democratic Governor, Marvin Mandel, received 65.77
and was returned to office, The State Legislature has remained
consistently Democratic. Democrats control the Senate by a 33 to

10 margin and the House by 121 to 21. The Congressional delegation
consists of 3 Republicans and 5 Democrats, (Tab A) A list of the
Congressional districts follows:

Congressmen 1968 Presidential Vote®

1970 % Nixon Humphrey Wallace
1st Willdiam Mills (R) 52,6 64,792 43,139 30,667
2nd Clarence E, Long (D) 68.0 81,707 52,384 24,248
3rd Edward A. Garmatz (D) un, 31,373 56,078 21,423
4th Paul 8. Sarbanes (D) 69.1 53,272 59,866 14,517
5th Lawrence J. Hogan (R) 61,5 77,914 75,771 36,040
6th Goodloe E. Byron (D) 50,7 77,686 52,978 23,667
7th Parren J. Mitchell (D) 58,3 35,116 97,023 10,399
8th Gilbert Gude (R) 61,3 90,507 96,344 16,989

*Districts altered substantially by
redistricting, Figures for old districts.

The Republican Party of Maryland has been concentrating on fund raising
in an attempt to put the state party back on its feet following the
unsuccessful gubernatorial campaign of 1970. This has been done at the
expense of precinct organization and voter turnout work. The. Party
will have to place the emphasis on a nuts—-and-bolts organizational
effort now to prepare for November,

Voting Analysis

Nixon lost the state in 1968 by 20,315 votes. Nixon received 517,995
(41.9%); Humphrey, 538,310 (43.6%); and Wallace, 178,734 (14.5%).

The five major counties of Maryland, which account for 77.47 of the
entire population of the state, gave Nixon 74% of his total vote.
The counties are shown below with voteé totals given:

County Nixon Humphrey Wallace
Baltimore 108,930 80,798 27,283
Montgomery 84,651 92,026 14,726
Baltimore City 80,146 178,450 31,288
Prince Georges 73,269 71,524 32,867
Anne Arundel 36,557 25,381 15,687

383,553 " 448,179 123,851



The Wallace vote is particularly interesting in that he received
over 207 of the vote in the southern and eastern sections of the
state., In fact, it is only in Baltimore City and County and in
the west that Wallace vote totals fell under 20%,

In Anne Arundel, Wallace received a very significant 20,27 of the
vote, This is far more percentage wise than he received in the
other major counties. In Prince Georges County, Wallace received
18,57 of the vote, or 32,867 votes, Between Prince Georges, Anne
Arundel, Montgomery and Baltimore Counties and Baltimore City,
Wallace received a total of 123,851 votes. 1f all other vote totals
in the state were to remain as they were in 1968, then a 60% shift
in the Wallace vote in these five counties alone would give Nixon
a margin of victory. For the state as a whole, Nixon would only
have to receive 567 of the Wallace vote, with the rest of the vote
remaining stagnant, for Nixon to carry the state of Maryland.

Political Analvysis

.

With the exception of the 1970 gubernatorial race, the Republican
Party has shown a steady increase in the last six years, If the
Presidential election were to be held today, it would be very close.

The President is running the strongest in the out state areas, deoing
relatively well in the Washington suburbs and is very weak in the
greater Baltimore area. In 1972, particular attention should be
given to Maryland's ethnic vote, the large number of Wallace voters
and the crime& issue in the Washington suburbs. In terms of trends
and potential, Maryland's 10 electoral votes could be won by Nixon
in 1972,

The Primary Election

Although the Secretary of State's office annmounced on March 23 that
Ashbrook and McCloskey will be on the ballot in the Maryland Primary,
there is no indication that either will actively campaign,

Our main objective in the primary will be to recruit and utilize a
large cadre of volunteers. The volunteers who work in the primary
will form a nucleus for the large organization necessary for the
General Election.
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Planned Activities

The primary campaign plan which follows was developed in
coordination with the Maryland Committee for the Re-Election of
the President. The recommendations were discussed in a meeting
on March 18, 1972, attended by Ed Thomas, chairman of the
Maryland Committee, Sandy Lankler, state G.0.P. chairman, and
Dave Neideffer, executive director of the Maryland Committee,.
All directors of the appropriate activities at the Washington
Committee were also present. :

Four areas of activity are contemplated:
1. State Organizational Activity
2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers
3. Targeted Telephone Operation .
4, Targeted Volunteer Commitment Program

The time schedule for the total operating plan is given in Tab B.
The individual elements’ are discussed in detail below:

1. State Organizational Activity

The Maryland Committee has established a headquarters and has been
receiving buttons, brochures and bumper stickers. A major volunteer
recruitment effort will be necessary to carry the telephone operation
and volunteer commitment program planned. These primary programs
will allow the Maryland Committee to recruit key personnel and test
them before the General Election campaign. Deadlines for selection
0of key personnel will be established by the Washington Committee and
progress reports will be required. (See Tab E)

Recommendation

That you approve the state organizational activity as outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment
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2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers

Due to the proximity to Washington, the Maryland Primary will afford

an excellent opportunity to use pro-Administration speazkers to speak on
behalf of the President. The Maryland Committee expressed an interest
in having John Mitchell speak at the Headquarters opening in
Montgomery County. We do not feel that the headquarters site would

be an appropriate speaking event. The Washington Committee is re-
viewing other speaking requests, and will present a full schedule

of spezkers and events at a later date.

»

3. Targeted Telephone Operation

The proposed telephone operation would be located in Montgomery
County and would make toll free calls to 50,000 households in both
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties. The telephone operation
will iderntify favorable Nixon voters, recruit veolunteers and turn
cut the Nixon vote. A nore detailed discussion of the telephone
operation can be found in Tab C.

Recommendation

That yvou approve the targeted telephone operation as outlined above
and in Tab € at a cost of $7,774.00.

Approve Disapprove Comment

4, Targeted Volunteer Commitment Program

The Maryland Committee requested a direct mail program targeted in
Baltimore County as it would not be covered by the telephone
operation. It was further suggested that the direct mail piece be
a part of a volunteer cormitment program similar to that used in
Florida, A more detailed account of the program can be found in
Tab D.


http:7,774.00

Recommendation

That you approve the volunteer commitment program as outlined
above and in Tab D, at a cost of $18,670,

Approve Disapprove Comment

JEB S, MAGRUDER

CONFIDENTIAL
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N W
WASHINGTON. D. €. 20006

(202) 333.0920 March 2"{-, 1972

CONFPIBENTIAL-

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

THROUGH : JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: NANCY BRATAAS '
SUBJEC?: Maryland Primary Telephone Operation

The Maryland telephone campaign provides an opportunity to organize
for the general campaign, and to train key people to operate tele-
phone centers in the fall. .

Some volunteers in the D.C. area could be trained to assist Nancy
Brataas at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue throughout the campaign

Implementation d

Ten phones are to be instclled in Montgomery County by April 10,
allowing one week for recruitment and four weeks of phone calls
to voters. Phone calls are to be made from April 17 through
May 16 to voters in both Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties.
Based upon a quota of 1,500 calls per day, operating five days
a week, 30,000 homes (approximately 50,000 voters) would be
reached. Operating six days a week, 36,000 homes {over 60,000
voters) would be contacted.

.Message of Telephone Conversation

Purpose of the phone call would be to recruit Republicans to work
at the headquarters in the primary, either making phone calls or
Jdoing clerical work.

Republicans who cannot work in the primary would be asked if they
would be willing to work during September and October for the
general election.
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Whatever the voter's response, the closing line to Republicans
would be, "Can the President count on you to go to the polls
on Tuesday, May 167"

Projected Budget:

The cost of the telephone campaign to reach voters in Montgomery
and Prince Georges Counties follows:

Lists \ *
List acquisition $ 200.00
.Software 1,500.00
Telephone printputs 3,000.00
Freight 200.00
$4,900.00

Phones: {10 lines)

Installation . 275.00
Rental per month - 10 lines 98.00
Non-published nfimbers 11.00
Suspension fee (May 18 to August 18) 150.00

Toll charge @ 6.5¢ per call 2,340.00

$2,874.00

Total: ) $7,774.00


http:3,000.00
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« Tab D
COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT
170t PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N.W
WASHINGTON, D. C 200C% March 23’ 1972
(202) 333-0%20

CONFIDENTIAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL
THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: ROBERT MORGAN ' ‘ p
SUBJECT: Maryland Direct Mail Plan

The Presidential Commitment Program will be used in Baltimore County.
Changes in the Commitment Program based on our experience in Florida
are being immediately implemented in Maryland, The Commitment
Program is now used as a base to seed new volunteers at the precinct
level. It also gives an opportunity for the county chairmen to test
their organizational abilities down through the precincts.

1. This Commitment Program asks the volunteer to make 20 calls to the
closest Republicans in his precinct, get them to commit for the
President and vote in the Primary. The volunteer then follows up
with telephone calis on Election Day to remind his 20 people to

vote,

2. The volunteer is also asked to bring in 5 new volunteers who are
seeded into his precinct.

3. Since each county has a list of all Republicans printed out by
city, precinct and in street number order, it is an excellent
opportunity to have a volunteer telephone program, Each county
chairman will be asked to organize his precincts and have each
precinct captain call all of the registered Republicans using
precinct workers. Where captains or precinct workers do not
exist, their implementation will be watched closely.

In Maryland, we will be putting the telephone numbers into the
tape using a unique computer process which will allow the volunteers
to spend most of their time telephoning vis-a-vis looking up

numbers.



Direct Mail Costs

List Acquisition $ 570.00
Cleaning the Lists 2,500.00
Software Package 1,500.00
Telephone Number Selection 2,000.00
Presidential Commitment

Program Printouts 1,500.00
60,000 Ensembles @ $160/M 9,600,00
2,000 Commitment Kits 1,000,00

Total Direct Mail Costs $18,670.00

The actual operating expenses for the Presidential Commitment

Program in Maryland are not included as they are part of the
field operation,

GCONFIDENTIAL
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE., N.W.

WASHINGTON. D C. 20006 . March 24, 1972

{202) 333-0920

CONEIDENTIAY:

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL
FROM: JEB 5. MAGRUDER

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the California Primary

\,

l

The California Primary election will be held on June 6, 1972, It

is a state where there is an election of a pledged delegate slate.
The President will be opposed by Congressman John Ashbrook.. As in
the past, the American public will watch both the Democratic and
Republican Primaries with a great deal of interest., Most important,
California, with its 45 electoral votes, is often considered the
key to the re-election of the President, .

Background

Both the present political situation in California and past voting
patterns indicate that California would be rated as a toss-up for
the general election. President Nixon won California by 3.17 in
1968, lost to Pat Brown in 1962, and won by less than 1% in 1960.

The election of 1970 proved to be as contradictory and confusing as
California generally is. The defeat of incumbent Senator George

Murphy left California with two Democratic Senators. Governor Reagan,
however, was re-~elected with 52.8% of the vote. One of the most
significant losses suffered by the Republicans was the loss of both
Houses in the Legislature. Democrats now control the Senate by a

21 to 19 margin and the Lower House by a 43 to 37 margin. Republicans
did hold the line on the Congressional races and even picked up a vacant
seat, giving the Democrats a 20 to 18 edge.

Due to the confusing outcome of the election of 1970, it is difficult

to draw firm conclusions. The voting trend in the U.S. Senate races
(Tab A) has fallen drastically for Republicans. Senator Kuchel

achieved a recent high point in 1960 with 56.5% of the vote for the
Republicans. This Republican percentage has decreased steadily to a low
point in 1970 when Senator Murphy received only 44.3%.

—




Although there has also been a decline in the Republican vote for
Governor, it has not been so severe as the Senate vote., Governor
Reagan dropped from 57.67% in 1966 to 52.8% in 1970. (Tab B)

Factors other than trends and percentages must be considered in
analyzing California politics, California‘'s political climate has
been one of throwing the "ins" out, Only three of nine incumbent
Senators have been re-elected since World War II. The defeat of the
ultra~conservative Max Rafferty in 1968 did not really reflect a
weakening of the Republican Party because he was simply too far to
the right and not a particularly strong candidate. Likewise, in
the 1970 race, Senator Murphy had been tainted with a scandal

and could not be considered a highly desirable candidate. In the
case of Governor Reagan, it would have been very difficult to
maintain as high a percentage as he achieved in his first election
in 19660 )

Another major factor in the 1970 election was unemployment, This
is an especially difficult problem for Republicans as it has been
a white~collar recession that has affected Republicans employed in
the space industry and related businesses. This remains a key
issue in 1972 with the re-election of the President,

Demographic and Voting Analysis

California's population in 1970 was 19,696,840, It is the largest
state in the nation in terums of population. The state is 7% Black,
9% Mexican and Spanish, 2% Oriental. Total foreign stock is 25%,
with Mexicans 47, Germans 2%, Canadians 2%, British 2%, Italians
2%, being the largest ethnic groups.

In political terms, California is very much a North versus South
state, The southern section of the state (Tab C), which is the
larger of the two, tends to be very conservative, while the northern
portion tends to be rather liberal. Orange and San Diego Counties
in the south, for example, were the only two heavily populated counties
in the country that gave Goldwater a plurality in 1964. The south-
ern part of the state has been described as the "Sun Belt State",
similar politically to southern Florida and central Texas. It was
settled by "Bible Belt types" and has taken on that political mold.
San Francisco, on the other hand, being the center of liberalism and
Democratic strength in California, is also the headquarters for many
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Far Left organizations, such as the Black Panthers. The Central Valley
of the state, generally agricultural and desert, was settled by people
coming from the Oklahoma plains during the Dust Bowl Era,

Nixon's greatest vote totals in 1968 came out of Los Angeles, Orange,
San Diego, Santa Clara and Alameda Counties. The President received
2,159,656 votes from these five counties, or 62.3% of his total
California vote, (Tab D)

Humphrey's best counties were northern counties of San Francisco
(plurality - 76,539), Alameda (66,260), Sacramento (21,592), Santa
Clara (10,065). These four best Humphrey counties, in terms of raw
vote, gave Humphrey a total plurality of 174,456 which is only

8,000 more than the plurality given Nixon vote from Orange County alone.
Wallace received 6.7% of the total vote in 1968. His vote appears to
have come most heavily, percentage wise, from that area of the state
north of Sacramento. This would make it appear that the Wallace

vote probably helped Nixon in 1968. A recent Field Poll in California
indicates that most of the vote which Wallace now receives in three-
man, head-to-head contests, would go to the Democrat in a two-man
race. (Tab E)

The conventional wisdom of the Republican politicians is that one must
get large portions of the vote downstate to offset the upstate margins
of the Democrats. In 1968, the Presidential contest followed that
pattern. Nixon carried southesn California by about 376,000 votes,
lost northern California by about 143,000 votes and lost the Central
Valley by about 9,000 votes. (Tab C)

Objectives of the Primary Campaign

As California is a key state for the re-election of the President, it is
vital thet we work toward the following two objectives in the primary.

1. Defeat Ashbrook by a large margin and still not split the Republican
Party.

2, Build and utilize a large cadre of volunteers in the primary in
order to have the personnel required for a general election effort.
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Planned Activities

The Primary campaign plan which follows was developed in coordination
with Lyn Nofziger, the Executive Director of the California Committee for
the Re-Election of the President. All directors of relevant activities
from the Washington Committee met with Mr. Nofziger on February 26, 1972,
As a result of the meeting, the following areas of activity are con-
templated: (The time schedule for the totel operating plan is given in
Tab F.)

1. State Organizational Activities

The California Committee for the Re~Election of the President will
coordinate all activities in the state. Lyn Nofziger is presently
establishihg headquarters and recruiting his key personnel. The primary
will allow the California Committee to test its key people before the
General Election campaign.

The preliminary budget for California was done for the entire campaign.
Costs are not designated as to primary or general election expenditure.
The total cost of staff salaries is estimated to be $504,775. Expenses
of staff and volunteers total $737,285. Office expenses come to a total
of $405,550. The total cost of these three elements of the state
organization is $1,142,835, (Tab G)

Recommendation

That you approve the state organizational activity outlined above and in
Tab G at a cost of $1,142,835.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers

Due to the importance of the state of California im the re-election cam-
paign, extensive use will be made of well-known Administration speakers

in the state., Between January 20 and June 6, there have been 28 different
Administration spokesmen scheduled in 66 events. (Tab H)  Two rallies
occurring shortly before June 6 are being contemplated. The present plan

is for the Washington-based Committee to pay for one event and the California
Committee will be responsible for the second event.
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Recommendation

That you approve of the surrogate speaker program as outlined above
and in Tab H.

Approve Disapprove Comment

3. Volunteer Activities

A\
As previously stated, one of the major objectives of the California
Primary is to recruit and utilize a cadre of volunteers. Many of
the voluntgers will be recruited through the telephone and direct mail
programs contemplated. They will be, in turn, recycled into the tele~—
phone operation and the California Committee precinct organization.
In addition, Pat Hutar will work with Lyn Nofziger and his volunteer
chairman in additional recruitment of volunteers and other volunteer
activities. This volunteer program will stress precinct coffees,
recruitment of civic club activists, and petition programs that would
seek pledges of support for the President. .(Tab I)

Recommendation P

That you approve of the volunteer activities program as outlined above
and in Tab I.

Approve bisapprove Comment

4., Media Advertising

Originally, an extensive media campaign including television, radio and
newspaper advertising was suggested for California. This plan was

under consideration because we thought that we were running much lower

in the polls than the Democratic contenders. There was also the possibility
that the Democrats would close ranks and coalesce support behind one
candidate. Furthermore, there was a possibility of a stronger challenge
than now anticipated by either Ashbrook or McCloskey. At this time,

we are doing better than expected in the polls. The Democrats are still
divided. Ashbrook and McCloskey have both failed to effectively challenge
the President. Therefore, our advertising people have advised against

the use of media in the California Primary. (Tab J)



Recommendation

That you agree that we do not use media advertising in the California
Primary.

Approve Disapprove Comnent

5. Telephone Operation

A telephone program similar to that used in New Hampshire has been

developed for California. Due to the size of the California electorate,
only a targeted number of households will be contacted. The telephone
program will identify Nixon's supporters and turn them out on election

day. It will also recruit volunteers for the state organization.
Furthermore, it will train key people in California for the general election
telephone campaign. A move detailed discussion of the telephone plan can
be found in Tab K. A budget for the telephone operation will be

presented within the next several days.

Reccmmendation ‘

That you approve the telephone operation as outlined above and in
Tab K.

Approve Disapprove Comnent

6. Direct Mail

The primary objective of the -direct mail program is to communicate to the
voters the record and accomplishments of the President and to urge them
to support the President on June 6. As there has been a recommendation
that there be no media advertising, this will be the only means of com-
municating with the Republican voters of California. In addition, the
direct mail piece will ask for volunteers. The program is further dis-
cusged in Tab L.

s St s o s
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Recommendation

That you approve a direct mail program in California that would contact
all Republicans, as outlined in Tab L, at a cost of $473,895.

Approve Disapprove Comment

7. Voter Bloc Activities

California will be the first opportunity to actively implement voter

bloc programs. The youth campaign is already engaged in a voter registra-
tion campaign, which will extend past the primary for the general election
campaign. ' The other voter bloecs will present their plans in the near
future. ' m

8. Contrel System

The Califormnia Primary affords the first opportunity to apply the
management control program which has been assigned to Jerry Jomes. Jerry
has been involved in the development of all plans for activities in
California. He has had an,opportunity to review the reporting and control
techniques used in the direct mail and telephone operation in the previous
primaries. He will place the most emphasis on measuring the effectiveness
of activites handled by the state organization. These activities are the
most important for winning votes, but the most difficult to measure or
control.

Recommendation

That you approve of the control system as outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment

9. Post Election Evaluation of Campaign Activities

One of our objectives in the primaries has been to develeop the campaign
capabilities of our total organization and to train all of the people
involved. The only measure that has been used to determine if our campaign
activities have been effective has been to review the votes. A more
scientific measuring technique of effectiveness ought to be applied in the
primary before we commit large sums of money for the general election. We
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feel California offers the best opportunity for testing because most
of the campaign activities will be in evidence. California is also
relatively representative of the American electorate.

Therefore, it is recommended that a project be authorized whereby a
scientific survey would be conducted among the voters before campaigning
actually begins and after the election. This in-depth survey would
attempt to measure the effect of each of the activities: telephone,
direct mail, and personal contact. I1f you approve this concept, Bob
Teeter will draw up a detailed plan and budget for the project.

Recommendation

That you authorize Bob Teetor to develop a detailed recommendation and
budget for sthe survey activities required for post election analysis.

Approve Disapprove Comment
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- TAB D

1968 PRESIDINTIAL ELECTION

( California Counties Providing the Largest Number of Votes for Richard Nixon )

CANDIDATLS : . :

COUNTY RINON HUMPHRLEY WALLACL PLURALiT&
Los Aungeles ® 1,266,480 - 1,223,251 151,050 43,229 (R)
(47.6%) (46.0%) , (5.7%)

Orange 314,905 148,869 33,034 166,036 (R)
(63.1%) (29.9%) - (6.6%)

San Diego . ° 261,540, 167,669 33,340 - 93,871 (R).
(56.3%) (36.1%) (7.2%)

Santa Clara 163,446 173,511 18,754 10,065 (D)
(45.6% (48.4%) (5.2%)

Alzrmeda 153,285 219,545 28,426 66,260 (D)
(37.6%) ° (53.9%) (7.0%)

* Nixon's plurality vote from Los Angeles accounted for 36.5%Z of his total
Republican vote.



CALIFORNIA POLL President Nixon Holds Margin ' TAB E
Over Democratic Contenders )

President Nixon leads all Democratic contenders in
California when the American Independent Party and the Peoples Party
candidates are added to the ballot. When these candidates are not
listed, the President.remains ahead of all candidates except Senator
Muskie.

ALL VOTERS -- STATEWIDE

FEBRUARY WALLACE AND SPOCK
1972 our
NIXON S 1} 45%
MUSKIE 40 L. 48
WALLACE 9 .
SPOCK 2
-UNDECIDED _ .5 . 7




Tab G

March 9, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR HARRY FLEMMIL

A\

FROM LYN NOFZIGER | k
RE: California Campaign Buliget

Per your letter of March 3 regarding the csmraign budget for the
California Committee for the Re-Election of the President, I must

point out that this budget only covers the activities of the state
committee and to some extent the Los Angeles County committes., Hothing
has been included to cover =he costs that we possivly will have to pay
to support the various county committees for the re-election of the
President in view of the new legislation affecting campaign spending
and reporting. ‘

The situation is such that we do not believe that a strong campalgn
can be mounted in the key cotnties on contritutions of $100 or less,

We estimate that we will have t92 supply zt least some of the funds that
will be needed Tor the registration effort in many counties. We feel
that this could be upwards of 3500,000. Further, any state-wide or
even major county telephone-bank cperation will have to be supported.
Based on the best eztimate “hat we can arrive at, this will come to

an additional 330C,000.

Finally, you should realize that we have not tazken into account the
costs of any direct-mail efforts, rzllies or other advertising.

Enclosure



CALTFORNIA COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

Page 1
Salaries/Expenses i Y-D March " April May* June July August September  October Rovenber TOTAL
i :
i
H ‘ . ¥
Salaries :
Exec Dir & Staff 7600 7600 7600 o T600 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 76000
Fxoc Assis 5550 . 1k700 1k700 .'1!;700 1L700 14700 . 1hk700 1k700 1k700 4700 137850
field Directors 700 5000 5000 5000 5000 * 5000 5000 5000 - 5000 5000 Y5700
Communication Dir 1000 2000 2000 2000 2000 . 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 19600
Field Starf BT 4700 ° 5800 5800 5800 4700 4700 5800 8000 k750 50050
Technical Assts © 650 8050 8050 8oso 8050 8050 8050 8050 8050 7050 72100
Headquarters ‘ 250 1000 1000 1000 1000 ) v . 1000 - 1000 1000 1000 ‘ 8250
Admin Assts t 1500 b7so - bT50 ~Wrso, . LTs0 L7150 4750 - k750 L7s0 4750 44250
Secretarial Po725 . 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 51575
i : A Lo : R A :
TOTAL SALARIES 17975, . 531‘50i « 54550 ;54550 ¢ 54550 ’.\ . 5250 53450 ©  5h550 . 56750 . 52500 504775
s ! IR : ‘
{ f M ¢ I} i i H .
‘ P S BRI b .
Expenses . . - : ! P "1 . : . ; : L
? - . : . )
Payroll (FICA) _ | 1510, ksoo. . ks8o _ bseo . ' hsBo i koo bsooi  us8o 780 - koo, h2klo
Travel ‘11600, 18300 , 19000 : 19000 . 15550 | 10850 ! 12800 . . 18300, . 20400 - 12300 158100
Reimbursement | . R i \ ! f ‘ ‘ ’
to RNC ! — 5000 e, [ m——r L mm— ——— — . - — 5000
Volunteer Expenses | 30000 3000 , 3000 3000 ; 3000 3000 3000 ° 3000 3000 27000
T ) ' : . P o
. - P P . [, - - ) PR P . -i» e - - - < - . i — » P * - . - .
TOTAL {13110 25800 31580 26580 23130 - 18250 20300 25880 28180 19700 232510
: E : . ; : i 5 § ‘
: 2 T T [ |
SUB TOTAL 131085 79250 - . 86130 . 81130 . 77680 | 70700, . T3750:. ° B8ob3o! 84930 12200 737285

.

]

*Additional expenses may be incurred due to the cost of tilizing
volunteers recruited through direct mail. \




OFFICE EXPENSES

Rent

Equip. & Supplies
lelephone
Telephone Ranke
Special Prograns
Contract Services

Radio/TV/News Equip

Insurance
Utilities

TOTAL

GRAND TOTAL

10200
6450
. 2100

250

o~ v

. 19000

: 50085

March

7100

8kso
2600

5300
2150
1500
700
Loo

28200

. 10TLS0 .

CALIFORNIA COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

April

7100

8Ls50
LG0oo

o o o

2300
2650
1000
T00
Loo

27200

113330

i

‘
i

May

7100

8950
8000

2800
2650
500
700
koo

31100

112230

\
H

i

June

7100

84s0
5000

o o o

800
2150
500
700
Loo

25100

»

102780

July August September
7100 7100 7100
7950 7950 8Ls0
4500 L500 6000
—— 50000 50000
— —— 2800
1850 1850 2650

500 500 500
T00 700 700
Lo0 oo 400

23000 73000 786000

93700° 146750 | 159030

APPROVED B

October

7100

8950

9000
50000

2800
2650
500
700
Loo

82100

167030

Lyn Nofziger

¥

§

o
e

Page 2

vember

3000

7650
3000

-

1800
1600
100
700
Loo

18250

90450

TOQTAL

70000

81700
49300
150000
18600
20450
5600
6300
3600

L5550

. 1142835




Date

January 20

January 27

February

February

February

February
February
February
February
February

February

February
February

February

iy

10

10

11

11

17

18

23

SPEAKING EVENTS IN CALIFORNIA

Event

Jess Hill Testimonial Dinner,
Los Angeles

Ground Breaking Ceremony for
Sea Water Distillation Module,
Santa Ana

Nixon Legacy of Parks Ceremonies,

San Fernando Valley

San Fernando Valley Annual.
Service Clubs Meeting,
Tujunga

United Republican Finance
Committee of Los Angeles County
Stateman's Club Reception, Los
Angeles

Western Fairs Association 49th
Annual Meeting, Anaheim

Urban CGrowth Policy Conference,
San Diego -

Lincoln Day Dianer Aboard the
Queen Mary, Long Beach

Lincoln Club of Orange County,
Los Angeles

Orange County Lincoln Day
Dinner, Newport Beach

Civic Clubs Luncheon, San Diego

Association of General Contractors,

Los Angeles

American College Public Relations

Association, Newport Beach

Dinah Shore Show Taping

March 16, 1972
11:00 a.m.

Speaker
Mr. Klein

Sec. Morton

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch
Sec. Romney
Sen. Dolé
Mr. Klein
Sen. Dole

Sec., Laird

Mr. Klein

st s
Mr, Klein

Julie Eisenhower

Tab H



Date

February 24

February 25

March 2

March 3

March 4

March 4

March 6

March 13

March 13

March 14

March .15

March 15

March 15

Event

Association of Bay Area
Governments Symposium on
Population Growth and the Bay
Area's Future, San Francisco

Cabinet Committee on Opportunity
for Spanish Speaking, Regional
Meeting, San Francisco

Los Angeles Chapter, American
Ordinance Association 36th
Annual Dinner Meeting Honoring
Mr. Finch, Los Angeles

West Adams Community Hospital
Dedication, Los Angeles

Sacramento

California Industrial Education
Association Annual Convention,

“Angheim

Oakland Kiwanis Club, Oakland

Ground Brgaking Ceremony, Los .
Angeles Economic Resources Corp.,
Los Angeles

California State College, San
Francisco

Agricultural Council of
California, Palm Springs

National Medical Association,
San Francisco
Poag

American Legion, Ontario

San Diego Hospital Dedicatioen,
San Diego -

Speaker
Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mrs. Nixon

Mr. Finch

Mr. Weinberger
Sec. Hodgson

Asst. Sec., Podesta
Mr. Blatchford
Asst. Sec. Lyng
{(U.S.D.A.)

Asst. Sec. Cowden
(U.S5.D.AL)

Mr. Johnson
(.ASy "

Mr. Johnson
(V.A.)

S JE——
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Date

March

March
March
ﬁarch
March
March
March
March
March
March
March
March
March
March

March

16

16

16

16

16

17

17

17

17

17

18

21

22

27

27 - 31

Event

California Certified Public
Accountants Foundation for
Education and Research,
Monterey

American Medical Association
Conference, San Francisco

Ground Breaking for City Center
Project, Oakland

Tulare County Fund Raising Dihner,
Visalia \

National Security Industrialist
Association, Los Angeles

Clairmont College Trustees,
Los Angeles

Reception for Cong. Wiggins,
West Covina

National Association of Counties,
Los Angeles
'

Claremont Men's College
West Covina

Ameérican Medical Association,
San Francisco

San Diego Evening Tribune Teen
Seminar, San Diego

Scholastic Press Corp.,
Los Angeles

(YA

Anaheim Chamber of Commerce,
Anaheim :

Association of California School
Administrators, Anaheim

President's Air and Water
Pollution Advisory Board, Los
Angeles and San Francisco

Speaker

Mr. Jobe
(Commerce)

Mr. Duval
(H.E.W.)

Mr. Hyde
(HbUtDA)

Sec. Romney
Mr. Wm. Magruder
Sec. Romney

Sec. Romney

Mr. Hyde
(H.U.D.)

Sec. Romney

Mr. Dowden
(U.S.D.AL)

Mr. Franklin

The Vice President
Mr,t?qgesta
(Coumérce)

Mr. Klein

Mr. Ruckelshaus




Date
March

March

March

March

March

April

April

April

April

April

May 1

May 13

May 22

May 22

May 22

May 22

29
29

30

30

30

7-10

Event
The Comstock Club, Sacramento

Order of the Rainbow for Girls,
Sacramento

Boy Scouts of American Golden
Empire Council 22nd Annual Eagle
Scout Recognition, Sacramento

Luncheon Honoring State of
California Employees, Sacramento

Fund Raising Reception for the
Boy Scouts of America, Sacramento

Del Monte Spring Conference,
Pebble Beach

California Republican Assembly
Convention, Palo Alto

California Grain and Feed
Association, Palm Springs

Bechtel Directors Advisory Group,
San Francisco

California Contract Cities
Association, San Diego

Santa Monica Bar Association Law
Day Luncheon, Santa Monica

California Jaycee Annual State
Convention, Cakland

California Peace Officers
Association, Anaheim

IR

California Bankers Association,
Los Angeles

Los Angeles World Trade Council,
Los Angeles

Cal. Tech. Association, Los Angeles

Speaker
Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Sec. Shultz

The Vice President
Sec. Butz
(Invitation pending)
Sec. Shultz

Mr. Finch

(Awaiting invitation) ;

Mr. Finch

s e -y

Mr. Kleindienst

Sec. -Peterson

Sec. Peterson

Sec. Peterson .



Date
May 30

June 2

June 2

June 10
June 11

June 24

June 25

Open May

Event

Twilight Club, Pasadena

Southwest Regional Laboratory

for Educational Research and
Development Dedication Ceremonies,
Los Angeles

Los Angeles World Affairs Council,
Los Angeles

Palomar College, San Marcos
Occidental College, Los Angeles

Western State University College
Law Commencement, Anaheim

California Livestock Symposium,
Fresno

Bay Area Republican Alliance
Special Membership Meeting,
San Francisco

Speaker
Mr. Finch

Mr. Finch

Sec. Comnnally

Mr. Finch
Mr. Finch
Mr. Finch
Séc. Butz
(Invitation pending)

Sec. Morton
(Invitation pending)

P



Tab I

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

MEMORANDUM March 23, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB MARIK
FROM: PAT HUTAR

SUBJECT: Volunteer Programs for California

Major volunteer efforts should be channeled into the telephone operations
and Presidential commitment programs. In areas of the state not affected
by these programs, the Pledged to the President "petition' program could
be utilized or the '"Ten for R.N." Also, Precinct Coffees could be pro-
grammed in all areas to help with the recruitment of volunteers for all
of the above mentioned projects and other campaign work.

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND STATE ADVISORY COMMITTEES
(Only partially operational for the Primary)

The concept of the National Advisory and State Advisory Committees is to
create a vehicle by which we can work through existing organizations to
gain support for the President from persons who might not otherwise take an
active interest in the cafipaign and might not vote. Also, working within
an existing group allows us to multiply our effcsts to get votes without

the necessity of creating an additional organizational structure to accom—
plish the task.

The leadership for the National Advisory Committee will be recruited from

past presidents of such organizations as the American lLegion, the American
Legion Auxiliary, League of Women Voters, Business and Professional Women,
Kiwanis, General Federated Clubs, Zonta. Still others would be drawn from

Boy and Girl Scout Councils, YWCA and YMCA leaders, labor unions, school
teachers, to name a few.

The past national presidents would serve at the national level and would

help in the recruitment of past state presidents or officers who would in

turn work through leadership in the local clubs. The contact person(s) in
each local unit would recruit support for the President from members on a
personal and private basis. There would be no attempt made to get endorsements
or to interject partisanship into the meetings. This would be contrary to the

rules governirg most of these organizations. This part of the program has to
be low key.

State Advisory Committees would work difectly with the State Re—election
Committees. There would be no need for a burdensome schedule of meetings
with the State Advisory Committee since much of their work will be done di-
rectly with their particular non-partisan organization,
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Here are a few of the ways in which the Advisory Committees will be valuable:

&)
(2)

3)
(4)

(5)
6)

€))
(8)

€))

»

Publicity value of prestige names released at the national

and state levels as supporters of the President.

Develop opportunities for pro-administration speakers to address
national and state organizations, i.e., women appointees and
other Administration officials.

Individuals within clubs could be recruited to work directly
with their local Re-election Committee.

Individuals would be asked to participate in small fund-raising
projects such as Presidential Pledge Petitions and other easy-
to-do fund-raising programs.

Key persons within clubs could provide campaign literature, buttons,
bumper strips to members who are for the President.

National and state leaders could write to their friends within
their own states and around the country urging them to support
the President. Special stationery with the volunteer logo
would be provided.

Utilize articulate national and state non—partlsan leaders as
speakers in appropriate situations.

Include non-partisan leaders in all special events at national,
state and local levels as a means of identification of non-
partisan organization support for the President. This also
gives special recognition to the non-partisan leader.

Include outstanding non-partisan workers in the volunteer recog-
nition program.

The idea here is not to set up a separate super-structure but to work through
» . 4 . P . .

existing organizations. Any positive participation and action that can be

derived from this approach will be a plus.
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: TAB J

Committee for the Re-election of the President

March 23, 1972
T0: - " PETE DAILEY
FROM: PHIL JOANOU
SUBJECT : | ~ California Primary

This morning I had a conversation with Bob Teeter concerning
recormendations for this primary. We reviewed current polling
data which shows the feollowing:

The*Field Poll, conducted in February shows, (with Wallace and
Spock in the race) Nixon leading Muskie 44% to 40%, Humphrey
437 to 387, and Kennedy 44%Z to 417. Turther, a DMI poll
conducted in Los Angeles and Orange Ccunties in late February
and early March, had Nixon over Muskie by 7 points, over
Humphrey by 18, and under Kennedy by 2. Ashbreok had 9%. We
concluded from reviewing this research that the President has
a fair lead in California, and that his trend in the Field
Poll is up. (39% i? August 1971; 44% in February, 1972).

Bob also pointed out that there is a smaller undecided vote in
California, and that ic. would be difficult to move this vote
with advertising in the primary. Major issues are unemployment,
high state taxes, and the environment. -

A four week campaign consisting of radio, TV, and newspaper,
similar to the Wisconsin plan, would cost $750,000 plus production.
I recommend that we do not spend this money during the primary.

We are ahead and the California primery on the Democratic side
could be very hot. We may be better off letting the Democrats

cut each other up in this lest primary, contrasted with Nixon in
Russia. He will be getting plenty of prime tirce exposure. Bob
pointed out, however, that he believes that we should have a
strong effort in California, but that a strong political effort does
not necessarily include advertising. We cculd have a strong sur-
rogate pregram with rallies in Sen Francisco, Los Angeles, and

San Diego, and a strong press program for the primary.

One of the major problems in California is organization. A

major dirvect mail program to all registered Republicens soliciting
volunteers, and perhaps contributions, should be conducted. This
letter could also present a strong case for supporting the Presi-
dent. A letter to conservatives (perhaps from Goldwater) would
help counter any Ashbrook activity.
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The next subject we discussed was mass advertising to Blacks
and Mexican-Americans in California. Bob feels, and I agree,
that we should not conduct a mass media effort with Blacks.
The split there is about 90-10 against us, and we run a risk
of increasing the militancy against us more than we stand to
gain in increasing our own small base. This seems to be a
better job for a well placed direct mail effort during the
pricary. On the other hand, we have a better chance with
the Mexican-American voter, and a program there could be
implemented on Spanish language TV and radio, for about
$60,000. As with Blacks, there is another school of thought
which says this is better done with direct mail and speakers.

" In summary: \

1. We should not advertise in the California Primary.

2. We should invest, instead, in a strong direcf‘mail,
surrogate candidate and PR program.

3. We should raise the issue of testing advertising
with Mexican-Americans at the next*strategy meeting.

- ec: Bob Teeter

GORFIPENTIAL




TAB K

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PERNNSYLVANMIA AVENUE. N.W

WASHINGTON. D C. 20006 ’ March 24, 1972

(202} 333.0920

CONPIDENTIAL .

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: NANCY BRATAAS '
SUBJECT: California Primary Telephone Operating Plan

The California telephone campaign has three objectives;

1. To defeat Ashbrook by a large majority while avoiding a
split in the Party.

2., To identify and train key leaders at the state level for the
Fall campaign. '

¥’
3. To recruit and train a large number of volunteers willing
to work in the Fall.

General Plan

The following plan has been developed through discussions between Lyn
Nofziger and Nancy Brataas, and reflects what Mr. Nofziger thinks would
be the most effective use of telephones in the state for the Primary.

Centers will be located in each of the four regions into which the
state has been divided for the campaign. There will be one center in
Stockton, one in Santa Clara, one in Orange County and one in San
Diego County. Los Angeles County will have two centers and possibly
two more, for a total of 6 to 8 centers. There will be ten phones
per center, each center capable of completing approximately 50,000
calls, so that a total of 300,000 to 400,000 households can be con-
tacted (500,000 to 700,000 voters).
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Telephone Message and Follow—up Procedure

The format will be based on the New Hampshire Plan:

1. The voter will be asked 1f his vote can be counted upon on
June 6th.

2, The responses will be separated into three major categeries:
Those supporting the President, those opposed, and those undecided.

3. The follow-up plan will be: \

a. The supporters will be next contacted during the
Get-out~the-vote operation.
L]

b. The unfavorables will not be contacted again.

¢. The undecided voters will receive a personalized
computer letter, along with the appropriate issue brochure.

d. A follow-up telephone call will be made to all un-
decideds to assure that the brochure was received, and to deter-
mine if they now support the President. If so, they will be
included in the Get-out-the-vote list.

4, The data handling operation to accomplish this activity will
utilize separate name cards for each household. They can be physically
sorted according to the results of the telephone call. For the follow-
up mailing to undecided voters, the cards will be processed by computer
to generate the personalized letter.

Operational Plan

Nancy Brataas 1is leaving for California on Tuesday night, March 28th.
She will meet with Lyn Nofziger and other state leaders on March 29th
and 30th to discuss and develop the specific plan of operation.

It is not possible to include the projected budget at this time because
the pertinent information regarding telephone costs will not be available
until Nancy's arrival in the state. The budget recommendation will be
submitted immediately upon her return to Washington, D. C.
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Committee for the Re-election of the President

.
MEMORANDUM March 22, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: DR. ROBERT MARIK
4
FROM: . ROBERT MORGANWJ*
SUBJECT: California Primary Direct Mail
Alternatives

Keeping in mind the two stated objectives of the California
Primary and with a basic budget limitation, a recommended
plan is suggested along with two alternatives. A general
disgussion on direction is also included.

General Discussion

Keeping the objectives in mind a direct mail effort has to
be made to 90% of the registered Republicans who are on
magnetic tape. This is the only effeetive way to cover

the state and test all of the county organizations. By
implementing the Presidential Commitment Program as outlined
below, it forces each county chairman to organize down to
the precinct level to accomplish the goal. Granted it takes
tighter control and more people but anything less than this
coverage does not really satisfy the stated goals. Our
primary recommendation includes mailing to 3,000,000
registered Republicans which cover the counties on magnetic
tape. The program would work as follows:

1. Seed new volunteers directly dinto the precincts
from the direct mail response
A. To add precinct workers
B. To establish new precinct captains
where none exist.

2. Give the new volunteers a list of 20 Republican
voters in their precinct to contact for a get
out the vote program on June 4,

3. Use the volunteers to bring in 5 new volunteers
each.
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4, 1Initiate a telephone get out the vote campaign
based on the lists provided to supplement the
volunteers coming in. It would be operated out
of homes by volunteers.

Three copies of the list will be provided in
the following sequence -- by county, city and
precinct, and then in alphabetical by street
in descending numerical order. This would be

. used organizationally for the county chairman
to develop precinct captains and precinct
workers throughout his county.

Our direct mail efforts would go to 90% of the registered
Republicans in the larger counties where the list is on
magnetic tape. The mailing ensemble would emphasize
believability to help bridge the credibility gap. A
completely personalized computer letter would be used with
the volunteer card on the bottom, along with a revised
issue brochure for the record. A BRE and non-personalized
contributor card would also be included.

The letter would emphasize volunteers for Nixon now, touch
on accomplishments and ask for contributions as a tag on.
By the time California tests start we will kaow if asking
for contributions and volunteers at the same time takes
away from the percent of volunteer respomnse.

The suggested program is based on accomplishing the specific
objectives. It does  not meet the fixed budget requirements
I was given, but the fixed budget requiremeats do not
accomplish the objectivas. (See exhibit 1.)

Alternative plan 1 is taking every third household and

printing out all of the data in all of the counties but

seeding fewer volunteers in the precincts. This plan will
generate less enthusiasm by the county chairmen. (See Exhibit II.)

Alternative plan 2 concentrates our direct mail efforts
in — : '
San Diego

Orange

Santa Clara

Stanislaus

Los Angeles

in that order of priority. We will give a concentrated effort
but it will not accomplish the goal of testing the California

organization nor will it give the California organization the

opportunity to be tested. (See exhibit III1).
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Voter blocs will be iuentified wherever they can and special
paragraphs will be inserted to fit their interests. These
will be coded to measure the response. If alternmative plan
1 or 2 is used, only 30,000 voter bloc mailings will be
tested. No effort in the primary will be made to reach
agricultural voters if alternative plan 1 or 2 is used.
With the suggested plan we will identify and mail to Blacks,
Spanish speaking, Elderly, Jewish and Agricultural segments.

Lyn Nofziger, the California Executive Director, is in favor
of the suggested plan as stated.

Substantial field activity will be required in connection
with utilizing the volunteers acquired through the direct
mail program. Pro forma budgets are shown in Exhibit 4,
but that expense would be a part of the state organization
budget, rather than the direct mail program. Expenses
would be considerably lower if existing state organization
field men and local volunteers were used.



Suggested Plan
1 Mailing Only

3,000,000 ensembles @ $133/M =
2 color window envelope
1 color BRE
14" letter with volunteer
and contributor card
Brochure on the record

List acquisition and software
Subtotal ~ Direct Mail Costs

Material Expenses
Commitment Kitl
Presentation Boards \
Letters
Commitment Cards
., Printed Envelopes
Mailing Envelopes
Issue Brochures
Inserting, Collating & Boxing
Freight
Working Lists for the Counties

1 The plan includes 56,000 kits

$ 399,000

30,000

429,000

525
1,875
1,425
3,150
1,500
1,460

11,250 °

7,090
1,880
14,740

44,895

. Exhibit I

$ 429,000

44,895

$ 473,895



Alternative Plan 1

1 Mailing Only

800,000 ensembles @ $145/M =
2 color window envelope
1 color BRE
14" letter with volunteer
and contributor card
Brochure on the record

List acquisition and software
Subtotal ~ Direct Mail Costs

Material Expenses
Commitment Kitl
Presentation Boards
Letters
Commitment Cards
Printed Envelopes
Mailing Envelopes
Issue Brochures
Inserting, Collating & Boxing
Freight
Working Lists for the Counties

1 The plan includes 15,000 kits

$ 116,000

10,000

126,000

140
500
380
840
400
390

3,000

1,890
500

3,930

11,970

‘Exhibit II

*

$ 126,000

11,970

$ 137,970



Alternative Plan 2

1 Mailing Only

800,000 ensembles @ $145/M
2 color window envelope
1 color BRE
14" letter with volunteer
and contributor card
Brochure on the record

List acquisition and software
Subtotal - Direct Mail Costs

Material Expenses
Commitment Kitt
Presentation Boards
Letters
Commitment Cards
Printed Envelopes
. Mailing Envelopes
Issue Brochures
Inserting, Collating & Boxing
Freight
Working Lists for the Counties

1 The plan includes 15,000 kits

$ 116,000

10,000

126,000

140
500
380
840
400
3590

3,000.

1,890
500

3,930
11,970

© Exhibit III

$ 126,000

11,970

$137.970



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE N W
WASHINGTON, D £ 20636

(202} 333.0820 March 27, 1972

CORFIDENRTTIAL
MEMORANDUM TOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the Indiana Primary

Indiana state law provides for a direct, closed, binding Presidential
Preference Primary on May 2. There is no party registration in
Indiana. Therefore, any voter may vote in the Republican Primary.
District delegates must support on the first ballct at the National
Convention the Presidential candidate who won in their respective
districts. Delegates at large must support the statewide Presidential
Preference Poll wibner on the first ballot.

After John Ashbrook filed on March 23 with the total number of names
on the petition as required, the Secretary of State indicated that
Ashbrook would be on the ballot. When the Secretary of State
scrutinized the petitions more closely on March 25, it was determined
that Ashbrook did not have the requiréd number of signatures in each

Congressional district. Therefore, Ashbrook will not be on the ballot
in the Indiana Primary.

General Packground

As of 1970, Indiana was the 1lth largest state in the nation. It will
cast 13 electoral votes in 1972. 1Indiana's 5,193,669 population con-
sistg of 7Z Black and 8% foreign stock. A particularly heavy concen-
tration of Blacks exists in Lake County (Gary, East Chicago) and

Marion Countv (Indianapolis). Between the 1960 census and 1972 election,
there will have been an increase of 17.87 in the total voting age
population in Indiana. The Black population over 18 vears of age rose
44,27 while the white population increased only 16.3%.

In 1968, Indiana turned out 80% of the registered voters. In that
year, Indianz rated third in the nation in the highest turnout of voting
age persong. 72% of the voting age population participated in the election,

Political Ilackground

Although Indiana has a good Republican tradition, U.S. Senate candidates
have not fared well. Since 1958, both Senate seats have been held
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by Democrats. But, like many state elections in Indiana, the last
two Senate races have been close, with Hartke winning by 50,1%
(still contested) and Bayh, by 51.7%.

The Governorship has gone back and forth between the Parties. At
present, the Governorship is held by a Republican, Governor
Whitcomb, who cannot succeed himself,

Republicans control both Houses of the Legislature., The make-up of
the Senate is 29 Republicans to 21 Democrats, In the House, there
are 54 Republicans to 46 Democrats. However, it is important to
note that Republicans lost a total of'6 House seats and 19 Senate
seats in the 1970 election.

In the past thirty years, Republicans have, for the most part, held
a majority of the Congressional seats, There are presently six
Republicans and five Democrats in the Congressional delegation. A
brief discussion of the Corgressional districts follows: (Tab A)

lst District - Democrat - Ray Madden - The lst is a heavy industrial
area located in the northwest corner of the.state, It takes in the
part of Lake County with the cities of Gary, Hammond, East Chicago
and Whiting. '

2nd District - Republican - Earl Landgrebe ~ The 2nd contains the
suburbs of Gary, the remaining rural areas of Lake County and other
northwestern counties. A traditional G.0.P. stronghold,

3rd District -~ Democrat - John Brademas -~ The 3rd district centers
around South Bend in St. Joseph County, A politically marginal
district. .

4th District - Democrat - J, Edward Roush - Thé 4th centers on Fort
Wayne in Allen County. A politically marginal seat formerly held
by Ross Adair.

5th District -~ Republican - Elwood Hillis - The 5th is in the heart-

land of Indiana and includes Kokomo and Marion, This was the former
seat of Richard Roudebush.

6th Digtrict - Republican - William Bray - The 6th takes in part of
Indianapolis and suburban counties. A conservative Republican
district,




7th District = Republican - John Myers - The 7th includes Bloomington
and Terre Haute in central Indiana.

8th District - Republican - Roger Zion -~ The 8th is in the southwest
corner of the state and includes Evansville.

9th District — Democrat - Lee Hamilton - Located in the southeast
corner of the state, the 9th is rural and agricultural,

10th District - Republican - David Dennis - The 10th district contains
Anderson and Muncie in the east-central part of the state.

11lth District - Democrat - Andrew Jacobs - Jacobs, a liberal, repre-
sents an area which includes a part of Indianapolis.

Indiana at one time was known as a state with good Republican Party
performance, However, Party in-fighting in the last several years
has seriously hurt the G.0.P, Recent activity indicates that an
effort is being made to reunite the Party.

Presidential Voting Trends

Since 1940, Indiana has voted for tﬁe Republican Presidential candidate
in every election but 1964, In 1960, Indiana delivered the next-to-
highest plurality of all states for the President, second only to Ohio.

In the 1968 Presidential Primary, Richard Nixon as the only Republican
candidate received 508,362 votes., The Democrats cast a total vote
of 776,513 for Kennedy, McCarthy and Brannigan.

Indiana is the state in which Nixon rolled up his largest plurality
in 1968. 1In total, Nixon carried the state by 261,226 votes.

Nixon 1,067,885 50.3%
Humphrey 806,659 38.0%
Wallace 243,108 11.4%
Other 5,945 0. 3%

Nixon, in 1968, won pluralities in every county except nine, Five of
those counties lie in the rural south; two small counties surrounding
Vigo County (Terre Haute) and two large northern counties, Lake and
St, Joseph, containing the cities of Gary and South Bend.
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Nixon's best counties in terms of pluralities are as follows:

Marion (Indianapolis) 46,788

Allen (Fort Wayne) 18,800
Elkhart 10,262
Total 75,850

These three counties accounted for 29% of Nixon's total plurality,
Nixon's 1968 success, then, really wasn't very concentrated in any
ohe area. The population of the state and the voting inclinations
make that effectively impossible,

In terms of vote contribution, the following counties are most
significant: :

Total

Votes Nixon  Humphrey VWallace Contribution Cummulative
Marion 310,922 52.3 37.2 10.3 14,0 14.0
Lake - 213,574 36.5 46.8 16.4 10.0 24.0
Allen 108,954 54,3 37.1 8.4 5.1 29.1
St. Joseph 106,864 44,1 44,4 11.2 5.0 34.1

Thirty-four percent of the state's total vote came from these four
counties in 1968. Nixorn carried two counties, Marion and Allen, lost
Lake County by a wide margin and just about broke even in St. Joseph.

Nixon received 46,8% of the vote actually cast in these four counties,
which is considered less than the 50.37% he garnered in the states as

a whole, It also suggests a possible future deficit from these four
counties,

Political Analysis

One of the most important considerations of the Committee for the Re-
Election of the President is to insure a unified effort behind President
Nixon. Internal struggles in the Party can do nothing but hurt the
campaign, The Republican vote is in Indiana. We must provide a
unified effort to get the President's vote out,

Another trouble spot for Nixon could be the Wallace voter. In 1968,
Wallace received 8.4%Z in Allen, 10,3% in Marion, 11.2%7 in St. Joseph
and 16.47 in Lake. The heavy Wallace vote in Lake comes from the
large blue~collar population in that area. This would appear to be

a basic Democratic vote that would swing back to the Democratic column
if Wallace does not run. )
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The increasing Black population and greater Black participation in
Marion and Lake may hold back the Nixon plurality. However, Major
Lugar won an impressive percentage of the Black vote in his recent
race in Indianapolis (Marion).

The youth vote certainly has to receive consideration. This is
especially true in St. Joseph where South Bend is the home of Notre
Dame. The campus is becoming increasingly more liberal. This vote
could make a considerable difference.

\
One of the keys, it would appear, to a Nixon victory in Indiana would
be to hold down the Democratic margins in both Lake and St. Joseph
in an gttempt to maintain Nixon's 43,302 total plurality in Marion,
Lake, Allen and St. Joseph Counties.

Survey results indicate that the President is doing reasonably well
in the southern part of the state. The approval is much better than
expected in the Lake area. The northern part of the state around
Fort Wayne is not gjiving the President the support that should be
expected.

The Primary Election ,

Due to the uncontested nature of the Indiana Primary, our objective
should be to recruit key personnel in the primary so that we will have
a strong Nixon organization in the General Election.

Planned Activities

The Primary campaign plan which follows was developed in coordination
with the Indiana Committee for the Re-Election of the President. The
recommendations were discussed in a meeting on March 4, 1972, attended
by Will Hays, chairman of the Indiana Committee, L. Keith Bulen,
Marion County chairwan and Jim Neal, state G.0.P. chairman. All
directors from the Washington Committee who are involved with relevant
activities were also present, -

At the time of the meeting, it was thought that Ashbrook would be in
the Indiana Primary. Therefore, there were five areas of activity
contemplated:
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1. State Organizational Activity

2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers
3. fargeted Telephone Operation

4, Youth Campaign Aétivity

5. Targeted Direct Mail

The time schedule for the total operating plan is given in Tab B.
The individual elements are discussed in detail below:

1. Stute Organizational Activity

The Indiana Committee has established a headquarters for the Primary
and has been receiving buttons, brochures and bumper stickers. The
primary will provide an opportunity to recruit key personnel and test
them before the General Election campaign. Deadlines for selection
of key personnel will be established by the Washington Committee and
progress reports will be required.

Recommendation

’

That you approve the state organizational activities outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers

Well~known, pro-Administration speakers will visit the state on behalf
of the President. The list of speakers scheduled at this time
follows: )

Date Event Speaker
April 19 Republican Vonten's Mrs. Mitchell

Federation, Indianapolis

April 22 Gridiron Dinner, Mr. Ruckelshaus
Fort Wayne



Date Event Speaker

Open Date:

April or Méy Fort Wayne Press Club Sec. Connally
Luncheon, Fort Wayne (Invitation Pending)

Recommendation

That you approve the program for surrogate speakers outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment

3. .Targeted Telephone Operation

The Indiazna Committee expressed an interest in establishing a
telephone operation in several counties. Due to the telephone
operation commitments in other states and the present political
gituation in Indiana, we do not feel that it is practical to use
a targeted telephone operation in the ;ndiana Primary.

Recommendation

#

That you agree that we should not use a targeted telephone operation.

Approve Disapprove Comment,

4, Youth Campaign Activity

Harry McNaught has been named youth chairman in Indiana. He is pre-
sently plamming a limited registration effort for the primary and a
more extensive drive for ‘the General Election. The youth campaign
will also be preparing for mock elections on Indiana canpuses.

Recommendation

That you approve the youth campaign activities outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment
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5. Targeted Direct Mail

The Indiana Committee leadership requested a 135,000 household
direct mail progran for the primary. The mailing would be targeted
in Marion and Allen Counties. Although Republican strength has
eroded in Allen County, the President still runs very strong state-
wide. In light of the present political situation, it would be
difficult to justify the expenditure of $24,000 for a 135,000 house-
hold mailing as an investment for the General Election.

y
Recommendation

That you agree that we should not use a direct mail program in the
Indiata Primary.

Approve Disapprove Comment

JEB S. MAGRUDER

CONFIDERTIAL




INDIANA

Districts Established February 15, 1968
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON. D. €. 20008

(202) 333.0920

March 15, 1972

CONFIDENTIAL-

SUBJECT: Preliminary Operating Plan for the Michigan Primary

Michigan's Presidential Preference Primary will be held on May 16.
Each candidate will receive a share of tne 48 delegate votes in
proportion to the primary vote. Delegates are bound until released.

General Background
In 1970 the population was 8,875,083, of which 4,059,807 were re~
gistered to vote. Of the total population, 26,6Z is considered to.

be rural and 73.8% urban,

The SMSAs are as follows:

Ann Arbor 234,103
Bay City © 117,339
Detroit 4,199,931
Flint 496,658
Grand Rapids 539,225
Jackson 143,274
Kalamazoo 201,550
Lansing 378,423
Muskegon-Muskegon Heights 157,426
Saginaw 219,743
Toledo, Ohio-Mich. (part) 118,479

Michigan has a Black population of 11Z, which is centered in major
southeastern citiles, particularly Detroit. Total foreign stock is
247 with a significant number of Poles, Italians, Germans, Swedes
and Eastern Europeans. Catholics comprise 27% of the population.
The state has 60% blue-collar employment and is very union oriented.

Ve e

Political Background

The 1970 U.S. Senate race in Michigan represented a continued upswing
by Democrats and a low point for Republicans. Lenore Romney only
polled 33% against incumbent Senator Philip Hart. Governor Milliken

fared better in 1970, But he still won only with 50.6% of the vote.



The 1970 election had little effect on the State Legislature, The
Senate is divided evenly between 19 Republicans and 19 Democrats.
Democrats control the House by a 58 to 52 margin.

Republicans control the Congressional delegation with a 12 to 7
margin over the Democrats, A list of the Congressional delegation
follows: (Tab A)

Congressmen 1968 Presidential Vote *
1970 % RN HHH GCW
lst John Conyers (D) 86.9 16,655 134,437 5,743
2nd Marvin Esch (R) 62,6 85,262 74,021 18,158
3rd Gary,E. Brown (R) 56.2 95,522 66,035 18,244
4th Edward Hutchinson (R) 61.9 90,599 55,196 20,422
5th Gerald Ford (R) 61,5 94,435 67,946 12,845
6th C. Chamberlain (R) 60.3 88,645 66,322 15,113
7th D.W. Riegle, Jr. (R) 70.3 72,814 80,373 26,620
8th James Harvey (R) 65.4 87,375 . 60,015 16,719
9th G. Vander Jagt (R) 64,6 100,798 61,539 14,763
10th E.A. Cederberg (R) 59.2 93,778 63,392 13,043
11th Philip Ruppe (R) 61.7 78,025 79,327 9,241
12th J.G. O'Hara (D) 76.9 63,837 115,903 29,634
13th Charles Diggs (D) 87,9 11,302 88,625 5,313
1l4th Lucien Nedzi (D) 70,0 59,930 96,737 20,717
15th William Ford (D) 80.0 59,930 93,045 27,022
16th John Dingell (D) 78.2 47,202 95,603 20,268
17th Martha Griffiths (D) 79.7 43,432 106,860 17,695
18th William Broomfield (R) 64.5 55,093 102,817 17,150
19th Jack MeDonald (R) 58.5 100,114 84,889 23,238

* Districts subject to boundary
changes for reapportionment.
Figures are for '70 districts.

Senator Griffin is up for re-election in 1972. His race was, until
recently, considered to be a very difficult, uphill battle. In the last
several months, his position has improved considerably.

;e .

Voting Analysis

In relation to the 1968 Presidential vote, the Republican Party fell
rather drastically throughout the state. In 1960, Kennedy received
1,687,269 (51%), Nixon received 1,620,428 (49%). In 1968, Humphrey
carried the state by 222,417, receiving 1,593,082 or 48%, Nixon received



1,370,665 or 42%, and Wallace received 331,968 or 10%. Nixon's
totals fell throughout the state in every county. Traditional
Republican areas in the mid-section of the state and in the south-
western part of the state gave Nixon much smaller margins than in
1960. Meanwhile, in Wayne County (Detroit), Nixon received only
26.2% of the vote to 63.2% for Humphrey and 10.2% for Wallace.
Humphrey received a plurality of 383,591 and 41% of his total vote
in Wayne County. In Detroit proper, Nixon received only 20% of
the vote to 71.2% for Humphrey. In Black districts of Detroit,
Nixon lost by as much as 96%.

Political Analysis

The Democratic majorities in many of the major counties were so

large in 1968 and the overall trend in Michigan so Democratic

that the state looks very difficult for 1972, There are two areas on
which the Committee should concentrate its efforts. An attempt
should be made to reassert Republican loyalties in the out state
areas, The other tactic would be to seek votes on the fringes of

the major cities, Many of these voters are ethnic and quite con-
cious of the social issues,

The Primary Election

Until filing closes on March 17, it will not be established whether
the President will have opposition in the Michigan Primary. Regard-
less, the primary will give the Committee for the Re~Election of the
President ap opportunity to organize for what will surely be an
extremely difficult election,

Our objectives in the primary will be to recruit volunteers and build
an organization for the General Election.

Planned Activities (Tab B)

1, State Organization: The Michigan Committee for the Re~Election
of the President will establish headquatters for the primary. A
volunteer recruitment effort will be required in order to develop
a statewide organization. Deadlines for selection of ‘the personnél
will be established by the Washington-based political division.

2, Appearances in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers: Maximum
use should be made of the surrogate speakers program as little other
activity will be used in the Michigan Primary.
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The Political Division recommends the following additional
activities:

1. A Volunteer Commitment Program in selected counties. (This
would be contingent upon the availability of Republican
lists and our standing in the polls,)

2. The use of appropriate voter bloc directors in an effort to
build an organization,

N e e
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Districts Established August 28, 1964 Tab A
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Map of Congressional Districts, Counties, and Selected Cities
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVAMIA AVENUE, N.W

WASHINGTON, D. €. 20006 March 23, 1972

{2027 333.0820

CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL

SUBJECT: Planning for the Primary States

You have set the guidelines that we will participate in all primaries
where the President's name must appear on the ballot, or where the
results of the primary are binding on the delegation for at least

one vote at the convention. There are 17 such states in all, Plams
have already been developed in detail for New Hampshire, Florida,
Wisconsin, California, Oregon, Indiana, Maryland, Michigan and Massa-
chusetts.

The following review covers the remaining eight .states. In most of

the states, it is recommended that we use the primary as an opportunity
to begin building a strong volunteer organization. In some states,

the use of surrogate speakers to speak on behalf of the President is
proposed. Other activities, such as the use of media, telephone
operations or direct mail, are not generally recommended. However,
direct mail will be held as a contingency in one state where delegate
slates opposed to the President may receive organized support.

A summary of the recommendations by state, ranked in chronological
order of primary, is shown in Tab A,

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENT'S NAME IS ON THE BALLOT BY LAW

Tennessee (May 4) - There appears to be no seriocus problem in the
Republican Party in Tennessee. Like most other border states, Nixon
has great potential strength, As Tennessee has a Republican Governor
and two Republican Senators who can campaign for the President, a
high level campaign will not be necessary. A joint press conference
with Senator Baker, Senator Brock and Governor Dunn endorsing the
President would be appropriate. :




Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re—~Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment

.2. Arrange joint press conference with Senator Baker, Senator
Brock and Governor Dunn, Y

Approve Disapprove Comment

Nebraska (May 9) -~ Nebraska is the most Republican state in the
nation. Nixon received his best percentage in 1960 (62%) and 1968
(60%) in Nebraska. With the improving farm situation, 1972 should
be a good year for Nixon, too. Little primary activity is required.

Recommendation

Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building a
volunteer organization.

- Approve Disapprove Comment

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE PRIMARY IS BINDING ON THE
DELEGATION

North Carolina (May 6) -~ Any candidate receiving 157 or more in the
primary will receive a proportionate share of the delegates, This
should not present any real problems as only McCloskey is opposing
the President. Ashbrook did not make the March 10 filing deadline.

The Democratic party has dominated politics in North Carolina in the
past. The Governor, both Senators and seven of the eleven Congress-—
men are Democrats. This year, however, Republicans have a good
chance of winning the Governor's race if the Republican primary is
not divisive. The Presidential Preference Primary affords us an
excellent opportunity to build an organization to provide a large
Nixon margin which will benefit the gubernatorial candidate.
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Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re~election Committee to begin building a
volunteer organization.

Apprave Disapprove Comment

2. Use Administration Speakers

Approve Disapprove Comment

South Dakota (June 6) - Nixon did very well in South Dakota in both 1968
(53%) and 1960 (58%). However, the Republican Party has eroded considerably
in the past several years. A battle is beginning to develop to determine
who will run for Senator Mundt's seat. One of the most important issues

in South Dakota has always been farm policy. This should always be kept

in mind when sending Administration speakers into the state. Due to the
fact that Republican Party strength is eroding, a strong organizational
effort should be made in the Primary.

Recommendations

.

1. Encourage the State Re-election Committee to begin building a volunteer
organization,

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Use Administration spokesmen.

Approve Disapprove Comment

New Mexico (June 6) — Delegates shall be allotted to the two top candidates
in proportion to the vote received in the primary. McCloskey will also be
on the ballot. Particular attention should be given to the U.S. Senate
race, A strong Nixon effort will certainly improve our chances of taking

a Democrat~held seat.

Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re-election to begin building a volunteer
organization. ’

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Use Administration spokesmen.

Approve Disapprove Comment
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STATES WHERE THERE IS AN ELECTION OF PLEDGED DELEGATE SLATES

Ohio (May 2) - We have worked closely with the state organization
in the selection process to assure a strong delegation. No actual
primary involvement is required in Ohio., However, the state
Republican party is fractured between the Taft and Rhodes forces.
All efforts should be made to build an organization that will not
alienate either side, We should be alert to this deep split and
avold any activity that could be construed as favoritism,

Recommendations

\.

1. Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Use Administration spokesmen,

Approve Disapprove Comment

Digtrict of Columbia (May 2) — We will work closely with the party
in delegation selection. No primary involvement is required.

Recommendation

No activity.

Approve Disapprove Comment

Rhode Island (May 23) -~ We have worked closely with the state
organization in selecting a pledged delegate slate. Just as in
Massachusetts, little activity will be required unless McCloskey
forces attempt a protest campaign, even though McCloskey has with-
drawn, A targeted direct mail campaign and Administration spokesmen
should be held as a contingency.

Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building



a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment
2, Contingency plan to use Administration spokesmen.

Approve Disapprove - Comment

*3. Contingency plan for targeted dgrect mail,

Approve Disapprove Comment

JEB S| ; w‘an\gm{




TA§ A
PROPOSED PRIMARY ACTIVITY
Volunteer
Date State Organization Spokesmen Direct Mail
May 2 Ohio X X 0
May 2 D. C. 0 0 0
May 4 - Tennessee X 0 0
May 6 North Carolina X \ X 0
May 9 Nebraska X 0 0
May 23 Rhode Island X «©) ©)
June 6 South Dakota X X 0
June 6 New Mexico X X ‘ 0
X - Activity
0 -~ No Activity

(C) -~ Hold as a contingency plan.



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PERNNSYLVANIA AVENUE., N.W

whsHmeTON, 0 €. Jo0et March 16, 1972
GCONFIBENTIAL-
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MIPCHELL
THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: ROBERT H, MARIK /Wl
SUBJECT: ‘ Review of the N;w Hampshire Primarv Campaign

The Strategy Planning Group met last week to review and discuss the
activities of the New Hampshire campaign for the purpose of gain~
ing insight into the strengths and weaknesses of that performance.
This memorandum summarizes the salient observations on each facet
of the campaign.

Overall Objectives

There were three major political objectives which could be hoped
for in the New Hampshire Primary campaign:

1. An overvwhelming win for the President that would be so
recognized by the press.,

2, A victory decisive enough to force McCloskey out of the
race,

3. An indecisive result on the Democratic side (although not
within the control of our campaign activities).

Although there were some recognized shortcomings in our New Hampshire
campaign, these must be viewed against the fact that all of our
stated political objectives were realized,

" QOverall Planning

In general, the planning process did provide useful guidelines for
the New Hampshire Primary. There was, however, insufficient plan-
ing lead time allowed for major activities of the campaign, In

part, this was caused by the fact that key managers, such as those
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for telephone and direct mail, did not join the Washington
Committee until after the first of the year. Better coordination
in the planning stage could have been achieved between Washington
and the New Hampshire campaign,

The Strategy Meetings which we are now having between the Strategy
Planning Group and the Re-Election Committee leadership of in-
dividual states have proven to be quite effective in developing
coordination between the national and state levels, This plan-
ning technique had not been perfected at the time the New Hampshire
plan was developed. As a result, the New Hampshire Committee,

in several instances, did not fully realize the scope of various
activities that were being proposed., They did not recruit enough
key people to direct the various activities in the state, and an
excessive management burden fell on Allan Walker,

As the campaign progressed, two distinct efforts evolved: the
Washington~based efforts, primarily Youth activities and the tele-
phone operations and the New Hampshire-based activities directed

by Allan Walker. There was not sufficient codrdination between

the two, and, as a result, neither one was as effective as it might
have been, The situation can be rectified in the future by more
thorough planning at the start and by conducting meetings on a re-
gular basis between the political people and the program people
when the campaign activities are in high gear,

State Organization

Although New Hampshire is a small state, there are several factions
within the Republican Party which had to be taken into account in
developing the State Re-Election Committee leadership. For that
reason, Lane Dwinell, an elder statesman of the party with close
ties to no faction, was chosen as the Chairman, and Allan Walker, a
relative newcomer to politics, was chosen as Executive Director.,

It was generally agreed that Governor Dwinell did a fine job as
spokesman for the Committee and as liaison with important political
people in the state. Allan Walker devoted a great deal of personal
effort to managing the campaign but met with a variety of operating
difficulties along the way, Many of these difficulties stemmed

from the fact that Allan's style was to retain all line responsibility

directly to himself rather than to recruit capable people and

o et £ 24 v




delegate meaningful portions of the job to them, Thus, at one
stage, he was taking calls from several functional directors

in Washington at the same time. Later on, a conscientious effort
was made to consolidate the number of calls made from Washington
to New Hampshire, and Allan was persuaded to delegate some of

his responsibilities to others in the New Hampshire organization.

Even so, the coordination with Washington-based activities never
reached the level which will be necessary for important states

in the general campaign. As the state organization was built,
there was.not sufficient opportunity for the involvement of
representatives of the various factions within the state. There~
fore, when volunteers were needed for the telephone operation

and other activities, many were not immediately available because
they *had no ready access to the Committee through their normal
political leaders. Several weeks were lost while liaison was
established with some of these factions.

In addition, Senator Cotton, Congressman Wyman and Congressman
Cleveland were not involved in the campaign at an early date, and
some political leaders who have been associated with their
campaigns did not become fully involved in the President's effort,

Delegation Selection

The delegate selection resulted in a better balanced slate than

had ever before been sent to the Convention from New Hampshire,
They included 4 women and a good representation of young people.
Most important, all pledged delegates were elected, On the negative
side, the delegates did not involve themselves actively or visibly
in the campaign,

Budget and Fund Raising

The budget which was forecast by the New Hampshire Committee was
unrealistically low. There probably should have been more
technical help from Washington to assure that the true operating
expenses would be accurately anticipated. :

In the early weeks of the campaign, there were significant delays
in transferring funds from Washington to the New Hampshire
Committee. This caused problems in meeting payrolls and operating



expenses and necessitated large cash advances from the personal
funds of Lane Dwinell and Allan Walker.

The rund raising activities in New Hampshire were moderately
successful, particularly in a state which traditionally views
the Presidential Primary as a source of income. The financial
objective of the dinner with Rogers Morton was substantially
reduced, and, as a result, it was a successful political event
with revenues more than covering the costs involved.

As of March 10, $7,730 was collected.as a result of a low-key
appeal for funds in a letter which was sent out primarily for
the purpose of asking for votes,

A breakdown of the expenses of the New Hampshire Piimary
follows:

Spokesmen Resources $43,000

Youth ) 5,000

Direct Mail 56,000

Field Operations 34,850

Telephone Operation 33,700

Advertising 56,500
Advertising

Advertising was limited to newspapers and radio. The decision

to maintain the image of a low-profile campaign without television,
conducted primarily by a grass-roots effort within the state,
proved to be the correct course of action. Moreover, the theme

of the advertising was successful in that it presented a positive
image of the President without providing a target for the Demo-
crats to attack,

Surrogate Speakers

There is no substitute for the presence of the candidate in the
stateg, particularly in the case of New Hampshire where voters are
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used to the presence of those seeking the Presidential nomi-
nation, However, the participation of important political
speakers appearing in behalf of the President went far toward
gaining the publicity and voter attention which, otherwise,
would have gone to other contenders by default.

Some very good techniques were developed for making maximum
use of speakers while they were in the state. They were
programmed for several events in one day, including major
speaking engagements, press conferences, walking appearances
through towns, etc. The program was difficult to coordinate
from the New Hampshire point of view, largely because of the
time required to advance each of the speaking engagements.

As a result of this.experience, it will be recommended that
a full-time advance man from the Washington Committee be
placed in each important primary state to coordinate the
series of visits of the surrogate speakers. It would be the
job of this person to achieve coordination with the local
people for the events and to otherwise provide liaison between
various activities in the state and the Washington Committee.

The Appreciation Day activities, for which several speakers
were brought into the state in one large, coordinated event,
had substantial iwmpact within the state. Each of the speakers
gained a great deal of voter and media attention by his day-
long activities. It may have been that the climaxing rally

in the evening featured too many of these speakers. However,
it was the severe snowstorm during the day which greatly re=-
duced the crowd that was most responsible for any negative
aspects of that event.

Some thought will be given to involving more youth~or1ented
entertainment at future rallies.

Direct Mail

The direct mail was thought to have been well-timed and well-
executed to have the best possible effect on the campaign. The
relatively concise format of our letters contrasted favorably
with the several-page letters which were sent by Ashbrook.




Telephone Operation

The telephone operation had a positive effect on the campaign,
both by its contact with large numbers of voters and by its
involvement of many volunteers throughout the state, It was
put into operation with a shorter lead time than would have
been desirable, and, therefore, caused considerable stress,
both on Nancy Brataas who directed the operation and on

Allan Walker, Because the scope of the operation had not been
fully appreciated during the early planning, many of the key

people who had originally been assigned other jobs had to be
utilized. In the end, however, it achieved the involvement

of a large number of people who had not previously participated
in a political campaign and found it to be a rewarding ex-
perience, e

One of the early deficiencies in the telephone campaign which
caused difficulty later on was that the delegated state telephone
chairman was not technically capable of dire¢ting the planned
activities, We feel that in the key states it will be necessary
for Nancy Brataas to participate with each state chairman in

the selection of the director of telephone operations.

Press Relations

Substantial difficulties were experienced in this area because
the individual responsible for communications in New Hampshire
did not perform well, The experience pointed out clearly the
absolute necessity of selecting a top-quality person for this
job din each state organization. He must be able to handle all
public relations and communications activities well in a
technical sense, but, in addition, have the judgment to know
when to seek advice from Washington on what line to take re~
garding issues and political positions throughout the campaign.
We feel that Van Shumway should be actively involved with the
state chairmen in selecting the public relations director of
each key state.

Youth

The objectives of the Youth Campaign were to supply volunteers

to other campaign activities within the state, such as telephone and
headquarters operations and door-to~door canvassing, and to attract
coverage by the media of young people supporting the President.
Those objectives were realized; in particular, the favorable mock



election results on several college campuses had a very
positive effect.

On the negative side, the Youth Campaign did not meet its
objective on the initial plan for obtaining enough signatures
from first~time voters to put the President on the ballot.
Further, there was less coordination than desirable between’
the youth activities and those of Allan Walker's organization.

Volunteer Activities

The volunteer activities as programmeh to.be directed by the
state co-chairman never became a factor in the campaign. This
was a direct result of the fact that the person selected to
be cb-chairman turned out to be ineffective in that role.
Volunteers were recruited directly by the activities requiring
their services, such as the telephone operation.

Acknowledgement by the President

By Friday night, the leadership for the New Hampshire campaign
had received no communication from the President acknowledging
the favorable results of the primary election. A letter was
sent out by the President on Thursday, which probably arrived
Saturday morning. However, by that time, much of the campaign
organization had been disbanded and many had been disappointed
by no official word from Washington. A telephone call or a
much more rapidly delivered letter would have a much greater
effect on the New Hampshire organization,

CONFIDENTIAL




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W
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LONFIDENTIAL-

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL

SUBJECT: Planning for the Primary States

You have set the guidelines that we will participate in all primaries
where the President's name must appear on the ballot, or where the
results of the primary are binding on the delegation for at least

one wote at the convention. There are 17 such states in all. Plans
have already been developed in detail for New Hampshire, Florida and
Wisconsin., After meeting with the respective State Re-Election
Committee leadership, separate plans will be submitted for California,
. Oregon, Indiana, Maryland and Michigan.

The following review covers the remaining nine states, In most of

the states, it is recommended that we use the primary as an opportunity
to begin building a strong volunteer organization. In some states,
the use of surrogate speakers to speak on behalf of the President is
proposed. Other activities, such as the use of media, telephone
operations or direct mail, are not generally recommended. However,
direct mail will be held as a contingency in two states where delegate
slates opposed to the President may receive organized support.

A summary of the recommendations by state, ranked in chronological
order of primary, is shown in Tab A. '

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENT'S NAME IS ON THE BALLOT BY LAW

Tennessee (May 4) -~ There is no serious problem in the Republican
party in Tennessee., Like most other border states, Nixon has

great potential strength. As Tennessee has a Republican Governor
and two Republican Senators who can campaign for the President, a
high level campaign will not be necessary, A joint press conference
with Senator Baker, Senator Brock and Governor Dunn endorsing the
President would be appropriate.



CONFIDENTTAL -2

Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Arrange joint press conference with Senator Baker, Senator
. Brock and Governor Dunn,

Approve Disapprove Comment

Nebraska (May 9) - Nebraska is the most Republican state in the
nation, WNixon received his best percentage in 1960 (62%) and 1968
(60%) in Nebraska. With the improving farm situation, 1972 should
be a good year for Nixon, too. Little primary activity is required.

Recommendation

Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building a
volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Cormment

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE PRIMARY IS BINDING ON THE
DELEGATION

North Carolina (May 6) - Any candidate receiving 15% or more in the
primary will receive a proportionate share of the delegates, This
should not present any real problems as only McCloskey is opposing
the President. Ashbrook did not make the March 10 filing deadline,

The Democratic party has dominated politics in North Carolina in the
past. The Governor, both Senators and seven of the eleven Congress-—
men are Democrats. This year, however, Republicans have a good
chance of winning the Governor's race if the Republican primary is
not divisive. The Presidential Preference Primary affords us an
excellent opportunity to build an organization to provide a large
Nixon margin which will benefit the gubernatorial candidate.



Recommendations

1, Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2, Use Administration spokesmen,

Approve Disapprove Comment

South Dakota (June 6) - Nixon did very well in South Dakota in both
1968 (53%) and 1960 (58%). However, the Republican party has eroded
considerably in the past several years. A battle is beginning to
develop to determine who will run for Senator Mundt's seat. One of
the most important issues in South Dakota has always been farm policy.
This should always be kept in mind when sending Administration
speakers into the state, Due to the fact that Republican party
strength is eroding, a strong organizational effort should be made

in the primary.

Recommendations

1, Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Use Administration spokesmen.

Approve Disapprove Comment

New Mexico (June 6) - Delegates shall be allotted to the two top
candidates in proportion to the vote received in the primary.
McCloskey is on the ballot. Ashbrook has not filed yet but is
considering the possibility of running in New Mexico. Particular
attention should be given the U.S5. Senate race. A strong Nixon
effort will certainly improve our chances of taking a Democrat-
held Senate seat,




Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization,

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Use Administration spokesmen,

Approve Disapprove Comment

L3

STATES WHERE THERE IS AN ELECTION OF PLEDGED DELEGATE SLATES

Massachusetts (April 25) - Under a new law, the Presidential con-
tender polling the most support in each of the state's 12 Congression-
al districts will gain control of the elected delegation from the
district, no matter how he fares in the statewide contest.

We have worked closely with the state organization in the selection
process to assure a strong delegation. Little activity will be
required unless McCloskey's residual forces surface in a strong
effort to embarrass the President. In an effort to avoid this type
of situation, we should hold targeted direct mail and Administration
spokesmen as contingencies,

Recommendations

1. Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building
a volunteer organization,

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Contingency plan to use Administration spokesmen.

Approve Disapprove Conmment -

3. Contingency plan for targeted direct mail.

Approve Disapprove Comment

i o g+



Ohio (May 2) - We have worked closely with the state organization
in the selection process to assure a strong delegation. No actual
primary involvement is required in Ohio. However, the state
Republican party is fractured between the Taft and Rhodes forces.
All efforts should be made to build an organization that will not
alienate either side, We should be alert to this deep split and
avoid any activity that could be construed as favoritism,

Recommendations .

1, Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building -
a volunteer organization.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2, Use Adninistration spokesmen,

Approve Disapprove Comment

District of Columbia {(May 2) - We will work closely with the party
in delegation selection. No primary involvement is required.

Recommendation

No activity.

Approve Disapprove Comment

Rhode Island (May 23) - We have worked closely with the state
organization in selecting a pledged delegate slate. Just as in
Massachusetts, little activity will be required unless McCloskey
forces attempt a protest campaign, even though McCloskey has with~
drawn. A targeted direct mail campaign and Administration spokesmen
should be held as a contingency.

Recommendations

1, Encourage the State Re-Election Committee to begin building



a volunteer organization,

Approve Disapprove Comment

2, Contingency plan to use Administration spokesmen,

Approve Disapprove Comment

3. Contingency plan for targeted direct mail,

Approve Disapprove ‘ Comment

JEB S, MAGRUDER




PROPOSED PRIMARY ACTIVITY

Tab A

Volunteer
Date State Organization Spokesmen Direct Mail
April 25 Massachusetts X «©) )
May 2 Ohio X X 0
May 2 D.C. 0 0 0
May 4 T;nnessee X 0 0
May 6 North Carolina X X 0
May 9 Nebraska X o 0
May 23 Rhode Island X () <)
June 6 South Dakota X X 0
June 6 New Mexico X X 0
X =~ Activity
0 -~ No Activity

) -

Hold as a contingency plan

L

SRR —
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20006 . February 22, 1972

(202) 333.0920

CONFIDENTTAL-

SUBJECT: Planning for the Primary States

You have set the guidelines that we will participate in all primaries
where the President's name must appear on the ballot, or where the
results of the primary are binding on the delegation for at least

one vote at the convention. There are 17 such states in all. Plans
have alxeady been developed in detail for New Hampshire, Florida and
Wisconsin. '

The following review covers the remaining 14 states. After you have
indicated your decision on the strategy proposed for each state, we
will proceed to develop the plans in more detail.

For each state, five possible areas of activity are reviewed: media
advertising, direct mail, telephone operations, volunteer organization
and surrogate speakers. The recommendations are indicated by

X activity recommended
0 no activity
(C) hold as a contingency plan in the event

that the President is challenged strongly

by one or both of the Republican contenders.
(The recommendations have been made on the
assumption that after Wisconsin, McCloskey
and Ashbrook will not continue to mount
strong campaigns in other states.)

In most states some volunteer organization activity is recommended. If
the President is not strongly challenged, it might be confined to a few
areas of the state. The important consideration is thet the Primary
should be used as an opportunity to test the ability of key state people
to perform in a campaign situation.
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A summary of the recommendations by state, ranked in chronological order
of primary is shown in Tab A.

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENT'S NAME IS ON THE BALLOT BY LAW

Tennessee (May 4) - There is no serious problem in the Republican
party in Tennessee. Like most other border states, Nixon has great
potential strength. As Tennessee has a Republican Governor and two
Republican Senators who can campzign for the President, a high level
campaign will not be necessary.

Recommendation .

Media O Direct Mail 0 Telephone O Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen 0

Nebraska (May 9) - Nebraska is the most Republican state in the nation.
Nixon received his best percentage in 1960 (62%) and 1968 (60%) in
Nebraska.

Recommendation

Media O Direct Mail 0 Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen

Maryland (May 16) - Many people write off Maryland as a probable
loser for Nixon. The President, however, only lost Maryland by 2%

in 1968. Serious attention should be given to the primary in pre-
paration for the general election campaign. "Maryland's two Republican
Senators should offer a great deal of assistance as they both have
their own constituency. Both Mathias and Beall should be mobilized,
from pre-primary to Election Day, in an effort to encourage Marylanc
voters to vote for the President.

Recommendation

Media O Direct Mail Z Telephone X Volunteer Organization X Spockesmen X

Oregon (May 23) - Oregon has a Republican Governor and two Republican
Senators. However, the relationship between these office holders hes
Q?\ not been harmonious. Governor McCall has threatened to run against

McCall runs, a significant split in the party is apparent. The Oregon

(S,”Jpﬂ\ Senator Hatfield in the Republican Primary. Regardless of whether

thevdall ulwx
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Primary will also receive national attention because Senator Kennedy's
name will be on the ballot,

Recommendation

Media 0 Direct Mail(C)Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE PRIMARY IS BINDING ON THE

DELEGATION

‘?

Indiana (May 2) - A high level campaign should not be required to
assure victory for the President., However, the Republican party is
badly split. Our primary activity should be geared toward building
a strong organization for the General Election,

Recommendation

Media 0 Direct Mail(C)Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

North Carolina (May 6) - Any candidate receiving 157 or more in the
primary will receive a proportionate share of the delegates. This
factor would make the North Carolina primary attractive to the Ashbrook
forces,

The Democratic party has dominated politics in North Carolina in the
past. The Governor, both Senators and seven of the eleven Congress-
men are Democrats. This year, however, Republicans have a good chance
of winning the Governor's race if the Republican primary is not divisive,
The Presidential Preference Primary affords us an excellent opportunity
to build an organization to provide a large Nixon margin which will
benefit the gubernatorial candidate.

Recommendation

Media O Direct Mail(C)Telephone(C)Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

Michigan (This primary was just approved and will be held on May 6.
Each candidate will receive a share of the delegate votes in proportion
to the primary vote.) As Michigan is considered an anti-Nixon state,
the primary may be appealing to McCloskey forces. Regardless of our
effort in the primary, it would be unlikely that Nixon could carry the
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state in the General Election.

Recommendation

Media ( Direct Mail(C)Telephone (0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

South Dakota (June 6) - Nixon did very well in South Dakota in both
1968 (53%) and June (58%). However, the Republican party has eroded
considerably in the past several years. A battle is beginning to de-
velop to determine who will run for Senator Mundt's seat. One of the
most important issues in South Dakota has always been farm policy.

This should always be kept in mind when sending Administration speakers
into South Dakota. Due to the fact that Republican party strength is
eroding, a strong organizational effort should be made in the primary.

»

Recommendation

Media 0 Direct Mail 0 Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

New Mexico (June 6) - Delegates shall be allotted to the two top
candidates in proportion to the vote received in the primary.

Recommendation

Media 0 Direct Mail 0 Television 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

STATES WHERE THERE IS AN ELECTION OF PLEDGED DELEGATE SLATES

A

o

pole-t

Massachusetts (April 25) - We will work closely with the state
organization in selecting the delegates to assure a strong delegation.

No actual primary involvement is required unless McCloskey enters the

race, The President is unlikely to carry the state in the General Election.

Recommendation

Media O Direct Mail(C)Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

Ohio (May 2) - We will work closely with the state organization in
selecting the delegates to guarantee success in the election. No

actual primary involvement is required in Ohio. However, the Republican
party in Ohio is fractured between the Taft and Rhodes forces. All
efforts should be made to build an organization that will not alienate
either side. We should be alert to this deep split and avoid any acti-
vity that could be construed as favoritism,

Recommeundation

Media O Direct Mail 0 Telephone O Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X
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District of Columbia (May 2) - We will work closely with the party
in delegation selection. No primary involvement is required.

Recommendation

Media O Direct Mail O Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization 0 Spokesmen 0

Rhode Island (May 23) - We will work closely with the state organization
in selecting a pledged delegate slate. No actual primary involvement is
necessary unless McCloskey enters. As the President received only 32%

in 1968 and 34% in 1960, there is very little hope for Rhode Island in
the General Election.

Recommendation

Media 0 Direct Mail(C)Telephone 0 Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

California (June 6) - We have worked closely with the state organization
in selecting the delegates in order to guarantee a representative group
at the convention. California's 45°electoral votes could well be the
key to the re-election of the President. Nixon won California by 3.1%
in 1968 and by less than 1% in 1960. He lost the Governor's race to

Pat Brown in 1962. The southern section of the state is where Re-
publicans must get their vote. This area has a high degree of techno-
logical and white collar employment. Therefore, it was hit the hardest
by the white collar recessions of recent years. California is the state
where Muskie forces claim they will beat Nixon. The Committee for the
Re-election of the President should utilize all of its resources, be-
ginning in the primary, to win California. If we do not show this high
degree of visibility in the primary and an impressive Democrat wins in
California, we will be hard pressed to close the gap created between

the highly visible Democrat who has momentum, and the President.

Recommendation

Media X Direct Mail X Telephone X Volunteer Organization X Spokesmen X

i
. |
JEB Ct ' MACRUDER
2 B / fq(
i/ \-
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PROPOSED PRIMARY ACTIVITY

Volunteer
Date State Media Direct Mail Telephone | Organization, Spokesmen
Apr 25 Mass. 0 ) 0 X X
May 2 Indiana 0 (c) 0 X Y.
May 2 Ohio 0 0 0 X X
May 2 Dist. of Col 0 0 0 X 0
May 4 Tennessee 0 0 0 0 0
May 6 No. Carolina 0 (c) ' (c) X X
May 9 Nebraska 0 0 0 X X
May 16 Marylar;d 0 0 X ‘ X X
May 16 Michigan 0 (c) 0 X X
May 23 Rhode Island 0 (c) 0 X X
May 23 Oregon 0 (C) 0 X X
June 6 So. Dakota 0 0 0 X “ X
June 6 California X X X X X
June 6 N. Mexico 0 0 0 X X

X - activity
0 - no actiwity

(C) - hold ak a contingency| plan




MEETING OF THE STRATEGY PLARNNING GROUP

February 26, 1972

The attached draft plan for the Californiaz Primery has been prepared
to serve as an agenda for this planning meeting. It reflects the
scope of the campaign activities which are being contemplated.
However, detailed plans and commitwments Have not yet been developed
by the State Re~election Ccumittee or by the directors of functional
activities in Washington. Therefore, the events on the attached
operstimg schedule are tentative and are intended only to serve

as a basis for the discussions today.
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

AVENUE . N.W

WASHINGTON, D C. 20006 February 25, 1972

(202) 333.0

20

CONFIPENTIAL

(DRATT)

SUBJECT: Preliminary Operating Plan for the California Primary

The California Primary election will be held on June 6, 1972, It

is a state where there is an election of a pledged delegate slate. j n

From all indications, the President will have opposition in the

Republican Priwmary. As in the past, the American public will watch M

both the Democratic and Republican Primaries with a great deal of
interest. Most important, California, with its 45 electoral votes,
is often considered the key to the re-election of the President.

Background

Both the present political situation in California and pest voting
patterns indicate that California wovld be rated as a toss-up for,
the general election. President Nixon won California by 3,17% in (pﬁ
1968, lost to Pat Brown in 1962, and won by less than 1% in 1960.\CAD
The election of 1970 proved to be as contradictory and confusing as
California geurrally is. The defeat of incumbent Senator George
Murphy left California with two Nemocratic Senators. Governor Reagan,
however, was re-elected with 52.8% of the vote. One of the most
significant losses suffered by the Republicans was the loss of both
Houses in the State Assenbly. Democrats now.control the Scnate by

a 21 to 19 margin and the House by a 43 to 37 mariin. Republicans did
hold the line on the Congressional races and even picked up a vacant
secat, giving the Dewmocrats a 20 to 18 edge.

Due to the confusing outcome of the election of 1970, it is difficult
to draw firm conclusions. The voting trend in the U.S. Senate races
{Tab A) has fallen drastically for Republicans. Senator Kuchel
achieved a recent high point in 1960 with 56.5% of the vote for the
Republicans. This Republican percentage has decreased steadily to a
low point in 1570 when Senator Murphy received only 44,3%7.

Although there has also been a decline in the Republican vote for
Governor, it has not been so gevevre as the Senate vote. Governor
Reagan dropped from 57.6% in 1966 to 52.87% in 19870.

K

430
>

Factors other than trends and percentages nmust be considered in analyzing

California politics. California's political climate has Leen one of
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throwing the "'ins'" out. Only three of nine incumbent Senators

have been re-elected since World War II. The defeat of the
ultra-conservative Max Rafferty in 1968 did not really reflect a
weakening of the Republican Party because he was simply too far

to the right and not a particularly strong candidate. Likewise, in
the 1970 race, Senator Murphy had been tainted with a scandal

and could not be considered a highly desirable candidete. In the
case of Governor Reagan, it would hsve been very difficult to
maintain as high a percentage as he achieved in his first election
in 1966, \

Another major factor in the 1970 election was unenployment. This
is an especially difficult problem for Republicans as it has been
a white-collar recession that has affected Republicans employed in
the space industry and related businesses. This remains a key
issue in 1972 with the re-election of the President.

California's population in 1970 was 19,696,840, It is the largest
state in the nation in terms of population. The state is 7% Black,
9% Mexican and Spanich, 27 Oriental., Total foreign stock is 25%,
with Mexicans 4%, Germans 2%, Canadians 2%, British 2%, Italians
2%, being the largest ethnic groups,

In political terms, California is very much a North versus South
state. The southern section of the state (Tab C), which is the
laxger of the two, tends to be very conservative, while the northern
portion tends to be rather liberal. Orange and San Diego counties
in the south, for example, were the only two heavily populated counties
in the country that gave Goldwater a plurality in 1964. The south-
ern part of the state has been described as the "Sun Belt State',
similar politically to Southern Florida and Central Texas. It was
settled by "Bible Belt types' and has taken on that political mold.
San Francisco, on the other hand, being the center of liberalism and
Democratic strength in California, is also the headquarters for many
far left organizations, such as the Black Panthers., The Central
Valley of the state, genevally agricultural snd desert, was settled
from Oklsghoma plains during the Dust Bowl Era.

Nixon's greatest vote totals in 1968 came out of Los Angeles, Orange,
San Diego, Santa Clarva and Alameda counties. The President received
2,159,656 votes from these five counties, or 62,3% of his total
California vote (Tab D).

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

dallace received 6.77% of the total vote in 1968. His vote appears to
have come most heavily. percentage wise, from that area of the state
north of Sacramento. This would make it appear that the Wallace

vote probably helped Nixon in 1968. A recent field poll in California
indicates that most of the vote which Wallace now receives in three-
man head-to-head contests, would go to the Democrat in a two-man race.

The covventional wisdom of the Republican politicians is that one
nust get large portions of the vote downstate to offset the upstate
margine of the Democrats. In 1968 the Presidential contest followed
that pattern. WNixon carried Southern California by about 376,000
votes,.lost Northern California by about 143,000 votes and lost the
Central Valley by about 9,000 votes (Tab C).

The Primary Ilection

At this time it is not clear who the President will face in the
Republican primatry. Ashbrook looks as if he will be one Republican
contender. Almost all the Democratic contenders will be in the
California primary. g

Objectives of ‘the Primary Campaign

As California is a key state for the re-election of the President,
it is vital that we work toward the following three objectives in
the primary: '

1. Defeat any Republican opposition by a large margin and still not
split the Republican Party. '

2. Build and ué§¥g§2 a large cadre of volunteers in the primary in
order to have the persomnel required for a general election effort.

3. Conduct an active and highly visible campaign so that a gap will
not occur between Nixon and the winner of a highly publicized Demo-
cratic primary, who will possibly have a great deal of momentum.
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Planned Activities

1. State Oxpanization: The California Committee for the Re-election
of the President will coordinate all of the activities in the state.
They will establish headquarters and attract volunteeis in the primary,
who will be instrumental in building an organization for the General
Election. The Primary will also allow the Stzie Organization to test
its key people before the November election effort.

. . ( . .
W77 Media Advertising: TV, Radio, Newspapers

.

3. Direct Mail: Tt is the present thinking that there would be
a target mailing into Republican areas. The targeting program
will be coordinated with the state organization. The direct mail
program would probably consist of two pieces. The first would be
a personalized cecmputer letter that would convey a message to per-—
suade the voter to vote for Nixon. The second would be a get—out-

N

the-vote wailing designed to increase the Nixon turnout at the polls.

4. Appearances in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers

5. Voter Registration by the Youth Campaign: This program is
already under way and will extend past the primary in order to
register Nixon supporters for the General Election.

6. Telephone Operaticn: The telephone operation would be centered
in targeted areas and would be run by the California organization.
It would identify the favorable Nixon vote via a telephone canvass
and turn out the Nixon vote by recalling all of the favorables to
remind them to vote. Technical assistance and advice will be
available from Washington.
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CALIFORNIA CUMNMGRESSIONAL DISTRICT DATA - 924 Congre'l
Map of Congressional Districts, Counties, and Selected Cities TAB C
(38 Districts)
—— (1963 VOTE TOTALS IN THOUSANDS)

Y : STATEWIDE RESULTS
NIXON 3,468 (49%)
HUMPHREY 3,244 (44%)
WALLACE 487 ( 7%)
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1968 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION

TAB D

( California Counties Providing the Largest Number of Votes for Richard Nixon )

CANDIDATES

COUNTY NIYON HUMPHREY WALLACE PLURALIT&

Los Angeles * 1,266,480 1,223,251 151,050 43,229
(47.6%) (46.07%) (5.7%)

Orange 314,905 148,869 | 33,034 166,036
(63.1%) (29.9%) (6.6%)

San Diego * 261,540 167,669 33,340 93,871
(56.3%) (36.1%) (7.2%)

Santa Clara 163,446 173,511 18,754 10,065

. (45.6%) (48.4%) (5.2%)

Alameda 1.53, 2853 219,545 28,426 66,260
(37.6%) (53.9%) (7.0%)

%

Nixon's plurality vote from Los Angeles accounted for 36.57% of his total

Republican vote.

(R)

R

(R)

6))

(D)
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THE WHITE HOUSE ’T
WASHINGTON 1
v?’
. March 21, 1972 ~— .
DETERMI . AN v
AD: i |
By_fi‘;-- o . alD v
CONFIDENTIAL ',’
7 {w(
MEMORANDUM FOR LARRY HIGRY ALY
\

The attached is the list Jeb put together
Let

us know if you want us to take any further

of the states that permit write-ins.

action. .

/

W. Richard Howard



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT .

MEMORANDUM
March 13, 1972
GONFIDENTIAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: G. GORDON LIDDY éi
SUBJECT: Write-In Opportunities in Remaining

Primary States

*The following is submitted at your .request as relayed by
Mr. Magruder.

Of the 22 remaining presidential primary elections, 'state law
permits write-ins in the following states:

™A california
I1linois
Massachusetts
Nebraska
New Jersey
New York ~ Write-in votes allowed only when delegate is unopposed
Oregon
Pennsylvania

“Ifennessee

West Virginia
Wisconsin = Open

Note that all but Wisconsin are 'closed" primaries. This means that
voters must have established membership or connection with the party
in whose primary they wish to vote. For this reason it is only in
Wisconsin that Republicans could vote in the Democratic primary and
write in the name of a particular Democratic candidate.

In the remainder of the states should we wish Democrat write-ins,
we would be limited to working with Democrat voters only.

Attached at Tab A is an excellent summary of the dates and details

on state primaries which appeared in the Congressional Quarterly
Weekly Report for January 22, 1972.

CONEIDENTTAT




Political
Report

CAMPAIGN '72: DATES, DETAILS ON STATE PRIMARIES

Twenty-two states and the District of Columbia will
have some form of presidential primary in 1972. All 50
states will have a primary of some kind.

Types of primary and election rules differ widely

. from state to state. So do-methods for selecting delegates
and alternates to the national political conventions. Some
states have vet to complete their plans.

Democrats and Republicans differ in their systems
for choosing convention delegates. In small states that
are entitled to fewer than 20 convention votes, the
Democrats permit a minimum of 20 delegates. Larger
states have the same number of Democratic delegates as
convention votes for those states. The Republicans base
the size of their convention delegations on the number
.of votes for each state, without minimums.

Details on the primaries, current through mid-January,
are contained in the alphabetical list below. States with
presidential primaries are first, followed by non-presi-
dential-primary states.

PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY STATES

Alabama
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: March 1.

Voter registration deadline: April 21.

Type of primary: Non-binding. open election of
-delegates who may be informally pledged to candidates;
write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Candidates’ names do not appear
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 37 D (29 alternates)—at least
29 single-member district delegates elected in primary,
six at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates, two
automatic delegates (national committeeman, committee-

Definitions

Closed Primary. Voters must have established
membership in or connection with the party in whose
primary they wish to vote.

Open Primary. Any voter may participate in
either party’s primary.

Binding Primary. Delegates to the national
conventions are obligated to vote, on a designated
number of convention votes, for the candidate who
wins their state {or congressional district).

Non-binding Primary. Delegates are not ob-
izated to vote for any candidate at a national con-
vention.

PAGE 136—Jan. 22, 1972
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3

woman) 17 R - alternates)—13 or 14 congressional
district delegates, three or four at-large delegates elected
in primary.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primafy date: May 2; runoff May 30.
Filing deadline: March 1.
Voter registration deadline: April 21.

Arkansas’
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 27.

Filing deadline: April 18.

Voter registration deadline: June 6.

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed election of an-
pledged delegates; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Candidates’ names do not appear
on ballot.

Number of delegatess 27 D (24 alternates}—22
elected in primary, five chosen by elected delegates;
18 R (18 alternates}—15 elected in primary, three au-
tomatic delegates (national committeeman, committee-
woman, state chairman}.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: June 27; runoff July 11.
Filing deadline: April 18.
Voter registration deadline: Jung 6.

Cadlifornia
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: March 24.

Yoter registration deadline: April 13.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates until reieased; electixn of slates
of delegates who may be pledged to a cancidate; write-
in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 271 D (117 alternates)—
238 delegates elected in primary, 11 cong:ssional dis-
trict delegates, 22 at-large delegates chosex by elected
delegates: 96 R (96 alternates)—88 congressonal district
delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy slae, 46.3 per-
cent; McCarthy slate, 41.8 percent; Thomas C. Lynch
slate, 11.9 percent. .

1968 Republican results: Rengan slate, 107 percent.

'} The Demaovratic Natiwnal Conmittee hos apeetfird  ther ol deogates 4
the nativna! conpention should be chosen by June M The Ariasas Legoslotuy
cxpected tu meet in special seastun ot the end of January (o chany e date.
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CONGRESSIONAL STATE

 Primary date:"June 6. .
Filing deadline: March 10. '
Voter registration deadline: April 13. )

District of Columbia
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: March 18.

Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Type of primary: Closed . presidential preference
poll binding on delegates for two hallots; election of
slates or individual delegates who may be pledged to
candidates; write-in votes not allowed. )

- Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 20 D (15 alternates); nine R
{nine alternates)-—all elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results: Full slate of delegates
pledged to Kennedy defeated organization slate pledged
to Humphrey and a third slate also favoring Humphrey.

-« 1968 Republican results; District Republican organi-
zation agreed belore primary to divide the nine delegate
votes, with six for Nixon, three for Rockefeller.

-

v

CONGRESSIONAL

Primary date: May 2; runoff two to six weeks after
primary.

Filing deadline: March 18.

Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Florida
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: March 14.

Filing deadline: Feb. 10.

Voter registration deadline: Feb. 12. -

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for two ballots unless candidate is
nominated, receives less than 35 percent of convention
vote or releases delegates: candidates may submit slates
of delegates hy March 1: write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by Feb. 15: secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 81 D (51 alternates)—81 con-
gressional district delegates chosen at district caucuses.
12 at-large delegates chosen at state caucus, eight at-
large delogmes chnsen by State Democratic Committee;
40 R (10 alternates)=30 congressional district delegates
chosen by State Republican Committee and other state
party officials, four at-large delegates chosen by chair-
man of State Republican Committee with approval of
executive board. six at-large delegates chosen by state
and other state party oflicials,

1868 Democratic  results:  George A, Smathers
slate. 16.1 percenty MeceCarthy slate, 237 percent; un-
pledged slate headed by former State Sen. Scott Kelly,
25.2 pereent.

138 Republican results: Uapledged Republican ors
ganization slate. 104 percent.

LOPVRSNT 197} JONGRESSIDNAL QUARTERLY INC
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Political Report - 2
CONGRESSIONAL. STATE -

. Primary date: Sept. 12, runcff Oct. 3.
Filing deadline: July 25.
Voter registration deadline: Aug. 12

lllinois
- PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date; March 21.

Filing deadline: Jan. 3.

Voter registration deadline: Feh. 21

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be
pledged to candidates: write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 170 D (84 alternates)—160
congressional district delegates elected in primary, 10
at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates; 53 R
(58 alternates)—48 congressional district delegates
elected in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state
convention, . .

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy*, 38.6 percent;
Edward M. Kennedv* and Robert F. Kennedy* (to-
gether), 33.7 percent; Humphrey*, 17.1 percent; Wallace*,
6.4 percent; Johnson*, 1.3 percent; others*, 2.9 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon*, 78.1 percent; Rocke-
feller*, 9.7 percent; Reagan*, 7.1 percent; Wallace*, 2.6
percent; McCarthy*, 0.7 percent; Percy*, 0.5 percent;
Romney*, 0.1 percent; others*, 1.2 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: March 21.
Filing deadline: Dec. 20, 1971.
Voter registration deadline: Feb. 21

Indiana

_PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: March 23,

Voter registration-deadline: April 3.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll, binding on delegates for one ballot; write-in votes
not allowed.

Candidate coment Required.

Number of delegates: 76 D (48 alternates)— 57
congressional district delegates chosen by district
caucuses, 19 at-large delegates chosen by state con-
vention; 32 R (32 alternates)—22 congressional distriet
delegates chosen by district caucuses. 10 at-large dele-
gates chosen by state conventinn.

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy., 423 percent;
Gov. Roger D. Branigin, 30.7 percent; McCarthy.
27 percent. :

1968 Republican results: Nixon, 100 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: May 2
Filing deadline: March 23,
Voter registration deadline: April 3.

*Wrue-me fos
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Political Report - 3

Maryland
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 16,

Filing deadline: March 23. .

Voter registration deadline: April 17.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll. binding on delegates for two ballots unless candi-
date releases delezation or receives less than 33 percent
of convention vote: election of delezates who may be
pledged to candidates; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Not reguired; may withdraw
by April 3; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

Number of delegates; 53 D (37 alternates)—d48
congressional district delegates elected in primary, five
at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates; 26 R
(26 alternates)—24 congressional district delegates
elected in primary, two at-large delevates cho‘zen by
elected delegates.

*  CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: May 16.
Filing deadhne March 6.
Voter registfation deadline: April 17.

Massachusetts
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 25

Filing deadline: Feb. 8,

Voter registration deadline: March 25.

Tvpe of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll, binding on delegates for one ballot; election of
delegates who may be pledged to candidates; write-in
votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by Feb. 11; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

‘Number of delegates: 102 D {61 alternates)—
82 congressional district delegates, 20 at-large dele-
gates elected in primary; 34 R (34 alternates)—24 con-
gressional  district  delegates, 10 at-large delegates
elected in primary. '

1968 Democratic results; McCarthy, 49.3 percent;
Kennedv*, 27.6 percent; Humphrev*, 17.7 percent;
Johnson*, 2.8 percent; Rockefeller*, 0.9 percent;
Wallace*, - 0.7 percent; Nixon*®*, 0.2 percent; others*,
0.8 percent. :

1968 Republican results: Rockefeller*, 30 percent;
Gov. Johr! A, Volpe, 29.5 percent; Nixon*, 25.8 percent;
MceCarthy®, 9.2 percent: Reagan*, 1.7 percent: Kennedy*,
1.1 percent; Humphrey*, 0.8 percent; \Wallace*, 0.3
percent; others*, 1.6 percent.

.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: Sept. 19,
Filing deadline: July 11
Voter registration deadline; Aug. 19.

Ao Lntes
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Nebraska
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 9.

Filing deadline: March 10.

Voter registration deadline: April 28,

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be
pledged to candidates; pledged delegates bound for two
ballots, unless candidate receives less than 335 percent of
vote or releases delegates; other. delegates not bound;
write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by March 10; secretary of state places candidates’
names on ballot.

Number of delegates: 24 D (22 alternates)—six
congressional district delegates, 16 at-large delegates
elected in primary; 16 R (16 alternates)—six congres:
sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected
in primary. -

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy. 3517 percent;

* McCarthy, 31.2 percent; Humphrey*, 7 4 percent; John-

son, 5.6 percent; Nixon*, L7 percent; Reagan®,
1.2 percent; Wallace*, 0.8 percent; Rockefeller‘
0.3 percent; others*. 0.1 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon. 70 percent Reagan,
213 percent: Rockefeller*. 5.1 percent: Stassen, 1.3
percent; McCarthy*, 0.8 percent: Americus Liberator, 0.7
percent; Kennedy*, 0.4 percent; Wallace*, 0.3 percent;
Humphrey*, 0.1 percent. .

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 9.
Filing deadline: March 10.
Voter registration deadline: April 28.

New Harnpshire
PRESIDENTIAL -

Primary date: March 7.

Filing deadline: Jan. 6.

Voter registration deadline: March 1, large towns;
March 6, small towns.

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll: election of delegates who mav be
pledged, favorable to candidates or unpledged; binding
on pledged delegates until released; write-in votes al-
fowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

. Number of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)-—all

“ congressional district delegates elected in  primary;

14 R (14 alternates)—four congressional distriet dele-
gates, 10 at-large delegates elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results: Johnson*. 49.4 percent;
MeCarthy, 42.2 percent; Nixon*, 4.6 pereent; Kennedy®,
1.1 percent: Rockefeller®, 0.4 percent; Wallace*, 0.4
pereent; others*, 1.9 percent. ’

1968 Republican results:  Nixen. 77.6 percent;
Rocketeller*, 108 percent: McCurthy*, 3.3 percent;
Johnson*, 1.7 percent; Romney, L7 percent; Reagan*,
0.3 percent; others*, 2.6 pereent.
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CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12,

Filing deadline: July 13.

Voter registration deadline: Sept. 6, large towns;
_ Sept. 11, small towns. .

-

New Jersey
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: April 27.

Voter registration deadline: April 27,

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be pledged
to candidates: write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw- by
May 3; candidate’s supporters may submit a petition
for him without his permission.

. Number of delegates: 109 I (63 alternates)—all
elected in primary; 40 R (40 alternates)—30 congres-
sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected

. inprimary.

1968 Democratice results: McCarthy*. 40.5 percent;
Kennedy*, 35.2 percent; Humphrey*, 22.8 percent; John-
son*, 1.5 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon*, §3.4 percent; Rocke-
feller*, 13.4 percent; Reagap*, 3.2 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: June 6.
Filing deadlire: April 27.
Voter registration deadline: April 27.

New Mexico
PRESIDENTIAL -

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: March 15.

Voter registration deadline: April 25.

. Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll.
binding on delegutes for one hallut: write-in votes not
allowed.

Candidate consent: Required; state nominating
committee places candidates’ names on ballot; must sub-
mit filing fee.

Number of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)—all
chosen by state convention: 14 R {14 alternates)—four
congressional district delegates chosen by district cau-
cuses, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

CONGRESSIONAL. STATE

Primary date: JJune 6.
Filing deadline: April 4.
Voter registration deadline: April 25.

New York
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 20.
Filing deadline: May 4.

LS I TSRNEFRIIN -
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Voter registration deadline: Oct. 2, 1971,
Type of primary: Non-binding, closed election of

* unpledged delegates: write-in votes allowed when dele-

gate is unopposed.

Candidate consent: Candidates’ names do not ap-
pear on ballot. ’

Number of delegates: 278 D (120 alternatesi—all
congressional district delegates elected in primary: 88
R (88 alternates)—78 congressional district delecates
elected in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by
Republican State Central Committee.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: June 20.
Filing deadline: May 4.
Voter registration deadline: Oct. 2, 1971

North Carclina
PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY

Primary date: May 6.

Filing deadlihe: March 7. :

Voter registration deadline: April 7.

Typetof primaryv: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for one ballot; write-in votes not
allowed. .

Candidate consent: Required; state board of elec-
tions places candidates’ names on ballet; must submit
filing fee.

Number of delegates: 64 D {42 alternates)—i38
congressional district delegates chosen at district con-
ventions, 14 at-large delegates chosen by state conven-
tion, two automatic, delegates {national committeeran.
committeewoman); 32 R (32 alternatesi—22 conzres-
sional district delecates chosen by district conventinns,
10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

" Primary date: May 6: runoff June 3.
Filing deadline: Feb. 21.
Voter registration deadline: April 7.

Ohio
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: Feb. 2.

Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Type of primary: Non-binding. closed election of
delegates who specify their first and second candicate
choices; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 153 D (78 alternates)—115
congressional  district delegates, 38 at-large delegates
elected in primary; 56 R (56 alternates)—i6 congres-
sional district deleyates, 10 at-large delegates elected
in primary.

1968 Democratic results: 125 delezates pledged to
Sen. Stephen AL Young, a favorite-son candidate, and vne
delegate pledged to Kennedy elected.

1968 Republican results: 55 delegates pledged to Gov.
James A. Rhodes. a favoerite-son candidate. elected; one
delegate pledired to Harold Stassen elected by defauit.
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Political Report - 5
COMNGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 2.
Filing deadline: Feh, 2.
Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Oregon
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 23.

Filing deadline: March 14,

Voter registration deadline: April 22,

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for two ballots unless candidate
releases them or he receives less. than 33 percent of
convention vote: election of delegates who miay be
pledged to candidates; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; no withdrawal;
secretary of state places candidates’ names on ballot.

Number of delegates: 34 D {27 alternates)—32 con-
gressional district delegates elected in primary. two
automatic delegates {national committeeman, commit-
teewoman): 18 R (18 alternates)—14 congressional dis-
trict delegates elected in primary. four automatic dele-
gates (national committeeman, committeewoman, state
party chairman, vice chairman).

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy, 44.1 percent;
Kennedy, 38.1 percent: Johnson, 12.1 percent: Hum-
phrey®, 3.3 percent; Nison*, 0.8 percent; Reagan*, 0.8
percent: Rockefeller*, 0.8 percent.

1968 Republican | results: Nixon, 63.1 percent;
Reagan, 20.4 percent: Rockefeller*, 11.6 percent; Mec-
Carthy*, 2.3 percent; Kennedy*, 0.6 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 23.
Filing deadline: March 14
Voter registration deadline: April 22.

Pennsylvania

PRESIDENTIAL

- Primary date: April 25.

-Filing deadline: Feb. 15.

Voter registration deadline; March 6.

Type of primary: Closed. non-binding presidential
preference poll: election of delegates who may be pledged
to candidates; Democratic pledged candidates bound
for one ballot: Republican delegates not bound; write-
in votes allowed.

Candidate ¢conzent: Required.

Number of delegates: 182 D (88 alternates)—137
state senatorial disirict delegates -elected in primary,
27 at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates, 18
at-large delegates chosen by state committee; 60 R (60
alternates}—30 congressional  district  delegates elected
in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state com-
miltee.

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy, 71.6 percent;
Kennedy*, 108 percent; Humphrey*, 87 percent;

*Hraedn (ofes
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Wallace*, 4.0 percent: Johnson™, 3.6 percent: Nixon*, 0.
percent; Rockefeller*, 0.3 percent: Reagan®, 0.1 percent
others*, 0.4 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon*. 59.4 percent:
Rockefeller*, 18.3 percent; McCarthv*, 6.3 percent
Wallace*®, 4.6 percent: Kennedy*. 3.6 percent: Reagan*,
28 percent; Humphrev*, 1.6 percent: Johnson*, LI
percent; Gov. Raymond P. Shafer*, 0.4 percent; others*
1.7 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE
Primary date: April 25.
Filing deadline: Feb. 15.
Voter registration deadline: March 6.

Rhode Island’
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 11,

Filing deadline: Jan. 31.

Voter registration deadline: Feb. 11

Type of primary: Nen-binding, closed presiden
tial preference poll: election of delegates who may be
pledged to a candidate: pledged delegates bound for one
ballot: write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 22 D (21 alternates}—all at-
large delegates elected in primary: eight R (eigh
alternatesj—all at-large delegates elected in primary.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12,
Filing deadline: June 30.
Voter registration deadline; July 14,

South Dakota
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: April 21.

Voter registration deadline: May 22,

Type of primarv: Closed election of slates of dele-
gates who may be pledged to a candidate: pledged dele-
gates bound for three ballots; write-in votes not allawed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 20 D {17 alternates)—all at.
large delegates elected in primarv: 14 R (14 alter-
nates)—four congressional district delegates, 10 at-large
delegates elected in primary,

1968 Democratic results; Kennedv slate, 49.5 per-
cent; Johnson slate, 30.1 percent; McCarthy slate, 20.4
percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon slate, 100 percent.

. CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: April 21,

Voter reyistration deadline: May 22,

34 bl is proding o the Rhode Dlund Legislaters 1o chenie «ome of the oo
cedures relating tu the prosdentiol peimars If the b pihvaes. The precdontoal pe~

ol be hetd on Moy 23 and candidates will be poad on otre bollet th ot
Rhode Nand seerctom of stole
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Tennessee?
PRESIDENTIAL

‘Primary date: May 4.

Filing deadline: March 9.

Voter registration deadline: April 4.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll. binding on delegates for two ballots unless can-
didate receives less than 20 percent of convention vote
or releases delegates; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; no specific with-
drawal date; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 49- D (35 alternates)—39
congressional district delegates chosen by district con-
ventions, 10 at-large delegzates chosen by state conven-
tion: 26 R (26 alternates)—16 congressional district
delegates chosen by district conventions, 10 at-large dele-
gates chosen by state convention.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

*
Primary date: Aug. 3.
Filing deadline: June 1.
Voter registration deadline: July 4.

West Virginia
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 9.

Filing deadline: Feb. 5.

Voter registration deadline: April 8. . :

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of unpledged delegates; write-
in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required. .

Number of delegates: 35 D (28 alternates)—26
congressional district delegates, nine at-large dele-
gates elected in primary; 18 R (18 alternates)—eight
congressional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates
elected in primary.

1968 Democratic, Republican results: No candi-
dates entered either party’'s preference poll. Uncom-
mitted slates were elected.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: Mav &
Filing deadline: Feb. 5.
Voter registration deadline; April 8.

Wisconsin
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 4.

Filing deadline: Mareh 7.

Voter registration deadline: March 13, Milwaukee;
March 22, rest of state.

Type of primary: Open  presidential  pieference
poll, binding on delegates for one vote or until candi-
date relenses them or receives less than one-third of con-

3 Tonacssees promen dite tead consegnentiy all cther s b00d datest may be
rreteg it vird
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vention vote; election of slates of delegates who may be
pledged to a candidate; write-in votes allowed.,

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by Feb. 29; 1l-member commission places candidates’
names on ballot.

Number of delegates: 67 D (44 alternates)—56
congressional district delegates, 11 at-large delegates
elected in primary; 28 R (28 alternates}—18 congres-
sional district delegates chosen by district caucuses, 10
at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

1968 Democratic returns: McCarthy, 56.2 percent;
Johnson, 34.6 percent; Kennedy*, 6.3 percent; Hum-
phrey*, 0.5 percent; Wallace*, 0.5 percent; “None,” 1.6
percent; others*, 0.2 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon, 79.7 percent;
Reagan, 10.4 percent; Stassen, 10.4 percent; Rockefeller*,
1.6 percent; Romney*, 0.4 percent; Wallace*, 0.1 per-
cent; Kennedy*, .06 percent; “None,” 1.4 percent;
others*, 0.5 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12, ’ .

Filing deadline: July 11

Voter registration deadline: Aug. 23, Milwaukee;
Aug. 30, rest of state. .

NON-PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY STATES

Alaska

Primary date: Aug. 22

Filing deadline: June L

Voter registration deadline: Mail, July 23; in per-
son, Aug. 8.

Number of delegates: 20 D (10 alternates)—selection
procedure not yet decided; 12 R {12 alternates)—all at-
large delegates chosen by state convention.

Arizona

Primary date: Sept. 12.

Filing deadline: July 13. ,

Voter registration deadline: July 11.

Number of delegates: 25 D (23 alternates)—19 con-
gressional district delegates chosen by district caucuses,
six at-large delegates chosen by state convention: 18 R
(18 alternates)—eight congressional district delegates
chosen by district conventions, 10 at-large delegates
chosen by state convention.

Co!or;:ldo ;

Primary date: Sept. 12,

Filing deadline; July 28.

Voter registration deadline: Aug. 11.

Number of delegates: 36 I (23 alternates)—selection
procedure not vet decided; 20 R (20 alternates)—10 con-
gressional district delegates chosen by district conventions,
10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

*Weideeon tates
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March 7, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: LARRY HIGBY

FROM: CHARLES COLSON

Per our conversation Dick Howard reports from the attached
that we did not do anything in New Hampshire although most
reporters predict that there will be a Democratic write-in for
Nixon. According to Magruder, there are no write-ins poseible
in Florida and in Wisconsin it is handled by cross-overs. I
would think for very good reasons that we would not want to
encourage Cross-overs.

In the event this should be pursued as far as other states are
concerned, I have asked Jeb to compile a list of those primaries
where write-ins are possible.
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Giveh 7, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR H,R. HALDEMAN

FROM : L. HIGBY

Chuck Colson called to report that he had talked with the President
last night and the President raised the following subjects:

1. Did we have a write-in campaign geing in New Hampshire to
get Democrats to write in RN, Colson said he didn't know but he
would check. The President said that Colson should report to you
what he found out.

Colson found out that there was no write-in effort going. He had
told the AG that the President had requested this a month ago but
Colson guesses the AG decided it shouldn't be done.

2. The President then raised the question of whether or not we had
widte-in efforts going in Florida and Wisconsin,

Colson checked on these and finds that we can't have write-ine in
Florida, and that in Wisconsin you can't write in but you can cross
ever. He indicates, however that we probably don't want Democrats
for Nixon crossing over, but voting for candidates that will hurt the
Muskie vote.

3. The Presideat said he told you that he wanted write-in efforts
on behalf of Democrats for Nixon in every state. Is there something
that should be done here?

The President slso indicated to Colson that he wanted to see Sidlinger

today when Sidlinger was in seeing Colson., Colsm said he would work
this out with Parker.

LH:pm




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

MEMORANDUM

March 13, 1972

GONEIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

FROM: G. GORDON LIDDY

SUBJECT: Write-In Opportunities in Remaining
Primary States

P The following is submitted at your request as relayed by

Mr. Magruder.

Of the 22 remaining presidential primary elections, 'state law
permits write-ins in the following states:

California .
Illinois

Massachusetts

Nebraska

New Jersey

New York - Write-in votes allowed only when delegate is unopposed
Oregon

Pennsylvania

Tennessee

West Virginia

Wisconsin - Open

Note that all but Wisconsin are "closed" primaries. This means that
voters must have established membership or connection with the party
in whose primary they wish to vote. For this reason it is only in
Wisconsin that Republicans could vote in the Democratic primary and
write in the name of a particular Democratic candidate.

In the remainder of the states should we wish Democrat write-ins,
we would be limited to working with Democrat voters only.

Attached at Tab A is an excellent summary of the dates and details

on state primaries which appeared in the Congressional Quarterly
Weekly Report for January 22, 1972.

CONFIDENTTAL




Political

Report

CAMPAIGN '72: DATES; DETAILS ON STATE PRIMARIES

Twenty-two states and the District of Columbia will
have some form of presidential primary in 1972. All 50
states will have a primary of some kind.

Types of primary and election rules differ widely

. from state to state. So do methods for selecting delegates

and alternates to the national political conventions. Some
states have vet to complete their plans.

Democrats and Republicans differ in their systems
for choosing convention delegates. In small states that
are entitled to fewer than 20 convention votes, the
Democrats permit a minimum of 20 delegates. Larger
states have the same number of Democratic delegates as
convention votes for those states. The Republicans base
the size of their convention delegations on the number

.of votes for each state, without minimuins.

Details on the primaries, current through mid-January,
are contained in the alphabetical list below. States with
presidential primaries are first, followed by non-presi-
deniial-primary states.

PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY STATES
Alabama

PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: March 1.

Voter registration deadline: April 21.

Type of primary: Non-binding, open election of
-delegates who may be informally pledged to candidates;
write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Candidates’ names do not appear
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 37 D (29 alternates)—at least
29 single-member district delegates elected in primary,
six at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates, two
awiomatic delegates {national committeeman, committee-

Definitions

Closed Primary. Voters must have established
membership in or connection with the party in whose
primary thev wish to vote.

Open Primary. Any voter may participate in
either party’s primary.

Binding Primary. Delegates to the national
conventions are obligated to vote, on a designated
number of convention votes, for the candidate who
wins their state (or congressional district).

Non-binding Primary. Delegates are not ob-
iigated to vote for any candidate at a national con-
vention,
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woman); 17 R - alternates)—13 or 14 congressional
district delegates, three or four at-large delegates elected
in primary.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 2; runoff May 30.
Filing deadline: March 1.
Voter registration deadline: April 21.

Arkansas’
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 27.

Filing deadline: April 18.

Voter registration deadline: June 6.

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed election of un-
pledged delegates; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Candidates’ names do not appear
on ballot.

+ Number of delegates: 27 D (24 alternates)—22
elected in primary, five chosen by elected delegates;
18 R (18 alternates)—15 elected in primary, three au-
tomatic delegates (national committeeman, committee-
woman, state chairman).

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: June 27; runoff July 11.
Filing deadline: April 18.
Voter registration deadline: J une 6.

California
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: March 24.

Voter registration deadline: April 13,

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poil,
binding on delegates until reieased; election of slates
of delegates who may be pledged to a candidate; write-
in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 271 D (117 alternates)—
238 delegates elected in primary, 11 congressional dis-
trict delegates, 22 at-large delegates chosen by elected
delegates; 96 R (96 alternates)—86 congressional district
delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results; Kennedy slate, 46.3 per-
cent; McCarthy slate, 41.8 percent; Thomas C. Lynch
slate, 11.9 percent. .

1968 Republican results: Reagan slate. 107 percent.

f The Demecratic Nalional Cemmative hos specified  thee afl deivgates tu
the nativnal cunvention should be chown by JJune 20 The Ariinsos Legivlatue i
expected tu meet inspecial session at the end of January to change ;e dote,
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CONGRESSIONAL. STATE

* Primary date:"June 6. i
" Filing deadline: March 10. !
Voter registration deadline: April 13.

District of Columbia

PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: March 18.

Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll, binding on delegzates for two ballots; election of
slates or individual delegates who may be pledged to
candidates; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 20 D (15 alternates); nine R
{nine alternates)—all elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results: Full slate of delegates
pledged to Kennedy defeated organization slate pledged
to Humphrey and a third slate also favoring Humphrey.

1968 Republican, results: District Republican organi-
zation agreed before primarv to divide the nine delegate
votes, with six for Nixon, three for Rockefeller.

2

CONGRESSIONAL

Primary date: May 2, runoff two to six weeks after
primary.

Filing deadline: March 18.

Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Florida
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: March 14

Filing deadline: Feb. 10.

Voter registration deadline: Feb. 12. *

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for two ballots unless candidate is
nominated. receives less than 35 percent of convention
vote or releases delegates: candidates may submit slates
of delegates by March 1: write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by Feb. 15; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 81 I (51 alternates)—61 con-
gressional district delegates chosen at district caucuses.
.12 at-large delegates chosen at state caucus, eight at-
large delegates chosen by State Democratic Committee;
40 R (40 alternates’—30 congressional district delegates
chosen by State Republican Committee and other state
party officials, four at-large delegates chosen by chair-
man of State Republican Committee with approval of
executive beoard. six at-large delegates chosen by state
and other state party officials.

1968 Democratic results:  George A, Smathers
slate, 16.1 percent: McCarthy slate, 28.7 percent: un-
pledged slate headed by former State Sen. Scott Kelly,
25.2 pereent.

1968 Republican results: Unpledged Republican or-
ganization slate. 100 percent.
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CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12; runoff Oct. 3.
Filing deadline: July 25.
Voter registration deadline: Aug. 12.

lllinois
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: March 21.

Filing deadline: Jan. 3. .

Voter registration deadline: Feb. 21,

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be
pledged to candidates; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 170 D (84 alternates)—160
congressional district delegates elected in primary, 10
at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates; 58 R
(68 alternates)—48 congressional district delegates
elected in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state
convention. . s

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy®, 38.6 percent;
Edward M. Kennedy* and Robert F. Kennedv* (to-
gether), 33.7 percent; Humphrey*, 17.1 percent; Wallace*,
6.4 percent; Johnson*, 1.3 percent; others*, 2.9 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon*, 78.1 percent; Rocke-
feller*, 9.7 percent; Reagan*, 7.1 percent; Wallace*, 2.6
percent; McGarthy*, 0.7 percent; Percy*, 0.5 percent;
Romney*, 0.1 percent; others*, 1.2 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: March 21.
Filing deadline: Dec. 20, 1971
Voter registration deadline: Feb. 21

Indiana

PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: March 23.

Voter registration-deadline: April 3.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll, binding on delegates for one ballot; write-in votes
not allowed. .

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 76 D (48 alternates)— 57
congressional district delegates chosen by district
caucuses, 19 at-large delegates chosen by state con-
vention; 32 R (32 alternates)—322 congressional district
delegates chosen by district caucuses. 10 at-large dele-
gates chosen by state convention.

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy, 42.3 percent;
Gov. Roger D. Branigin, 30.7 percent; McCarthy.
27 percent. :

1968 Republican results: Nixon, 100 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 2.
Filing deudline: March 23,
Voter registration deadline: April 3.

Writedn votes
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Maryland
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 16.

Filing deadline: March 23. .

Voter registration deadline: April 17.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll. binding on delegates for two ballots unless candi-
date releases delezation or receives less than 35 percent
of convention vote; election of delegates who may be
pledged to candidates; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by April 3; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 53 D (37 alternates)—48
congressional district delegates elected in primary, five
at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates; 26 R
{26 alternates)—24 congressional district delegates
elected in primary, two at-large delegates chosen by
elected delegates. ) \

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: May 16.
Filing deadline: March 6. o
Voter registration deadline: April 17.

Massachusetts

PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 25.

Filing deadline: Feb. 8. *

Voter registration deadline: March 25,

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll, binding on delegates for one ballot; election of
delegates who may be pledged to candidates; write-in
votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by Feb. 11; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

‘Number of delegates: 102 D {61 alternates)—
82 congressional district delegates, 20 at-large dele-
gates elected in primary; 34 R (34 alternates})—24 con-
gressional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates
elected in primary. ’

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy, 48.3 percent;
Kennedyv*, 27.6 percent; Humphrey*, 17.7 percent;
Johnson*, 2.8 percent: Rockefeller*, 0.9 percent;
Wallace*, - 0.7 percent; Nixon¥*, 0.2 percent; others*,
0.8 percent.

1968 Republican results: Rockefeller*. 30 percent; )

Gov. John A. Volpe. 28.5 percent; Nixon*. 25.8 percent;
MeCarthy*, 9.2 percent; Reagan*. 1.7 percent: Kennedy*,
1.1 percent; Humphrev*, 0.8 percent; Wallace*, 0.3
percent; others*, 1.6 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: Sept. 19,
Filing deadline: July 11,
Voter registration deadline: Aug. 19.

*Urirean Lotes
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Nebmska
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 9.

Filing deadline: March 10.

Voter registration deadline: April 28,

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be
pledged to candidates; pledged delezates bound for two
ballots, unless candidate receives less than 35 percent of
vote or releases delegates; other. delegates not bound;
write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by March 10; secretary of state places candidates’
names on ballot.

Number of delegates: 24 D (22 alternates)—six
congressional district delegates, 16 at-large delegates
elected in primary; 16 R (16 alternates)—six congres-
sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected
in primary. .

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy. 517 percent;
McCarthy, 31.2 percent; Humphrev*, 7.4 percent; John-
son, 5.6 percent; Nixon¥*, 17 pércent; Reagan*,
1.2 percent; Wallace®, 0.8 percent; Rockefeller®,
0.3 percent; others*, 0.1 percent. -

1968 Republican results: Nixon. 70 percent; Reagan,
21.3 percent;: Rockefeller*, 5.1 percent; Stassen, 1.3
percent; McCarthy*, 0.8 percent; Americus Liberator, 0.7
percent; Kennedy*, 0.4 percent; Wallace*, 0.3 percent;
Humphrey*, 0.1 percent. .

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: May 9.
Filing deadline: March 10.
Voter registration deadline: April 28,

New Harnpshire
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: March 7.

Filing deadline: Jan. 6.

Voter registration deadline: March 1, large towns;
March 6, small towns.

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll: election of delegates who mav be
pledged, favorable to candidates or unpledged; binding
on pledged delegates until released; write-in votes al-
lowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)—all

" congressional district delegates elected in primary;

14 R (14 alternates}—four congressional distriet delel
gates, 10 at-large delegates elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results: Johnson*. 49.4 percent;
McCarthy, 42.2 percent; Nixon*, 4.6 percent; Kennedv*,
1.1 percent: Rockefeller*, 0.4 percent; Wallace*, 0.4
pereent; others*, 1.9 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon. 77.6 percent:
Rockefeller*, 10.8 percent; McCarthy*, 5.3 percent;
Johnson*, 1.7 percent; Romney, 1.7 percent; Reagan®*.:
0.3 percent; others*, 2.6 percent.
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CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12.

Filing deadline: July 13.
- Voter registration deadline: Sept. 6, large towns;
Sept. 11, small towns. .

New Jersey
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: April 27.

Voter registration deadline: April 27.

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be pledged
to candidates; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw- by
May 3; candidate’s supporters may submit a petition
for him without his permission.

Number of delegates: 109 D (63 alternates)—all
elected in primary; 40 R (40 alternates)—30 congres-
sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected
inprimary.

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy*. 40.5 percent;
Kennedy*, 35.2 percent; Humphrey*, 22.8 percent; John-
son*, 1.5 percent. *

1968 Republican results: Nixon*, 83.4 percent; Rocke-
feller*, 13.4 percent; Reagan*, 3.2 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL STATE

Primary date: June 6.
Filing deadline: April 27.
Voter registration deadline: April 27.

New Mexico
PRESIDENTIAL -

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: March 15,

Voter registration deadline: April 25.

_ Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for one ballot; write-in votes not
allowed.

Candidate consent: Required: state nominating
committee places candidates’ names on ballot; must sub-
mit filing fee.

Number of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)—all
chosen by state convention: 14 R (14 alternates)—four
congressional district delegates chosen by district cau-
cuses, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: June 6.
Filing deadline: April 4.
Voter registration deadline: April 25.

New York
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 20.
Filing deadline: May 4.

*Wrrein tates -
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Voter registration deadline: Oct. 2, 1971.
Type of primary: Non-binding, closed election of

- unpledged delegates: write-in votes allowed when dele-

gate is unopposed.

Candidate consent: Candidates’ names do not ap-
pear on ballot. '

Number of delegates: 278 D {120 alternatesi—all
congressional district delegates elected in primary: 88
R (88 alternates)—78 congressional district delegates
elected in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by
Republican State Central Committee,

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: June 20.
Filing deadline: May 4.
Voter registration deadline: Oct. 2, 1971.

North Carolina
PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY

v Primary date: May 6.

Filing deadliive: March 7. ’

Voter registration deadline: April 7.

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for one ballot; write-in votes not
allowed. .

Candidate consent: Required; state board of elec-
tions places candidates’ names on ballot; must submit
filing fee.

Number of delegates: 64 D (42 alternates)—438
congressional’ district delegates chosen at district con-
ventions, 14 at-large delegates chosen by state conven-
tion, two automatic delegates (national committeeman,

.committeewoman}); 32 R (32 alternates)—22 congres-

sional district delegates chosen by district conventinns,
10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 6; runoff June 3.
Filing deadline: Feb. 21.
Voter registration deadline: April 7.

Ohio
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 2.

Filing deadline: Feb. 2.

Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Type of primary: Non-binding. closed election of
delegates who specify their first and second candidate
choices; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 153 D (78 alternates)—113
congressional district delegates, 38 at-large delegates
elected in primary; 56 R (56 alternatesi—i46 congres-
sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected
in primary.

1968. Democratic results: 125 delegates pledged to
Sen. Stephen M. Young, a favorite-son candidate, and one
delegate pledeed to Kennedy elected.

1968 Republican results: 55 delegates pledged to Gov,
James A. Rhodes, a favorite-son candidate, elected; one
delegate pledged to Harold Stassen elected by default,
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CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primarv date: May 2.
Filing deadline: Feb. 2,
Voter registration deadline: April 2.

Oregon
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 23.

Filing deadline: March 14. ,

Voter registration deadline: April 22,

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll,
binding on delegates for two ballots unless candidate
releases them or he receives less. than 35 percent of
convention wvote: election of delegates who may be
pledged to candidates; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; no withdrawal;
secretary of state places candidates’ names on ballot,

Number of delegates: 34 D (27 alternates)—32 con-
gressional district delegates elected in primary, two
automgptic delegates {(national committeeman, commit-
teewoman); 18 R (18 alternates)—14 congressional dis-
trict delegates elected in primary, four automatic dele-
gates (national committeeman, committeewoman, state
party chairman. vice chairman).

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy, 44.1 percent;
Kennedy, 38.1 percent: .Johnson, 12.1 percent; Hum-
phrey*, 3.3 percent; Nixon*, 0.8 percent; Reagan*, 0.8
percent; Rockefeller®, 0.8 percent. ’

1968 Republican * results: Nixon, 65.1 percent;
Reagan., 20.4 percent: Rockefeller*, 11.6 percent; Me-
Carthy*, 2.3 percent; Kennedy*, 0.6 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 23.
Filing deadline: March 14.
Voter registration deadline: April 22.

’ .

Pennsylvania

PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 25.

-Filing deadline: Feb. 15,

Voter registration deadline: March 6.

Type of primary: Closed. non-binding presidential
preference poll; election of delegates who may be pledged
to candidates: Democratic pledged candidates bound
for one ballot: Republican delegates not bound; write-
in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 182 D (88 alternates)—137
state senatorial district delegates elected in primary,
27 at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates. 18
at-large delegates chosen hy state committee; 60 R (60
alternates)—30 congressional district delegates elected
in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state com-
mittee.

1968 Democratic results: MeCarthy, 71.6 percent;
Kennedy*, 109 percent; Humphrev*, 8.7 percent:

SUritedn cutes
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Wallace*, 4.0 percent: Joﬁnson', 3.6 percent; Nixon*, 0.6
percent; Rockefeller®, 0.3 percent: Reagan™, 0.1 percent;
others*, 0.4 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon*, 38.4 percent;
Rockefeller*, 18.3 percent; McCarthy*, 6.5 percent;
Wallace*, 4.6 percent; Kennedy*. 3.6 percent; Reagan*,
2.8 percent; Humphrev*, 1.6 percent; Johnson*, 1.1
percent; Gov. Raymond P. Shafer*, 0.4 percent; others*,
1.7 percent.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: April 25.
Filing deadline: Feb. 15.
Voter registration deadline: March 6.

Rhode Island’
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 11.

Filing deadline: Jan. 31.

Voter registration deadline: Feb. 11.

Tvpe of primary: Non-binding, closed presiden-
tial preference poll: election of delegates who mav be
pledged to a candidate; pledged delegates bound for one
ballot: write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 22 D (21 alternates}—all at-
Targe delegates elected in primary: eight R (eight
alternates)—all at-large delegates elected in primary.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12.
Filing deadline: June 30.
Voter registration deadline: July 14.

South Dakota

PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: June 6.

Filing deadline: April 21.

Voter registration deadline: May 22.

Type of primary: Closed election of slates of dele-
gates who may be pledged to a candidate; pledged dele-
gates bound for three ballots; write-in votes not allowed.

Candidate consent: Required.

Number of delegates: 20 Db (17 alternates)—all at-
large delegates elected in primarv; 14 R (14 alter-
nates)—four congressional district delegates, 10 at-large
delegates elected in primary.

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy slate, 49.5 per-
cent; Johnson slate, 30.1 percent; McCarthy slate, 20.4
percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon slate, 100 percent.

. CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: June 6,

Filing deadline: April 21.

Voter registration deadline; May 22.

2 A hitl ix pending in the Rhode Rland Legislature to change svme of the pos.
ceduris refating ta the presidential primary. If the bl paaes, the prevdentiol prira-

rv wilt be hetd on May 23 end cendidates will be pluccd un the bolll by 116
Rhode Iland secretany of state,
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Tennessee’
PRESIDENTIAL

‘Primary date: May 4.

Filing deadline: March 9.

Voter registration deadline: April 4.

Tyvpe of primary: Closed presidential preference
poll. binding on delegates for two ballots unless can-
didate receives less than 20 percent of convention vote
or releases delegates; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; no specific with-
drawal date; secretary of state places candidates’ names
on ballot.

Number of delegates: 49 D (35 alternates)—39
congressional district delegates chosen by district con-
ventions, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state conven-

, tion; 26 R (26 alternates)—16 congressional district
delegates chosen by district conventions, 10 at-large dele-
gates chosen by state convention.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

. Primary date: Aug. 3.
Filing deadline: JJune 1.
Voter registration deadline: July 4.

West Virginia
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: May 9.

Filing deadline: Feb. 5.

Voter registration deadline: April 8.

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential
preference poll; election of unpledged delegates; write-
in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Required. .

Number of delegates: 35 D (28 alternates)—26
congressional district delegates, nine at-large dele-
gates elected in primary; 18 R (18 alternates)—eight
congressional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates
elected in primary.

1968 Democratic, Republican results: No candi-
dates entered either party's preference poll. Uncom-
mitted slates were elected.

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: May 9.
Filing deadline: Feb. 5.
* Voter registration deadline: April 8.

Wisconsin
PRESIDENTIAL

Primary date: April 4.

Filing deadline: March 7.

Voter registration deadline: March 15, Milwaukee;
March 22, rest of state.

Type of primary: Open  presidemial  pielerence
poll, binding on delegates for one vote or until candi-
date releases them or receives less than one-third of con-

3 Teane ssees primans date tand corise suently all vther ee'ized datess may be
metva [orirard
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vention vote; election of slates of delegates who may be
pledged to a candidate; write-in votes allowed.

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw
by Feb. 29; ll-member commission places candidates’
names on ballot.

Number of delegates: 67 D (44 alternates)—56
congressional district delegates, 11 at-large delegates
elected in primary; 28 R (28 alternates)—18 congres-
sional district delegates chosen by district caucuses, 10
at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

1968 Democratic returns: McCarthy, 56.2 percent;
Johnson, 34.6 percent; Kennedy*, 6.3 percent; Hum-
phrey*, 0.5 percent; Wallace*, 0.5 percent; “None,” 1.6
percent; others*, 0.2 percent.

1968 Republican results: Nixon, 79.7 percent;
Reagan, 10.4 percent; Stassen, 10.4 percent; Rockefeller*,
1.6 percent; Romney*, 0.4 percent; Wallace*, 0.1 per-
cent; Kennedy*, .06 percent; ‘““None,” 1.4 percent;
others*, 0.5 percent.

\ CONGRESSIONAL, STATE

Primary date: Sept. 12,

Filing deadline: July 11.

Voter registration deadline: Aug. 23, Milwaukee;
Aug. 30, rest of state. .

NON-PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY STATES

Alaska

Primary date: Aug. 22.

Filing deadline: June 1.

Voter registration deadline: Mail, July 23; in per-
son, Aug. 8.

Number of delegates: 20 D (10 alternates)-—selection
procedure not yet decided; 12 R (12 alternates)—all at-
large delegates chosen by state convention.

Arizona

Primary date: Sept. 12.

Filing deadline: July 13. ,

Voter registration deadline: July 11.

Number of delegates: 25 D (23 alternates)—19 con-
gressional district delegates chosen by district caucuses,
six at-large delegates chosen by state convention: 18 R
(18 alternates)—eight congressional district delegates
chosen by district conventions, 10 at-large delegates
chosen by state convention.

Colorado ;

Primary date: Sept. 12,

Filing deadline: July 28.

Voter registration deadline: Aug. 11.

Number of delegates: 36 D (23 alternates)—selection
procedure not vet decided; 20 R (20 alternates)—10 con-
gressional district delegates chosen by district conventions,
10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention.

*Write-in cotes
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Has there been a mail campaign for Democratic write-ins in
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Florida? M9
Was there one in New Hampshire? h-n-

It's important that we build the importance of Democratic support

in tihe key primary states, and certainly in Indiana and some of the
other places where there is already considerable strength. There
should be a Democratic mailing in all primaries as a good investment

for the general.

HRH
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 7, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR H.R. HALDEMAN

FROM : L. HIGBY

Chuck Colson called to report that he had talked with the President
last night and the President raised the following subjects:

1. 'Did we have a write-in campaign going in New Hampshire to
get Democrats to write in RN! Colson said he didn't know but he
would check. The President said that Colson should report to you
what he found out.

Colson found out that there was no write-in effort going. He had
told the AG that the President had requested this a month ago but
Colson guesses the AG decided it shouldn't be done.

2. The President then raised the question of whether or not we had
write-in efforts going in Florida and Wisconsin,

Colson checked on these and finds that we can't have write-ins in
Florida, and that in Wisconsin you can't write in but you can cross
over. He indicates, however that we probably don't want Democrats
for Nixon crossing over, but voting for candidates that will hurt the
Muskie vote.

3. The President said he told you that he wanted write-in efforts

on behalf of Democrats for Nixon in every state. Is there something
that should be done here?

The President also indicated to Colson that he wanted to see Sidlinger

today when Sidlinger was in seeing Colson. Colsm said he would work
this out with Parker.
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.wW

WASHINGTON. D. G, 20006 March 22, 1972
(202) 333.0820
LONFIDENTTAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL
FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER
SUBJECT: Operating Plan for tﬂe Michigan Primary

Michigan's Presidential Preference Primary will be held on May 16.
Each candidate who receives over 5% of the primary vote will re-
ceive a proportionate share of 48 delegate votes. Delegates are
bound until released.

General Background

In 1970 the population was 8,875,083, of which 4,059,807 were
registered to vote. Of the total population, 26.6% is considered
to be rural and 73.8% urban.

S

The SMSAs are as follows:

Ann Arbor 234,103
Bay City 117,339
Detroit 4,199,931
Flint 496,658
Grand Rapids 539,225
Jackson 143,274
Kalamazoo 201,550
Lansing 378,423
Muskegon-Muskegon Heights 157,426
Saginaw 219,743
Toledo, Ohio-Mich. (part) 118,479

Michigan has a Black population of 117, which is centered in major
southeastern cities, particularly Detroit. Total foreign stock is
24% with a significant number of Italians, Poles, Germans, Swedes
and Eastern Europeans., Catholics comprise 277 of the population.
The state has 60% blue-collar employment and is very union oriented.
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Political Background

The 1970 U.S. Senate race in Michigan represented a continued upswing
by Democrats-and a low point for Republicans.

The 1970 election had little effect on the State Legislature.

Lenore Romney only
polled 337 against incumbent Senator Philip Hart.

Governor Milliken
fared better in 1970, but he-still won only with 50.6%Z of the vote.

The

Senate is divided evenly between 19 Republicans and 19 Democrats.

Democrats control the House by a 58 to 52 margin.

Republicans control the Congressional deléegation with a 12 to 7

margin over the Democrats.

follows:

Congressmen

1st
2nd
3rd
4th
5th
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
13th
1l4th
15th
16th
17th
18th

19th

John Conyers (D)
Marvin Esch (R) -
Gary E, Brown (R)
Edward Hutchinson (R)
Geralé Ford (R)

C. Chemberlain (R)

D. W. Riegle, Jr. (R)
James Harvey (R)

G. Varder Jagt (R)
E. A. Cederberg (R)
Philip Ruppe (R)

J. G. O'Hara (D)
Charles Diggs (D)
Lucier Nedzi (D)
Jillizm Ford (D)

John Dingell (D)
Marthe Griffiths (D)
Williem Broomfield (R)
Jack McDonald (R)

1970 %

86.9
62.6
56.2
61.9
61.5
60.3
70.3
65.4
64.6
59.2
61.7
76.9
87.9
70.0
80.0
78.2
79.7
64.5
58.5

A list of the Congressional delegation
(Tab A is a map showing Congressional districts.)

1968 Presidential Vote#®

RN

16,655
85,262
95,522
-90,599
94,435
88,645
72,814
87,375
100,798
93,778
78,025
63,837
11,302
59,930
59,930
47,202
43,432
55,093
100,114

HHH

134,437
74,021
66,035
55,196
67,946
66,322
80,373
60,015
61,539
63,392
79,327

115,903
88,625
96,737
93,045
95,603

106,860

102,817
84,889

GCW

5,743
18,158
18,244
20,422
12,845
15,113
26,620
16,719
14,763
13,043

9,241
29,634

5,313
20,717
27,022
20,268
17,695
17,150
23,238

* Districts subject to boundary
changes for reapportionment.
Figures are for '70 districts.
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Senator Griffin is up for re-election in 1972, His race was, until
recently, considered to be a very difficult, uphill battle. In the
last several months, his position has improved considerably.

Voting Analysis

In relation to the 1968 Presidential vote, the Republican Party fell
rather drastically throughout the state. In 1960, Kennedy received
1,687,269 (517), Nixon received 1,620,428 (49%). In 1968, Humphrey
carried the state by 222,417, receiving 1,593,082 or 487, Nixon received
1,370,665 or 42%, and Wallace received 331,968 or 10%. Nixon's
totals fell throughout the state in every county. Traditional
Republican areas in the mid-section of the state and in the south-
western part of the state gave Nixon much smaller margins than in
1960. Meanwhile, in Wayne County (Detroit), Nixon received only
26.2% of *the vote to 63.27 for Humphrey and 10.2% for Wallace.
Humphrey received a plurality of 383,591 and 41% of his total vote

in Wayne County, In Detroit proper, Nixon received only 207 of

the vote to 71.27% for Humphrey. In Black districts of Detroit, Nixon
lost by as much as 96%.

.

Political Analysis

Due to the fact that the Democratic majérities in many of the major
counties were so large in 1968 and the overall trend in Michigan so
Democratic, the state originally loocked very difficult for 1972,
However, more recent survey information indicates that the Michigan
election would be a close one. There are two areas on which the
Committee should concentrate its efforts. An attempt should be

made to reassert Republican loyalties in the out state areas. The other
tactic would be to seek votes on the fringes of the major cities. Many
of these voters are ethnic and quite concious of the social issues.

The Primary Election

Although McCloskey formally announced that he was terminating his
bid for the Presidential nomination, he did file for the Michigan
Primary on March 17th. At this time, McCloskey should not pose a
serious threat. Regardless, the Primary will give the Michigan
Committee an opportunity to organize for what will surely be a
close general election.

Our objectives in the priﬁary are as follows:
1. Defeat McCloskey by an impressive margin.
2. Recruit key personnel and a cadre of volunteers in the

Primary so that we will have a strong Nixon organization
for the general election.
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Planned Activities

The Primary Campaign plan which follows was developed in coordination
with Jack Gibbs, Chairman of the Michigan Re-election Committee, in a
meeting on March 18, 1972, All Directors of relevent activities from
the Washington Committee were also present,

Four areas of activity are contemplated:

1. State organizational activity

A\

2. Appearances in the state by pro-Administration speakers
3. Targeted volunteer commitment program

4., Voter bloc activities

The time schedule for the total operating plan is given in Tab B. The
individual elements are discussed in more detail below:

1. State Organizational Activity ~ The Michigan Committee for the Re-
election of the President will have headquarters for the primary. Key
campaign personnel will be recruited and tested during the primary cam—
paign. Deadlines for selection of the personnel will be established

by the Washington Committee. Veolunteers will be recruited and utilized
in the Volunteer Commitment program. This will provide a cadre of
volunteers for the General Election.

Pecommendation

That you approve the state organizational activity plan as outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment

2. Appearance_in the Stat ;. Pro-Admini ion Speakers - Well known
Administration speakers will visit Michigan to speak on behalf of the
President. A headquarters grand opening in Detroit is planned for
April 13. A speaker has not been scheduled for April 13th as yet.

The Washington Committee is presently awaiting speaking requests.
Therefore, a full schedule of speakers and events will be presented

at a later date,.
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Recommendation

That you approve the utilization of surrogate speakers in Michigan.

Approve Disapprove Comment

3. Targeted Volunteer Commitment Program - The Michigan Committee has
requested a direct mail program for this primary. It was further
recommended that the direct mail piece be part of a volunteer commit-
ment program similar to that used in Florida. A more detailed account
of the program can be found in Tab C.

Recommendation

That you approve the volunteer commitment program outlined in Tab C at
a cost of $56,100.

.

Approve Disapprove Comment

4. Voter Bloc Activities - Due to the large number of ethnics, Blacks
and union workers, it was suggested that we send the appropriate voter
bloc directors to Michigan during the primary, in an effort to increase
the President's standing awong these various groups. A more detailed
plan for the voter bloc activities will be presented at a later date.

CONEIDENTIAL
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Tab C

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N W.
WASHINGTON, D € 20006

{202) 333.0820 March 23’ 19?2
CONEEIDENTTAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL
THROUGH:: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: ROBERT MORGAN
SUBJECT: Michigan Direct Mail Program

In the meeting on Saturday, March 18, 1972, with the Michigan
Committee for the Re—zlection of the President organization,
a direct mail effort was unanimously recommended. Since
Michigan does not have a registered voter list, a universal
list will be used., Therefore, the Commitment Program will

be similar to Wisconsin. Our experience in Wisconsin shows
that about 40% of the response is negative (the hard core
Democrat) —— this indicates some minor changes to the program,

It is recommended that 350,000 mailings be sent out in
Michigan to be arrayed in census tracts with the highest
incidence of Republican voters. This information will be
acquired with the assistance of Bob Teeter who will provide
the historical polling data.

The mailing will include a 14" letter discussing the merits
of the present Administration and will put emphasis on
volunteers. It will be worded so that a bipartisan
suggestion will be felt, A place on the volunteer card
will be left for contributors if the respondent does not
feel that he can actively participate. The mailing will
also include a brochure on the President's record and a
pre-addressed return envelope. The envelope will not have
postage prepaid but will require a stamp. We strongly feel
that this will cut down on the number of negative responses
while not hurting our volunteer effort that much.
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When the volunteer returns his card to the state headquarters,
he will receive a letter asking him to contact twenty friends
and get them committed to vote for President Nixon., The
volunteer will then call these twenty people on Election Day
to remind them to vote. The names, addresses and telephone
numbers of the committed voters would be returned on a
commitment form to state headquarters,

At the end of the program, a computer letter with a personalized
Presidential Commitment certificate will be sent from our data
center to each volunteer. The certificate will be suitable

for framing. The volunteers will be told that the Michigan
Committee looks forward to their help in the General Election
and that they will be kept informed of developments with
follow-up newsletters.

MICHIGAN PRIMARY BUDGET

350,000 Mailings
610,000 Voter

Contacts
Direct Mail
1st Mailing ~ 350,000 @ $142.20/M
{(Window envelope, computer letter
with attached volunteer card, BRE
and brochure) = $50,000
Assume 2% volunteer response: (7,000)
1st Kit Mailing @ $250/M = 1,750
Follow-up Certificates @ $250/M = 1,750
3 Newsletters @ $125/M = 2,600

Total $56,100




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENKSYLVANIA AVENUE. N &

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20006 March 23, 1972

(202) 233.0820

~CONEIDENTTAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the Massachusetts Primary

The Massachusetts Primary election will be held on April 25, Ashbrook,
McCloskey and Nixon will be on the ballot. Under a new law, the
Presidential contender polling the most support in each of the state's
12 Congressional districts will gain control of the elected delegation
from the district, no matter how he fares in the statewide contest,

General Background

As of 1970, Massachusetts' population was 5,630,224, It will cast 14
electoral votes in 1972, Massachusetts' population has a large
percentage of foreign stock (40%) and few Blacks (3%). The ethnic
population consists of a significant number of Fremnch Canadians, Italians,
Irish, British, Poles and Russians. Much of the Black population is
concentrated in Boston (13% of Boston is Black). Catholics comprise

52% of the state's population.

Political Background

The total voting registration in Massachusetts is 2,628,581, There are
1,135,103 (43%) Democrats, 547,393 (21%) Republicans and 946,085 (36%)
Independents. Most of the Republican strength in Massachusetts is located
outside of Boston in the Commonwealth's 300 cities and towns., In general,
the state is regarded to be very liberal and Democratic.

However, Republicans do have one of the U.S. Senate seats (Brooke) and

the Governor's office (Sargent). The State Legislature is controlled

by the Derocrats with a 178 to 62 ratio in the House and a 30 to 10

margin in the Senate. Democrats also outnumber Republicans in the
Congressicnal delegation by an 8 to 4 ratio. A listing of Congressmen
follows: (Tab A is a map of Massachusetts showing Congressional districts).

U S mml
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1968 Presidential Vote*

Congressmen 1970 % RN HHH GCW
ist Silvio 0. Conte (R) un., 71,702 110,313 8,546
2nd Edward Boland (D) un. 56,157 114,530 9,000
3rd Robert Drinan (D) (3-way) 37.7 67,648 124,927 5,051
4th Barold Donchue (D) 54,2 70,871 127,882 5,725
5th F. Bradford Morse (R) 63.0 70,760 134,795 6,869
6th Michael Harrington (D) 61.7 79,134 128,141 6,734
7th T.H. MacDonald (D) 72,8 60,258 34,490 6,619
8th T.P. 0'Neill (D) un, 32,246 119,205 5,547
9th L.D, Hicks (D) 59.2 18,194 93,954 7,555
10th Margaret Heckler (R) 57.0 80,088 122,626 6,863
11th Jawes Burke (D) un, 63,338 139,835 10,066
12th Hastings Keith (R) ' 50.4 95,529 118,184 8,504

*Figures for old districts,
Reapportionment not completed.

Presidential Voting Trends

Nixon did not fare well in 1960 or 1968 in Massachusetts. In 1968,
Humphrey carried the state with 637 (1,469,218); Nixon received
33% (766,844); and Wallace toock 4% (87,088). 1In 1960, Kennedy re-
ceived 607 (1,487,174) and Nixon, 40% (876,750),

In the 1968 election, Humphrey carried all twelve Congressional
districts and ten of the fourteen counties, Nixon carried four
relatively small counties: Nantucket, Dukes, Barnstable and

Franklin, In the larger counties, Humphrey received hugh pluralities.
Middlesex and Suffolk provided the Democratic candidate a 336,400
plurality. '

The Primary Election

Although McCloskey and Ashbrook are on the ballot, polls show
that they do not present a serious challenge to the President.
(Tab B) Little activity will be required unless McCloskey's
residual forces surface in a strong effort to embarass the
President,




Planned Activities

The Primary campaign plan which follows was developed in coordination
with representatives of Secretary Volpe, Secretary Richardsen, Senator
Brooke, Governor Sargent and Bob Hahn, state G.0.P. chairman. The
recommendations were discussed in a meeting on March 20, which was
attended by the aforementioned parties and Paul Cronin who will act as
coordinator. All directors of relevant activities at the Washington-
based Committee were also in attendance.

Four areas of activity are contemplated:

1, State Organizational Activities

An effort will be made to utilize the personal political organizations
of Volpe, Richardson, Brooke and Sargent in the Republican Primary.
All campaign activity will be coordinated through Bob Hahn of the
State Republican Party with the help of Paul Cronin. Pat Hutar is
scheduled to work with Paul Cronin in the recruitment of volunteers
from the Republican Women's Federation.

Recommendation

That you approve the state organizational activities as described above,

Approve Disapprove Comment

2, Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers

It was recommended that we use Administration spokesmen in Massachusetts
in a fashion that would maximize media coverage. At this time we are
awaiting the determination of appropriate events,

Recommendation

That you approve the use of surrogate speakers in Massachusetts,

Approve Disapprove Comment
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3. Targeted Direct Mail

At the suggestion of the various representatives of Massachusetts officials,
a direct mail program targeted to 10,000 Republican Town Committee

mexbers has been developed. The total mailing ensemble will include

a personalized letter, a window envelope, and a Re-~elect the President
brochure. The letter will be signed by Senator Brooke, Governor Sargent,
Secretary Volpe, and Secretary Richardson. The letter will ask the
committee member for the following:

1. Accept the responsibility for a get~out~the~-vote program
for President Nixon in the Primary.

2. Call 20 fellow Republicans to show support for the President
and to vote in the Primary on April 25.

Recommendation

That you approve. the direct mail plans as outlined above, at a cost of $2,500.

Approve Disapprove .Comment

4

4. Youth Campaign Activities

Over 200 of the young people who were involved in our New Hampshire
campaign reside in Massachusetts. They will be active in attending
Republican events and preparing for mock elections on the Massachusetts
campuses.

Recommendation

That you approve of the youth campaign activities outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment

CONFIDENTIAL
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. NW.
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006

(2021 333.0820 March 21, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N, MITCHELL

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the Oregon Primary

The Oregon Primary election will be held on May 23, The
President's name as well as those of Ashbrook and McCloskey
are on the ballot by law. Traditionally, Oregon has been one
of the most important primaries., This year should prove to be
no exXception as all of the Democratic candidates, including
Senator Kennedy, will have their names on the ballot,

General Background

As of 1970, Oregon's population was 2,110,810, The population
is clustered in a line that runs from Portland through Salem
to Eugene, Most of the remaining parts of the State are sparsely
populated, . .

Oregon is a state virtually all white and all Protestant.. The
Black population totals only 1%. Foreign stock is 17%; however,
much of this foreign stock is Canadian and English and really

not ethnic in the political-ethnic sense.

There were 955,459 registered voters in Oregon as of 1970.

Republican registrants numbered 410,693 (43%). The Democratic

Party had 521,662 (54.6%) registered voters. All other voters totaled
23,104 (2.47).

Political Background

The Republican Party in Oregon has had a relatively successful
record. In the last 25 years, Republicans lost the Governor's chair
only once. The Democrats did win the U.S. Senate races in 1954,
1956, 1960 and 1962, More recently, however, Republicans regained
the Senate seats with the election of Senator Hatfield in 1966 and
Senator Packwood in 1968. The State Legislature is split with the
Democrats controlling the Senate 16 to 14, and the Republicans
controlling the House 34 to 26.



The four Congressional seats are divided evenly between Democrats
and Republicans. A brief description of the Congressional Districts
follows. (Tab A)

lst District = Republican - Wendall Wyatt - Most of the district's
population is in the Portland metropolitan area. Congressman Wyatt

has proven to be quite popular as he received 72% of the vote in
1970.

2nd District - Democrat - Al Ullman - This district includes the

sparsely populated eastern two-thirds of the state,

5,

3rd District - Democrat = Edith Green - This district includes most’

of the city of Portland and the eastern suburbs,

4th District — Repﬁbiican - John Dellenback - This district has

the southwest corner of the state, which includes the University of
Oregon in Eugene. As the 4th has alternated between Democratic
and Republican Congressmen, it would be considered a marginal seat,
Even though Republicans won the last two U.S. Senate races, there
certainly™VWas not a strong Republican showing. Hatfield won with
only 51.7%7 of the vote and Packwood.received even less, 50.2%.

Senator Hatfield has announced that he is running for re-election
in 1972. Governor McCall has indicated that he will not run against
Hatfield in the primary. On the Democratic side, former Senator
Wayne Morse and several others are presently seeking the nomination.
U.S. Representative Edith Green has decided not to rum. ’

The state of Republican politics in Oregon is far from good. The
relationship between Governor McCall and Senator Hatfield is not
harmonious. The Republican Party is weak and poorly organized.

In addition, the Party has a splinter right-wing faction controlling
several counties, The Committee for the Re-Election of the President
should be aware of these problems in both planning and implementation
of programs.

Piesidential Voting Statistics

Oregon has given Nixon a good vote in both 1960 and 1968 primaries
and General Elections. In the 1960 Republican Primary, Nixon ran
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as the only candidate and received 211,276 (93%) of the 227,033
votes cast. In the 1968 Republican Primary, Nixon again ran as
the only candidate on the ballot and received 203,037 (65%) of
312,159 votes cast, The drop-off in percentage was due to the
increased primary activity and the write-in campaigns staged.

In Oregon, Nixon won rather handily in the 1968 General Election,
receiving 49.8% of the vote (408,433) to Humphrey's 43.8% (358,866)
to Wallace's 6.1% (49,683). The Nixon vote margin was 116 votes
less than the total Wallace and Humphrey votes combined. Nixon's
strongest raw vote counties were as follows:

1. Multnomah 106,832
2. Lane 39,563
_3. Washington | 34,105
4, Clackamas 32,363
5. Marion 30,417

These five counties accounted for 243,279 Nixon votes of his state
total of 408,433 and represented 59.5% of his' state total.
Multnomah, the county in which Portland is, is by far the largest
county and gave Nixon 26.1%Z of his state total. This county,
however, was carried by Humphrey, giving the Democratic candidate
a plurality of 17,820, It is the only county of the five largest
-counties which gave a plurality to the Democratic candidate,

The five counties which gave Nixon the largest raw vote plurality
are as follows: g

County Nixon Percentage Plurality
Washington 57.0 - 11,162
Marion 54.8 8,090
Jackson 56.2 . 6,863
Benton 61,3 5,116
Lane 49,1 5,042

36,273 - 73.1% of
total plurality

Only six counties in the state were carried by Humphrey. These
counties form a line for the most part around the very northern and

ooy



and western portions of the state, Multnomah gave Humphrey his
largest plurality of 17,820. After that, Coos gave him a plurality
of 2,654; Columbia, 1,856; Clatsop, 433; Tillamook, 348; and Wasco,
76. Only in the first three counties mentioned did Humphrey receive
more than 507 of the vote, and only in Coos and Columbia did

Nixon recelve less than 40% of the vote.

Political Analysis

Preliminary polling information indicates that the most important
issues in Oregon are:

.
\

1. Economy .
2, Unemployment (The poll was taken during the dock strike.)
3. Ecology

L]

The survey also shows that Senator Packwood and Governor McCall have
high approval ratings. Senator Hatfield's approval rating is much
lower, and he may have trouble in the General Election.

The President's approval rating is substantially lower than his
national average. In particular, the President is not receiving

the normal Democratic support., This, combined with the disorganization
of the Republican Party, suggests that Oregon cannot be considered a
solid state for 1972.

>

The Primary Election

Due to recent developments with the McCloskey and Ashbrook tampaigns,
the President will probably not be seriously challenged in the Oregon
Primary. However, we should be aware of the possibility of residual

Ashbrook or McCloskey forces surfacing in an dttempt to embarrass the
President,

Our objectives in the primary are as follows:
1, Defeat any Republican opposition by an impressive margin,
2. Recruit key personnel in the primary so that we will have a
strong Nixon organization in the General Election. This is

particularly critical in light of the problems within the
Republican Party in Oregon.



Planned Activities

The primary campaign plan which follows was developed in coordina-
tion with the Oregon Committee for the Re-Election of the President.
The recommendations were discussed in a meeting on March 4, 1972,
attended by the Oregon Committee for the Re-Election of the Presi=~
dent chairman, Congressman Wendall Wyatt, and the executive
director, Warne Nunn. All directors of the relevant activities
from the Washington Committee were also present.
Five areas of activity are contemplated:

1. 'State Organizational Activity

*2. Appearancé in the State by Pro~Administration Speakers

3. Targeted Telephone Operation

4. Contingent Plan for Radio Advertising

5,. Youth Campaign Activity

The time schedule for the total operating plan is given in Tab B.
The individual elements are discussed in more detail below:

1. State Organizational Activity

The Oregon Committee for the Re~Election of the President has
established a headquarters for the primary, but they do not plan
store front headquarters or high profile headquarters activity as
there have been several headquarter bombings in Oregon. The
primary should afford an opportunity to recruit key personnel for
the General Election, Pat Hutar is scheduled to work with the
Committee on establishing a volunteer program for the state, Dead-
lines for selection of key personnel will be established by the
Washington Committee and progress reports will be required.

Recommendation

That you approve the state organizational activities as described above,

Approve Disapprove Comment

.
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2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers

As in other primary states, well-known pro~Administration speakers
will visit the state on behalf of the President., At the request

of the Oregon Committee, the state will not be flooded with
speakers, WNo rally activity is planned at this time, 1If Governor
McCall, Senator Hatfield and Senator Packwood will participate,

a joint press conference to endorse the President will be scheduled.
The list of speakers scheduled up to this time follows:

Date Event N Speaker
February 25 Republican Party Dorchester Sec. Richardson
Conference, Lincoln City
April 15-25 Girl Scout Council, Fund (Invitation Pending)
Raising Event
May 5 Oregon Cattlemen's Association, Sec. Butz
Pendleton (Invitation Pending)
May 6 Ad-Man of the Year Banquet, Mr. Klein
Portland (Invitation Pending)
May 10 Oregon Federation of " Sec., Butz-
Republican Women, Medford (Invitation Pending)

Date Open:

Early May Republican State Central Senator Goldwater
Committee, Fund Raising (Invitation Pending)
Dinner, Portland

— Lane County Républican Sec. Romney
Central Committee, Fund Sec. Peterson
Raising Dinner, Eugene

-Recommendation

That you approve the program for surrogate speakers as outlined above.

Approve Disapprove Comment




3. Targeted Telephone Operation

The Oregon Committee expressed an interest in establishing a tele~
phone operation in four areas of the Willamette Valley: Portland, .
Salem, Corvallis and Eugene. Due to the limited opposition in the
Oregon Primary and telephone operation commitments in other states,
we do not feel that it is practical to use a targeted telephone
operation in the Oregon Primary.

Recommendation

That you agree that we should not use a targeted telephone operation.

Approve Disapprove Comment

4.. Contingent Plan .for Radio or Newspaper Advertising

In the event that McCloskey or Ashbrook does begin to actively
organize and campaign, a contingent plan will be necessary., Radio
or newspaper advertising would serve as the most practical plan
because of the short lead time required. The ‘contingent radioc or
newspaper plan developed would be concentrated in the area of Salem,
Portland, Eugene, Corvallis and Kalmath Falls. This advertising
would run for a maximum of four weeks at a cost of $23,000.

Recommendation o

That you approve the contingent plan for radio or newspaper advertising.

Approve Disapprove Comment

5. Youth Campaign Activity

The youth campaign now has a field man, Ted Wigger, in Oregon. He will
be working with the state organization in an attempt to organize regis-
stration drives and to prepare for mock elections on Oregon campuses.

Recommendation

Apﬁrove Disapprove ‘ Comment
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT !

MEMORANDUM :”
-CONFIDENTIAL 1l
TO: Mr. Peter H. Dailey & Mr. Phillip Joanou Copy to:
FROM: Clifford A. Miller Jeb 8. Magruder

DATE: March 27, 1972

As we have discussed, I think it.would be helpful if the
strategy committee could review at one of its future meetings
the television, radio, newspaper and direct mail being used
in the primary states by the major opposition candidates --
Muskie, Humphrey, Jackson, Lindsay, Wallace and McGovern.

If it is possible, the committee should examine the actual
product -~ the film, tape, tear sheet, or whatever -- as
opposed to receiving a verbal or written. report. In this
way, the strategy group can have a very specific idea of the
type and flavor of impressions being received by the voters.

For those of us not out in the field it would be useful to
evaluate the objectives and techniques being used by the
opposition at this early date and analyze the changes in media
strategy from primary to primary.

Please call me if you would like to discuss this at further

length.
A
—l

-

bcec: Mr. John N. Mitchell -
_Mr. Gordon Strachan b
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