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30 4 3/23/1972 Memo 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.

Campaign

30 4 3/21/1972 Memo From Higby to Strachan RE: Ehrlichman's 
relations with the Committee for the Re-
Election of the President. 2 pgs.

Campaign

30 4 3/17/1972 Memo From Haldeman to Ehrlichman RE: 
Ehrlichman's strong criticisms of the CRP. 3 
pgs.

Campaign

30 4 Memo 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.

Campaign
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Box Number Folder Number Document Date Document Type Document DescriptionNo Date Subject

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

30 4 3/14/1972 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.

Campaign
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30 4 3/15/1972 Memo From Chotiner to Haldeman RE: attached 
information. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/15/1972 Letter From Chotiner to RN RE: projected 1972 
Florida voting figures compared to those of 
1968. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/15/1972 Memo From Strachan to Haldeman RE: notes from 
a meeting on campaign finances. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/14/1972 Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: campaign 
contributions and financial disclosure. 2 pgs.

Campaign

30 4 3/9/1972 Memo From Chotiner to Haldeman RE: an enclosed 
document. 1 pg.

Campaign
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Box Number Folder Number Document Date Document Type Document DescriptionNo Date Subject

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

30 4 3/28/1972 Memo From Thomas E. Girard to Magruder RE: 
campaign fund disclosure in Wisconsin. 1 pg.

Campaign
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30 4 3/28/1972 Report From Magruder to Mitchell RE: projections 
for the Wisconsin primary. 2 pgs.

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

30 4 3/23/1972 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.

Campaign

30 4 3/24/1972 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.

Campaign
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30 4 3/9/1972 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 
pgs.

Domestic Policy

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

30 4 3/22/1972 Memo From Morgan to Marik RE: plans for the use 
of direct mail in the California campaign.  
Proposed plans attached 6 pgs.

Campaign
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30 4 3/27/1972 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.

Campaign

30 4 3/15/1972 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.

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign
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30 4 2/26/1972 Memo Handwritten notes relating to various 
campaign topics in California. 5 pgs.

Campaign

30 4 Other Document Graphical operating schedule for primaries in 
various states.  Not scanned.

Campaign

30 4 2/22/1972 Memo From Magruder to unknown RE: planning for 
presidential primaries in various states.  
Handwritten notes added by unknown.  Chart 
of proposed activities attached. 6 pgs.

Campaign

30 4 2/26/1972 Report 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.

Campaign

30 4 Other Document Graphical representation of the operating 
plan for the California primary.  Not scanned.

Campaign
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30 4 3/4/1972 Other Document Handwritten notes relating to the campaign 
in Oregon. 1 pg.

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

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

Campaign

30 4 3/13/1972 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.

Campaign
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30 4 3/7/1972 Memo From Colson to Higby RE: the role of write-
ins in presidential primaries. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/7/1972 Memo From Higby to Haldeman summarizing 
Colson's meeting with RN. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/13/1972 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.

Campaign

30 4 3/14/1972 Memo From Higby to Strachan RE: an attached 
document. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/7/1972 Other Document Talking paper for a meeting with the 
Attorney General generated by Haldeman 
relating to primary campaigning.  
Handwritten responses added by unknown. 1 
pg.

Campaign
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30 4 3/7/1972 Memo From Higby to Haldeman summarizing 
Colson's meeting with RN. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/7/1972 Other Document 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.

Campaign

30 4 3/7/1972 Other Document Talking paper for a meeting with the 
Attorney General generated by Haldeman 
relating to primary campaigning.  
Handwritten notes added by unknown. 1 pg.

Campaign

30 4 3/22/1972 Memo From Magruder to Mitchell RE: operating 
plans for the Michigan presidential primary. 
Map of Michigan included.  Graphical 
representation of plan not scanned. 6 pgs.

Campaign

30 4 3/23/1972 Memo From Robert Morgan, through Magruder, to 
Mitchell RE: a direct mail program for the 
Michigan presidential primary. 2 pgs.

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

Campaign

30 4 3/21/1972 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.

Campaign

30 4 3/27/1972 Memo From Clifford A. Miller to Dailey and 
Joanou RE: Democrats' use of various media 
in their presidential campaigns. 1 pg.

Campaign
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESlDENT 

March 23, 1972 

\70i PE.N r\SYLVANIA A V ENUE . N .W. 

W ASH I NGTON. D , C . 20006 

( 2 02) 3 33 -0 920 

MEi'10RPJ\TDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: GLENN J. SEDAM, 

SUBJECT: 	 Legql Obstacles to Governor Wallace 
Qualifying for the General Election 
Ballot 

We have revie';ved 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. In 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 AlP. The statutes \ 
 X 
in Oregon, Michigan, and South Dakota may be challenged in 

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 ,wou1d face no legal obstacles in 

running the Governor as their candidate in these five states. 

1hey 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 AlP 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 AlP 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. 


. , 




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 AlP 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. 
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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 AlP is a recognized party in California and can certify 
Wallace as a candidate for President to the Secretary of 
State after the national and state AlP 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 AlP, 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 AlP 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. 

r 
I 
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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 AlP is not a recognized party in Illinois. Therefore, to 

run Governor Wallace as a candidate, the AlP 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 obstacle 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 Annotated 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 AlP. A decision 
by the Board is expected before the May 2 Primary. 

The AlP 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. 

• ."¥""" 1 
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MARYLAND 


Governor Wallace will be a candidate in the Democrat Primary in ~ 

Maryland. Whether he wins or loses that pr~ary, 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 AlP 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. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

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

The AlP 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. 

1
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MICHIGA.~ 

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 AlP, the AlP 
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. 

~.~~. 'v --"'~-~~: .. ­ ~'~~-
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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 AlP 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 Septemb~r 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 AlP is not a recognized party in New Jersey. To run a 

candidate in the General Election, the AlP 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. 

-Y~~""''"''IIfI!''""'-'----~'' 
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NEW MEXICO 


Governor Wallace will be on the Democrat Pri~ary Ballot in New 

Mexico but will face no legal obstacles in running in the 

General Election. 


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

. by Augus t 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 2S percent 
of the total 1968 Presidential vote (approximately 397,000 
signatures) • 

~" ---:~-I'~ 
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OHIO 
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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 pe~itted to run as an Independent for the filing 
deadline has passed. 

The AlP 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 AlP chairman has 
informed the Ohio Board of Elections that the AlP will be 
placing GOvernor Wallace's name on the Ballot as an AlP 
candidate whether or not he r'eceives the Democratic nomination. 

Independent candidates 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 AlP 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 AlP 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 ISJ..AlI.'D • 

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

The AlP 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. 

",.. --~.~, 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 


Governor Wallace has not yet filed for the Democratic Presi­
dential P~imary (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 AlP is not a recognized party in South Dakota. To have a 
candidate for President on the ballot; they must file a Certifi ­
catoe 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 De~ocrat frimary Ballot in Tennessee 
but will have no legal obstacles in running in the General Election. 

The AlP 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. 



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 AlP 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. 

WISCONSIN 

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 AlP 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 Wa~lace running in 
the General Election. 

The AlP 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 Wallace-running in the 
General Election, but there appears to be a practical problem 
in gathering the required number of signatures. 

The AlP 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 15% 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 Wa1iace running in the 
General Election. 

The AlP 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 14. 

Independent candidates must f~le nominating petitions with 
about 98,000 signatures by June 14. 

LOUISIANA 


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

The AlP 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 running in the 
General Election. 

The AlP 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 not later than 
September 28. 
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ARIZONA 

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

The AlP 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 AlP 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 AlP 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. 

"'TW·A~··-·'-;~':~"--.~~ -4!4f4 
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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 anew poli~ical 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. 

Independent 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.

1 
I 

I The AlP is a recognized political party in South Carolina and as 
such may certify a Presidential candidate to the Secretary of 
State after the AlP 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 AlP 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 AlP 

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 AlP, unless soon given public encourage­

ment by Governor Wallace, 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 gaSher enough 

signatures and will place a candidate on the ballot. 


If the AlP 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 F~bruary 7. 

VIRGINIA 

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

The AlP is not a recognized party in Virginia. To run 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. 

T 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 

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, wi'lil: 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 !Istinksl!. This is something you may want to check out 
a little more thoroughly. 

Regarding item 4, about the briefing in the Roosevelt Room, 
EhrHchman says that the briefing was not arranged at his request. 
It was a meeting that Magruder presided at, Magruder knew that 
EhrHchman 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 Harperfs offers to brief 
and that he did not call Mitchell, that Mitchell called him and that 
Ehrlichman simply mentioned the problem to Mitchell. Ehrlichrnan 
c1aims,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. 
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Anyway, Bob feel s strongly that you as a good lawyer need to 
keep in mind two things: 1) your total objectivity; and 2) a 
complete pas sion 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 l s point in creating the problem is 
to draw it to a head so that there are some substantial changes. 
This mayor 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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Sometvbtll tnol'(l {11.~h'ti'bU!g. b UH'S tons I',n.d p:uult.bly also the eOl'ltent. 
af yom." JIi'eb!:"Ui.t:Y Z;}::u mcn,~or.~cnCttm to J;::hn M..Uehel1 l:'<'tgarding t.h0 
COll).:i:"nHt;.;.;e" .A l:1.z{;i."l.·.1.·~n·and'tu:n.. "\'rhlch I undel"otand.. was ultir."..ctely not 
liltult to J'ohn. ht"tt I'''~th~r to J'eb Mltg:rJ.d~l", tUld was {';uhs~ftl1ti'f 
l1l'UlwcJ?'ed 'by .1eb U:ffl~t'Udel' .. eml., par-tinHy satil1iactodly .. I \l'I(lwd 
gu.e~B. 

As t.o .l'nlhot~.n<:e e1 that If!U~:t& the eht!11~ge yw m.ake to },,1ftgrttder'a 
1n\rol"el:n('~lt in ti~veler.m~~t;.t ot flubnhnhve policy.. would be C:lMfAly 
a-ppro';;:'i:'Iz.te if. l.'lct" J0b Vv~X~ invCi!V(:td. HOW'~V0't,. U's my unde'r... 
• taudlr;:;~ t,.;"at Kerl CdG ......ae b(;;c;z'l. WC)::ki.'l.$; ''''lith .reb for" long time n.nd 
has pT'n~utnab!y kt!;pt you M"'irised of hi" discussions and actlotll. 

Th. Corn.nithle'a ;·,,;,..~tori;!\l (nt iG:3Ue8 ma.Yt indeed~ be tomb1e. But. 
we ml;,,;he to I!,t l(,;;J~~t eon~ldiiu.· t}l~ pot;~UjilHy that that'., e. l.'e.1lecti.on of 
L18 U'tI;i';:r.t. theytve b~l'!\ given .fro1.~ thoas btl.tter ~bl. to outline tn0 iSS\J.G1 

and O\ll~ poeJdona 0:1 them. 
• 

TJ:-J3 s(";~tnc to ~11 d;.}nrfcro'Udy eloso to the old "we ... tbayH eituau'OJl 
that 1:1,,"'::3 Rl'iaen in Ol@ ?aftt. I thi.·'ik U's i.rrt?ttntlve th."it'tile ell cont:idel" 
otU'eetv~H) p~rt of ConunHtl"!1!8 for the H.~JrneetiOJl of tilo l?:re~idf,tnt 
and not cOlusiuer t t. "',I. 1& se}"1a:'ii3lte entity whidl 1. in eome wa." an enemy 
r;,: tk~;t 

1 tmd""'f.}'l~ntl there vnus 1u)me pl"chlem. en t,.;g briefing ee$siona Stlt up 
in e.o.i.!'!y .~~i';lrch !C~~ z>''l$mboi'iI or tl~.G Con-:r'rl,\ttGtl in tha ~oosevcl.t Room. 
I'm t6Ll t.ho nl·.:f:1~ir.-;; W~tl up by 1:;1 Harper.. :itt YcrJ.Y I'equr.tfllt, 
tlu~t f.,h:,{~.n f)ntl r{:rQ:~:1 C;)\!\ d the grclTJ.!)1' t.hat you tf.1'l"1ved at Cat 
mSGii:,,"" tl~.:;li:';'i.t~ll.::)zrJel"s (i::'::(';7.' to bdet, le£t a half ho'1l" l~tt!'r. t"t..!'"l.d 
then JOM lvllt~!1\".a t11~t IIJ.{~~%"Ud~l"·tl mce:tmg wae poody 2lZ'1't1~3cd 
o.nd Im(:":ltt pcrc.;"dtt~"cl lUi 0Iy:!'o:t:tunity to I!$p~akft.. U's quite pc;tE:sihle 
that fl1.)t i.:;'i!Ol'l11!2'ttio4.t i~t.tlt:." whet.~~e~ it is or n(;t~ the {act that 
therl!!' ti ~ h~Z'>9 ~'.t aU., in£:.iel'JJec eome b:.(:k of poli$itlvc cool'dm3.ttoa 
and eOi:ip,z,;;::atiOl1.. 

1 duo '\:1'3 i"l"t.':;b:nc1 t?~.~i;!,.1 a a. P;""(,:ll<:L"'ll Jre~~r(.:U-lf.( e.rrli'tli~;'lt adverth;in.g.. 
Jab £J'!lYl;1 )"'Ci\c\tve told hln:l that the fltiv(l'rtl~ing 8tl<.;,1::iiI; and that 
you've l'!l.e fHit I";'!.'ce;ing D:"''\lt it sf'~kg.. I'm not 6'1.1.'f'e I went qi,;,ite 

that 6tl:t''-::~'1.. I !Jfl,d $Cnll!:1 Sa~1"<HU'll(~\ta with. Gcrce of th(i ~dv(i!r-
U~,lngf d~:::.oUf~il tH':,j,!~ (,( 1~~ I iLi:tk .. is v~::r:1 r,ood" L?1 €;Vtltry' caso waere 
1 h.a-vo ~~.~~"::l"cf':d, 11 avo told t~l:tf p~ople ;..t the COltml~'i:te0. what l'r.y 
disogl'lClci"!10nt Wttth V:3,)''1 1 if.1oH t}.!l.t way. arId wI!at 1 th.c.:H&[£ht sh.ovld PO 
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dono to e01'"l'cct it. I fed. t.~i~t aU Q! us e;hould be free to criticizo" 
but ahmud do H in a way th~:t leads t? a better rC8uit. 

41 undal't1tand thnt Ed Ha.?'[HH 11". told Jcb that you ttre setting up It 
rev!lifw coltUluHee to an~~i:;ze cam.p~i':'11 f:d~!1idng and thllt thb 
CCl.m:niUco c;~nbl":.tJj ofyo'.1 t l(1"Y Pric::e ",",,1d BUl S~,fil'e. 1 think thia 
is It. ~;.;;od V:leal' i1 you ni'~ ~':I;"f'iycln.g ihtJ li'.dtGJ"tisi.nF! on thea bElch of 
CCDtC:lt. I tL::}:, v. (litre p::1J,,:,; to ge.t i.nto f" problc!::1. if yC'a decit~o to 
an01y~c it on t:~-:) b~td.~ <,~. ,:' ";:('J,l, anu if th>.'!t ie you~ ir;.tcnUcl1. you 
.hould fnoet JOeY.I:ly 'With Ht-~ campaign 0l~\"Ell"tlfd.l'\~ rcviow gro't)'.p, 
t''''t.h~1'' than se:~).H'2'..tely. ,i'n1 Sil!'e th~~t tf tlUlil f~ f;:.!)r::!f·(H~ched right, 
Pet0 Dnl~y and ~t:li: adVe1:·i:'dnIJ people will we1comm constructive 
critici.('u.n ttl"..ll re,"'lew.. (in ~lle other htmd~ tf they nre eimllly i'e­
qult'~:::1 to cnbL:.:~:t tl-;'f,li~ prod·J.:t to a £H·7!3.cr To-.fiew cornrrdtteQ, ~t.!l.d 

then told me thz;;,t !ti~·}'li1bsD·~;~1, we ar~ti\.'t g., to heJp them much. 

Each of L~e ;ahc'~~ !l~blec'i:t'.,~ is prob~bl'~l" p't':tty and IrA-no!' in itscl£. 
but tp..kea toge'i:ll~i"" they ll"I:'N t:~ieata n gcner-::.l pl"o!llem of the 
z-eiaticns.h1p hl:'::t:?le~n VOlt '&):1;,1 C1.0 DomcuUc Council VS. MU:chcl.i 
and the Ra-Elt;-;;.Uo.l2. Con:.:n1:ttt'c)~. If til!.~l"l2' 1s web Ia pl·oblom.. I 
wOl'l,ld deeply b')pc th.:d it Cr-,ll he lrcmc,d out quickly he:;cauBe cooper­
atlo!'!. both. wayi': 1~ (;.xtr~rnelv im-portnnt.. U tllCl."(!) h o.nythin~ I can 
40 to IH.'!!p in tI1~ pz;()eeac, 1 WQ;:tld. of {'!QU:"BO: b~ n;.o~t h3.1?r-1 to do 
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wo<.il('l be MWY to (~G that,. E.1.mt o.rtee. ~.[rdn. 1 apoloft'ir,{J for writing 
thin ",t aU. met h':JIU) you ~<OJ give it ecrnf:!t ~e1'imtiJ (!f/aaiderat':l.on.. 
'rh~ 1):dnclple Lhv~ thR.t COUi';t::l"l'UI me i,; tone and nttUtl.de. Tha 
apeeuieo ean :,;11 1:1& work~& cut Utile b3.a1C' opproll.c.h i8 on the 
right fll"OlUlda. 
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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 C~mpaign 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 
hich challenges Magruder's involvement in the political 
se of substantive policy. This would'be an entirely 

appropriate challenge were Magruder involved. However, 
Ken Cole has been working with Magruder for months, has 
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 
"stinks." He quotes you as agreeing that the advertising 
"stinks" and that when you express your opinion, the Committee 
goes ahead regardless of your views; 

~r.A;.. -­
On March 8, Ed Harper, at E chman's request,

A~d a briefing in the Roosevelt Room for Mem e th Committee 
~~~ ~ staff. Stein and Krogh briefed, Ehrlichman arrived at 10:30 a.m.,ft.--- ,"""-' rEij ected Harper's Q ffa~ief, left at 11:00 a.m., and 
~...-J ~ca ed Mitchell 0 'that "Ma ruder's meet.' _ " was .. ijoorly 
~ arrange an a.id~rr~. :i; an oppor unity to speak; N~N'w' 

5) Ehrlichman, thrOUg~d Harper, has informed Magruder that 
a re ' ' e -- John Ehrlichman, Ray Price and Bill 
Sa f ire -- will h e g i n anal y zing the Campaign adverb ' ~ 
Magruder and Peter Dailey are re act lng protectively citing 
their own advertising review group of Len Garment, Cliff Miller 
and Dick Moore; 

6) The Domestic Council slowed the production of "The Speakers 
Manual" for Administration spokesmen to ~se during th~ ~~. 

4J... W -~'I$ t 1 i,,/': ~.,. tIfII,-' 

'X/' lti. -d, c'-L ~~ 
~~~ ~ 
~..~" 
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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. 
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TH-E WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

February 23. -1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR 

Honorable John Mitchell 
Attorney General 
Department of Justice 

.. 
I continue to see evidence that the Committee for the Re-election '. 
staff ctnd 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 Jeb1s 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 pres enting policy positipns 

the is sue 

past performance 

proposals 

pay-out for the voter. 


We have recently seen some CFTROTP (howls 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 
governm.ent (plus Pete Rozelle) to ask for information on substantive 
programs and policy. Departments, agencies, OMB, my staff all are 
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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 Roze11e (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 sti11 uncertain as to the role Fred Malek will play. Will it be 
limited to coordinating activities related to CUltivating political 
interest groups, or wi11 his role be a broader one? How his efforts 
relate to J eb ' 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 
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COMMITTEE FOR ThE RE·ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

March 3, 19721701 PENNSYLVAN.A AVENUE. N W. 

WASI<'NGTON, 0, C, 20001\1 


1lI021 333,0920 


MEMORANDUH FOR: MR. JOHN D. EHRLICID1AN 

FROM: 	 JEB S. 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 bet~.;reen 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 \Vho have been in the government and those 
from the outside) that this corrmfttee's role is not to set 
policy. This has been emphasized can tinually a tOur tveek1y 
staff rr.eetings and has been further stressed by key Hhite House 
staffers,. such as Ed Harper, \-1ho have appeared at those meetings. 

,lIe ,·7111 continue to er.:phasize this and we agree completely that 
there is no need to re-invent the wheel., . 

It is certainly tru~ that t.;rhen 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 l-1Quld deveJ,.op. I think this is 
primarily because there vIas 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 'ole feel that we nm'l have the beginning of a good 

. 	 working relationship. The only contact with the'Domestic Council 
will be through Ed Harper, and lve have set up similar liaisons 
'With the staffs of the NSC and CEA. The main points of contact 
here ,.;rill be Phil' Joanou, \o1ho is the second man in the advertising 
agency, and Van Shu~vay, who is our press director. These are the' 

http:deveJ,.op
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'. 
two people who lvill need substantive information on a con­
tinuing and day-to-day basis. These two ca~paign divisions 
are very interested in working with you~staff and in co­
operating to the fullest extent. I would personally appreciate 

. it if difficulties arise in the future that you have Ken or 
Ed contact ~e 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 Decenber. 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 ~ight have been difficult for 
him to know that someone in the \·1bite Rouse would have a direct 
relationship '-lith 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 'y~ur reference 
to people calling other agencies such as o~m, we have determined 
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 'ole have not been pleased by Dave's performance and we have 
transferred Dave out of this area. 

I "7ould hope that there would be some understanding, as the 
campaign. moves along vlith the influx of new people and the normal 
confusions that occur in a campaign, that there will be situations 
which develop thnt will need to be corrected as we approach Novem­
ber. 

The "normaltl confusion in a campaign is, in fact, magnified by 
an incumbent's campaign: instead of one campaign headquarters 
such as 'ole had in Netv York in 1968, in 19·72 there is the Hhi te 
llouse, Republican National Committee, and our operation, all of 
l-lhich must coordinate in order to achieve the desired results. 
This can add to the confusion inherent on a campaign -- but we 
are going to do our best to hold it to a minimum. Furthermore, I 
can assure you that our staff 'viII be oriented tmvards working in 
a positive manner ..lith all of their contacts and I ,vould 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 formalized 
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: __ 

Fred Halek would have broad responsibilities cut­
ting across several areas. He would fulfill this 
role "7hile remaining a member of the White House 
staff, and therefore, would not-be shown officially 
as a member of the Re-Election Committee. Fred will 
provide overall direction to the various Citizens 
groups in the campaign organizati9n. His efforts 
'-lill be aimed tmwrd helping them· to achieve the 
desired resLlts, assisting in setting goals, devel­
oping stra-t~gy and action plans, generating Hhite 
House cooperation and helping to insure that -plans 
are implerr.ented on a timely and effective basis. 

At the same tine, Fred will fill a ~~ite House role 
as General Hanager of all Administnition efforts in 
support of the campaign (patronage, grantsmanship, 
constituent groups and departrr.ental efforts.) This 
will provide you and each of the Citizens group 
Directors with a senior agent in the vmite Rouse who 
can-help determine the support and cooperation needed. 

In a;lOther area, Fred will be responsible for the 
deve-lopr::ent of a system to lilonitur important operating 
variables in the states and in the overall caffipaign 
so as to keep abreast of the status of the campaign, 
and "lill identify ,-leak areas at an early date. Fred 
will provide you tvith results of thfs 1!!onitoring 
system on a continuing basis. 

This effort \vould be beyond the normal field monitoring 
such as Has done in the 1968 campaign. It 'vould prob­
ably include several measuren:cnt systems which are built 
into the operations at the earliest planning stage. 

cm;nf.H:~nIkt 

. . 




Pebruary 28, 1972 

MEMOR.AI.'IDUM FOR.: MR.. JEB S. MAGRUDER 

FROM: HERBERT L. PORTER 

SUBJECT: Pete Rozelle 

In December, 1971, I instructed Bill ~anspa1l to put together 
a plan on how to build a list of sports celebrities and 
athletes who might support the President. t;e.discussed the 
fact that. like many people, athletes could be approached 
on an "i!isue" basis. The President's drug abuse program was 
cited as an example. 

}1inshal1, in his eagerness to get a job done, felt that the 
football players participating in the televised Drug Abuse 
Program uould be logica.l persons to add to the list. Bill 
was not 8';-lare that the t..llite House was directly or indirectly 
involved in this program. 

He tele!'lhoned the offices of Commissioner Pete Rozelle early 
in December to inquire if he might be given certain information 
about the NFL. 'fhe Commission office referred the call 
(Bill never talked to Rozelle) to the Public Relations office. 
lIe spoke wi th a ~r. Don lieise. Bill reques ted: 

1) the names, locations, and owners of the various 
stadiums used by the nFL. 

2) the names of the top football writers in the press, 
3) the nanes of the T.V. stations covering each team, 
4) the names of the o"vuers of each Club, and 
5) the names of the players participating' in the 

drug abuse cOrnQercials. 

Bill told Mr. Weiss who he was and for whom he worked. (I 
might add here that Minshall's ~~tivation for these specific 
requests was a result of his seeing a similar detailed study 
on the American Racing Car Industry completed by Allen Hall 
at the 'hnite House.) 
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Weiss indicated that he would like to help Minshall and would i 
! 

be 1n touch with him at a later date. This phone conversation 
.i 

was the last contact Bill had with anyone at the NFL. 

Subsequently, someone unl~~JQ at the NFL called another someone 
unknown at the National Institutes of Mental Health Has a 
courtesy" (Bill RhaticD.n's line) to inform the NDfii of the 
phone call. This person from the NIlUl (Rhatican refused to 
say who) then called Rhatican, and presumably, Bud Krogh. 
Rhatican then sent you a memo inforr4ng you of the situation. 
I then wrote a soall note to Bill Rhatican explaining the situation 
as an "over-zealous" staff member. 

" 
Ehatican seemed satisfied and said that he had Hstlloothed the '. 
whole thing out". Rhatican also called the unBnmed person 
at the NI!-fil Ilnd told him to call the NFL and tell them tlnot 
to give ap.y information of any kind to anybody.1I 

This is all I know. 

http:anybody.1I


TALKING PAPER - - MEETING WITH MITCHELL 

We need to work out SOITle of the organizational details before 

you ITleet with the Pre sident. 

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? II 

. 
We need a siITlilar ITlanager for Illinois, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 

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

HRH 
April 3, 1972 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

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 prdmptly." 

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 net go beyond the law in its fundraising or spending 
procedures. 'I 

RECOMMEND NOT USING THIS LINE. 

The arguments for such a statement and such a policy: 

1. 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. 
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Arguments against sticking to the "letter of the law": 

1. The ITT controversy lays a public opinion bas e:!Or suspicion of all 

campaign contributions. 

2. One main Democratic campaign theme is likely to be "trust," and 
any cov erup 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 rev elation of their names would be political 
suicide. I hav e nothing to hide; I hav e named all my contributors - - but 
the J;resident 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 - - corne on, Mr. President, let's see your 
cards - - let' s give the American people a ch~nce 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 202 296·9030 




MARION EDWYN HARRISON 

ERNEST GENE REEVES 

ROBERT F. SAGL E 

MYRON SOlTER 

CHARLE S EMMET LUCE Y 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

LAW OFFICES 

REEVES & HARRISON 
SUITE 500 


170 1 PENNS YLVANIA AVENUE. N . W. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 


TELEPHONE 202 298-9030 

TELEX 440376 CRDK 

CAB LE " REEVLAW" 

March 15, 1972 

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. 


OF COUNS E:L 


MURRAY p...1.CHOTIN ER 




THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Date:---...,.......--­
TO: H.R. HA 

F'ROM: 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. 



DE J E~MT~En TO BE AN 
/ , .' . ... •.. - ':1"'. 1' .' i ::' ,/.,IRK ING 

~. ~ . • .G~S, VC~ 'on -1 2 March 14, 1972 
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G-GN-HHEN'fI-AL 

HEMORANDUU FOR THE HmqOllAELE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: JEB S. HAGRUDER 

SUBJECT: Campaign Disclosure 

In a'meeting this afternoon with Messrs, Stans, Kalmbach, Finch, 
Moore, LaRue, Shumway, and Sloan, we discus[~ed ~7hethar it would 
be appropriate for us to disclose contribut,ions received before 
the April 7 deadline set by the new law. It was the unnnimous 
opinion that we should not disclose , althougq we realize this 
would be an issue that could be used against us in the campaign. 

If we were to disclose, we ~ould haye to give each contributor 
an opportunity to renege on his p l edge which would reduce our 
funds considerably. This, in turn, would probably creat e a di.f ­
ficult public relations situation if it we~e known we were return­
ing any funds, as well 8S be embarrassing to those donors who let 
their contributions stand. It also could create an on-going press 
barrage about our contributors since many of them are in sens itive 
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 begrul disclosing on 
April 7 and it probably would not be an issue of the magnitude then 
as it is now. ' 

One point which should be stressed is this: when an incumb ent 
President, rather than a Presidential candidate, discloses, there 
may be more political problems caused by the disclosure than by 
non-disclosure. For example, if Muskie discloses that he r eceived 
$10,000 from the Pres i dent of General Motors, that is one thing. 
But if the incumbent President discloses such a contribution, he is 
open to the charge that in return for the donation, General Hotors 
t>1aa promised some t hing Hhleh it is within the pm·mr 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 ~~de as a result of non-disclosuee. 
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If we do not disclose, it would be important to deploy funds raised 
before April 7 into as many state committees as possible, as well 
as prepaying any future bills that would be appropriate so that our 
balance on hand at the first reporting date would be relatively 
sn~ll. At the present time it is anticipated that we could have as 
much as $12,000,000 on hand by April 7. If we do not disclose and 
show that figure in June during the first reporting period, we could 
create 8 tre~endous backlash regarding our non-disclosure. 

On the other hand, the arguments for disclosing are obvious. We 
would increase our credibility with the public; no is~\.!e 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 is obvious that it would be to our 
advaatage not to disclose. On the public relations side, it is much 
more difficult to determine the public's reaction and ie, therefore, 
a decision that should be made at the highest level. Consequently, 
our recommendation is that we tentatively agree not to disclose; 
that Ziegler continue to refer any inquiries to this Committee; that 
Van ShtlIIlWay, if asked. continue to indicate that we are going to com­
ply with the law; and that a decision be made not later then next 
Hondey, so that in case there was a desire to disclose, the Financial 
Divis i on coul d do the paper 'work l>efore the April 7 deadline. 

ApproV6____ Disapprove____~__ Comment 



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, 

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 PEN NSYLVANIA AVENUE , N , W 

MARtON EDWYN HARRISON OF COUNSELWASHINGTON , 0, C, 20006 
ERNEST GENE REEVES MURRAY M . CHOTINER 

ROBERT F. SAGLE TELEPHONE 202 298-9030 

MYRON SOlTER TELE X 440376 CRDK 
CHARLES EMMET LUCEY 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 I 
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 1S in order NOW. 

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

Murray M. Chotiner 

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 m~ the following polls : 

MCGOVERN'S PR1VA TE POLLS AFL-CIO 
QUAYLE POLL 

Humphrey 23 McGovern 24 

McGovern 19 Humphrey 18 

Muskie 14 Muskie 15 

Jackson 13 Jackson 13 

Wallace 9 Wallace 10 

Lindsay 4 Lindsay 1 

Other 3 Undecided 19 

Undecided 14 

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. Furthe-r, he says 
that those polled were those who intended to vote in the Democratic 
Primary, including Republicans. 



-2­

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 till t Muskie could corne 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 pres s would fall all over him for the next WlO 

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 l~kelihood of a first ballot 
nomination for the Democrats would be increasingly remote. In short, 
if this is the outcome, it would seem that the pres sures on Kennedy 
would be substantial to move. 

Buchanan 

NOTE: If we have some hard poll inforrrn. tion, and this is a possibility, 
then we should have Republicans eros s over and vote for George McGover n. 
Word should go forth today. 

PJB 

... 
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T H E W HITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

March 16, 1972 

ADMINISTRATIVELY crn FIDENTIAL 

• 

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN 

FROM: L. HIGBY L 
I am sure you hav e already thought of this, but we probably 
should have some line dev eloped for Wisconsin as we did for 
Florida and New Hampshire. The question will probably corne 
up some time within the next couple of weeks and you might 
want to be ahead of it this time. 



COMMITTEE FOR THE r~E-ELECTIObJ OF THE PRE.SIDENT 

March 28, 1972 
1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W 

WASHINGTON, Q C. 200(\6 

(202) 33:3 0920 

MEMORAt"lDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOJ:n~ N. MITCHELL 
~:\ 
. .... . 

FROH: JEB S. MAGRUDER \ i IV' 
v 

r 
The attached memorandum was received from Tom Girard 
concerning the campaign disclosure in \visconsin which, 
as you know, is required according to Wisconsin state 
law. 



Committee for the Re-election of the President 

MEMORANDUM 	 March 28 t 1972 

GONFIDENTIAL 

MEMORANDUM "E'OR: MR. JEB S. MAGRUDER 

FROM: THOMAS E. GIRARD ''''''''~ 
SUBJECT: 	 Wisconsin Campaign Fund Disclosure 

Under Wisconsin state law, political campaigns must disclose their contri ­
butions of more 'than $5 and their to.tal expenditures. This must be done 
a ,,,eek before and a Heek af ter the primary. In accordance with this la\" , 
our chairman, John Haclver, "'ill today send a letter to the Wisconsin 
Secretary of State with the necessary figures •

• 
This report ",ill be sent by mail from Hilvmukee to Madison, where it is 
expected to be made public on Hednesday. MacIver 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 lvashington contr;ibution to provide for operating expenses. 
Another $33,000 is for media. MacIver explained that he originally received 
$143,000 for the media program. Today, in line "'ith 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 \"ill report total expenses of about 
$33,000. Of this approximately $17,000 has gone for television advertising 
and $3 t OOO 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 expeGted 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 '''ill be shown in the 
next report. Therefore, total operating expenses will exceed the $20,000 
sent from Hashington. 

MacIver 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. 

cc: 	 Mr. DeVan L. Shumway 

Mr. Hugh 1\1. Sloan, Jr. 




----

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

170\ rE;:r-..I.SYLVANIA AVENue, N W 

WASHINGTON. 0 C 20C'C,6 

March 28, 1972 

CONFYl1i'NTlAL 

NEr10RANDll1 FOR THE HONORABLE JOE;'; N. MITCHELL 

FROH: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

SUBJECT: 


In 1968 "over 1,200,000 voters turned out for the \\'isconsin Primary 
Election. Of these, approximately 40% voted on the Republican side 
and the retlainder on the Der.:ocr:1tic si.de. The ican race \>'"as 
a minor contest betvl(;en Richard Nixon, Ronald Reagan and Harold 
Stassen, '"ith several other parnes written in. Tpe Democratic race 
was perceived by the voters to be a major contest bet~een Lyndon 
Johnson and McCarthy, with a minor write-in vote for Kennedy. 
!:o~:ever, in the election, Richard Nixon \lon the state with 
48%, compared with 44% for Hur::phrey and 8% for Wallace. 

In t~is year's primary election, the race on the Republican side 
has evolved into almost no contest. Both McCloskey and Ashbrook 
appear on the ballot by law, but neither has in the 
state and McCloskey has formally withdrm<Jn from the race. On the 
Democratic side, all r.lajor candidates have been campaigning in 
the state. The race is seen to be possibly the first one which 
will force Beveral candidates out of further running for the 
Democratic nomination. Thus, "lith a race of importance 
on the Republican side and greater importance on the Democratic 
side than in 1968, the turn out is expected to 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 vlill probably be about 75,000 Republicans vJho will cross over 
to support a Democratic candidate. The most likely beneficiaries 
of such a cross over \'lOuld be vlallace or Jackson. However, some 
liberal Republicans Eight vote for a left-leaning candidate like 
McGovern as a protest toward the Democratic Party establishment. 
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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 ,von by any Republican 
candidate. 

Despite the probable lower Republican turnout this time, it should 
be not(~d that l:residC'nt 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 President may receive 90% of the R~p~blican vote, or over 
300,000 votes. 
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,.,(JONF:IDENl'IAL 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the Maryland Primary 

MarylandJs Presidential Primary will be held on May 16. The names 
of all recognized cnadidates, including the President, were placed 
on the ballot by ~~ryland'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 ~epublicans (26.5%), 
1,126,604 Democrats (70.4%), and other registrants accounted for the 
remaining 3.1%. The Black population is 17%, highly concentrated in 
Baltimore City. Total foreign stock is 12%, 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 hary1and's population is in the following five 
major locations: Baltimore City, Baltimore County, Anne Arundel, 
Prince George-s 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 is 97% 
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 Beall 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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a low point for Republicans when Stanley Blair received only 32.3% 
of the vote. The Democratic Governor, Marvin Mandel, received 65.7% 
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 Humphre:2: Wallace 
1st William 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 S. 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 p~ecinct 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 Anal:2:sis 

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 77.4% of the 
entire population of the state, gave Nixon 74% of his total vote. 
Tbe counties are shown beloY1 with vote totals given: 

Count:2: 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 2557 25 2381 15 2 687 

383,553 . 448,179 123,851 
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The Wallace vote is particularly interesting in that he received 
over 20% 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 20.2% of the 
vote. This is far more percentage wise than he received in the 
other major counties. In Prince Georges County, Wallace received 
18.5% 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. If 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 ma~gin of victory. For the state as a whole, Nixon would only 
have to receive 56% of the Wallace vote, with the rest of the vote 
remaining stagnant, for Nixon to carry the state of Maryland. 

Political Analysis 

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 he·ld today, it would be very close. 

The President is running the strongest in the out state areas, doing 
relatively well in the \'Jashington 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 o~ 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 ann'ounced 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 \.;as developed in 
coordination with the ¥~ryland Committee for the Re-Election of 
the President. The recorr.Illendations ,,,ere discussed in a meeting 
on March 18, 1972, attended by Ed Thomas, chairman of the 
Maryland Corrmittee, Sandy LankIer, state G.O.P. chairrr~n, and 
Dave Neideffer, executive director of the Naryland 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 P~tivity 

The }faryland 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 allo\<1 the HarylDnd Cor.Xlittee 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. (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 Haryland Primary lvill afford 
an excellent opportunity to use pro-Administration speakers to speak on 
behalf of the President. The Haryland Committee expressed an interest 
in having John Mitchell speak at the Headquarters opening in 
Montgomery County. He do not feel that 

\ 
the headquarters site would 

be an appropriate speaking event. The Washington Committee is re­
vie\ving other speaking requests, and will present a full schedule 
of speakers 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 
Hontgomery and Prince Georges Counties. The telephone operation 
will identify favorable Nixon voters, recruit volunteers and turn 
out the Nixon vote. A more detailed aiscussion of the telephone 
operation can be found in Tab C. 

" 

Recommendation 

That you appr.ove the targeted telephone operation as outlined above 
and in Tab C at a cost of $7,774.00. 

Appro v e __________ Disapprove Comment-------- ~-------------------

4. Targeted Volunteer Cowmitment Program 

The rfuryland Con~ittee requested a direct mail program targeted in 
Baltin:ore County as it ,170uld not be covered by the telephone 
operation. It was further suggested that the direct mail piece be 
a part of a volunteer commitment program similar to that used in 
Florida. A more detailed account of the program can be found in 
Tab D. 

http:7,774.00
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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 

~L 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANIA. AVENUe:, N W 

WA.SHINGTON. 0, C. 20006 

March 24, 1972(202) 333~0920 

GQNFIBEWfIAb 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

FROM: NANCY BRATAAS 

SUBJECT: 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 voluntee"rs in the D.C. area could be trained to assist Nancy 
Brataas at 1701 Pennsylvania Avenue throughout the campaign 

Implementation f 

Ten phones are to be inst~lled 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 
Joing clerical work. 

Republicans who cannot ~ork 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 161" 

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 printDuts 3,000.00 
Freight 200.00 

Phones: (10 lines) 

Installation 
Rental per month - 10 lines 
Non-published n6mbers 
Suspension fee (May 18 to August 18) 
Toll charge @ 6.5¢ per call 

275.00 
98.00 
11.00 

150.00 
2,340.00 

$2,874.00 

Total: $7,774.00 

http:3,000.00
http:1,500.00
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. ~.w 

WASHINGTON. D. C 200C~ March 23, 1972 
(202 \ 	 333-0920 

COMFIDEN'fIAt 

MEMORANDUH FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

FROM: 	 ROBERT MORGAN 

SUBJECT: Maryland Direct Mail Plan 

The Presidentiai 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 chairn:en 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 
chairQan 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. 
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Direct Mail Costs 

List Acquisition 
Cleaning the Lists 
Software Package 
Telephone Number Selection 
Presidential Commitment 

Program Printouts 
60,000 Ensembles @$160/M 
2,000 Commitment Kits 

Total Direct Mail Costs 

• 

$ 570.00 
2,500.00 
1,500.00 
2,000.00 

1,500.00 
9,600.00 
l,OOO.OO 

$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. 

http:18,670.00
http:l,OOO.OO
http:9,600.00
http:1,500.00
http:2,000.00
http:1,500.00
http:2,500.00
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pON1fIDENTIAL­

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

SUBJECT: 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. 
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 3.1% 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 ot 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%. 
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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 57.6% in 1966 to 52.8% in 1970. (Tab B) 

Factors oth'er than trends and percentages must be considered in 
analyzing California politics, California's political climate has 
been one of throwing the lIfns" out. Only three of nine incumbent 
Senators have been re-elected since \-lorld 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 Hurphy had been tkinted 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 
maintai~ as high a percentage as he achieved in his first election 
in 1966. 

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 Knalysis 

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 Spanish, 2% Oriental. Total fore'ign 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 
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 COI:le rr.ost heavily, percentage wise, from that area of the state 
north of Sacramento. This '-lQuld make it appear that the v]allace 
vote probably helped Nixon in 1968. A recent Field Poll in California 
indicates that most of the vote ,,,hich l';allace now r'eceives in three­
man, head-to-head contests, \.;rould 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 Derwcrats, In 1968, the Presidential contedt fo1lm,,·ed that 
pattern. Nixon carried southe~n 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 that we work toward the following t'tvO obj ectives 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 "lhich 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 Corr.mittee met with Hr. 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 Organizati~nal Activities 

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

The preU.rdnary 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 
organi?ation 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__________ COlTlInent 
------------------~~----

2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers 

Due to the importance of the St8. te of California in the re-election cam­
paign, extensive use will be made of well-known Administration speakers 
i.n the state. Bet,·wen 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 Commi.ttee to pay for one event and the California 
COInmittcc 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 

As previously stated, one of the major objectives of the California 
Primary is to recruit and utilize a cadre of volunteers. Many of 
the volunt~ers 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) 

Reconunendation 

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

Approve__________ Disapprove___________ 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 nm\T anticipated by either Ashbrook or HcCloskey. 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) 
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Recommendation 

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

Approvc__________ _ Disapprove__________ Comnent 

5. Telephone Operation 

A telephone. program similar to that used j.n Ne\.; Hampshire has been 
developed for Cal~fornia. 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 Hill train key people in California'for the general election 
telephone campaign. A morc detailed discussion of the telephone plan can 
be found in Tab K. A b'udf,et for the telephone operation will be 
presented within the next several days. 

Recommendation 

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

Approve___________ Disapprove__________ Comnent 

6. Direct Hail 

The primary objective of the ·direct mail program is to communicate to the 
voters the record and accomplishments of the Presjdent and to urge them 
to support the President on June 6. As there has been a recormnendation 
that there be no media advertising, this Hill be the only means of com­
municating with the Republican voters of California. In addition, the 
direct mail piece ,.;ill ask for volunteers. The program is further dis­
cussed in Tab 1. 
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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. 

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 blocs will present their plans in the near 
future. 

8. 

The California Prirr..ary affords the first opportunity to apply the 
management control program which has bee~ assigned to Jerry Jones. 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 
prirearies. lIe 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. 

That you approve of the control system as outlined above. 

Disapprove Comment 

9. Post Election Evaluation of Campaign Activities 

One of our objectives in the primaries has been to develop 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. \ve 
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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. If 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 -the survey activities required for post election analysis. 

Approve___________ Disapprove Commento__________ 

{JONFIDEN'I'IAL 

. , 
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CAlifORNIA l,;Ur~:,jHt.~~IUNAL UI~ I Hlel DA rA 92d Congrc 

Map of Congressional Distri~ts, Counties, and Select~d Cities TAB C 

(38 Districts) 

(1968 VOTE TOTALS IN THOUS~~DS) .. .. 
S~ATE\iIDE RESULTS"­ • 

NIXON 3 / 468 (49%) 
HUMPHREY 3 / 244 (44%) 
WALLACE 487 ( 7%)....... 


, ­

NORTHERN CALIFOreUA 
(27% OF TOTAL VOTE) 

NIXON 830 (43%) 
HUMPHREY 973 (50%) 
WALLACE 132 ( 7%) 

NIXON .479 (45%) 
HUMPHREY 488 (46%) 

90 ( 9%) 

I ANAHEIM 

, LOS ANGElES 

) OAKlAND 


" ONTARIO 
5 RICHMON!; 

• SAN JOSE 

1 SAN MATEO 

• SANTA ANA 
, VAllEJO 

/ . 
. I SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA I 


(58% OF TOTAL VOTE) I 

L.D 

NIXON 2,159 (51%) 
HDr-IPHREY .1,783, (43%), 
WALLACE 265 ( 6%) .. 

:' ...;. .. .. ....2 L-__--,--.-_______________ 



TAn D 

1968 PhESIDr.:';TIAL ELECTIO:~ 


( California Counties Providin2 the Lurgest Number of Votes for Richar.d Nixon ) 


CANDID,'\Tr;s 

COm,TY NIION PUTKALITY 

Los Angeles * 1,266,/180 1,223,251 151,050 43,229 (R) 
(/t 7.6%) (46.0%) (5.7%) 

Orange 314,905 148,869 33, 03/~ 166,036 (R) 
(63.11;) (29.9%) (6.6%) 

San Diego . 261, S!lO. 167,669 33,3 /,0 93,871 (R). " 
(56.·3~~) (36.1~O (7.2%) 

Santa Clara 163,4 /,6 173,511 1~,754 10,065 (D) 
(115,.6;0 (t18.4%) (5.2%) 

. 
Al&rr.cda 	 153,285 219,545 .28,426 66,260 (D) 

r(37.61,) (53.9%) (7.0%) 

: 

* 	Nixon's pluraJity vote fr.om Los Angeles accounted for 36.5% of his total 
Republican vote • 

." 
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CALIFORNIA POLL President Nixon Holds f·1argin 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 
Muski e. 

ALL VOTERS -- STATHIIDE 


FEBRUARY 
1972 

NIXON 44% 

MUSKIE 40 

WALLACE 9 

SPOCK 2 

-UNDECIDED 5 

WALLACE AND SPOCK 
nllr 

45% 

48 

-7 

- l 

.. 

i· 



Tab G 

March 9, 1972 

MEl',fORANDill.1 FOR HARRY FU2iJ1.a:~G 

FROM LIN NOFZIGER C~ II~ 
. C \. ~ - tRE : C 1 a 1 · f ornla amualgn ~~~ge 

Per your letter of !!:arch 3 :-egarding the campaign budget for the 
California ~ommittee for the Be-Election of the President,_ I must 
point out that this budget only covers the activities of the state 
committee and to some exte:rr::: the los Angeles County cO!lunittee. Nothing 
has been included to cover -:he costs that vre pos sibly vill have to pay 
to support the various coun-:y cO~ll~ittees for the re~election of the 
President in view of the ne".". legislation affecting campaign spending 
and reporting. 

The situation is such that ~e do not believe that a strong campaign 
can be mount ed in the key c:>'Unt ies on contricut ions of $100 or les s . 

He estimate that we will haole t') supply at least some of the funds that 
vill be needed for the stration effort i:-, nany counties. 'lye feel 
that this cO'J.ld be u:!T(;ards :>f ·~500) 000. Fur-:her) any state-.-Tide or 
even major county telephone-bank operation ~~ll have to be supported. 
Based on the best estin:ate -:;hat "'vre can arrive at, this will come to 
an additional $300,000. 

Finally, you should :r;.ealize that ve have not taken into account the 
costs of any direct-mail ef::ort s, rallies or other advert ising. 

Enclosure 
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CALIFORNIA COMMITTEE'FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 
Page 1 

Salaries/Expenses Y-D March April May* June July August September October !1'o'/ember TOTAL 

Salaries 
¥ 

Exec Dir &Starf 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 7600 76000 

F.X·2"~ Ass:$ 5550 14700 14700 14700 14700 14700 14700 14700 14700 :.4700 137850 
tofield Directors 700 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 5000 45700 

GOr.lr.lUnication Dir 1000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 19000 
Field Staff 4700 " 5800 5800 5800 4700 4700 5800 8000 4750 511050 
Technical A::;sts 650 8050 8050 8050 8050 8050 8050 8050 80~0 7050 72100 
Headquarters 250 1000 1000 1000 1000 ji I 1000 1000 1000 1000 8250 
Admin Assts 1500 4750 4750 , 4750 .... 4750 4750 4750 4750 4750 4750 44250 

Secretarial 725 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 5650 51575 . 
i 

TOTAL SALARIES ,17975 ,53450 : 54550 54550 54550 :," .. 52450 53450 ' 5,4550 56750 52500 504775 

r 
. j! 

! 

Expenses I ; ,I 
i 

. 
Payroll (FICA) I 1510 4,500 ' ,4580 ;, . 4180 ..,' ,_, 4~8.o ?,400 4500 ; 4580 4780 4400 42410 .. , 
Travel : 11600, 18300 : 19000 i 19000 : 15550 10850 : 12800 , 18300 , 20400 12300 158100 
Reimbursement ! 

--_ tto RNC 5000 , 5000 
Volunteer Expenses 3000 ' 

; 

3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 3000 27000 

+ -, 
TOTAL \l311a, 25800 ' 31580 26580 I 23130 18250 20300 25880 28180 19700 232510 

I 

SUB TOTAL 31085 79250 . 86130 , 81130 , 77680 70700, 73750 ; 80430 : 84930 "(2200 737285 

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



CALIFORNIA CONMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTIO:; OF THE PRESIDENT 
Page 2 

OFFICE EXPENSES Y-D March April Hay June July August September October :::-"rember TOTAL 

Rent 10200 7100 7100 7100 7100 7100' 7100 7100 7100 3000 70000 


Equip. & Supplies 6450 8450 8450 8950 8450 7950 7950 8450 8950 7650 81700 


'l'e1ephouEl 2100 2600 4Goo 8000 5000 4500 4500 6000 9000 3000 :.'1300
t 

'1'.. , (?phonr> Rrtnkr: 50000 50000 50000 10,0000 


Gpecia1 Programs 5300 2300 2800 800 2800 2800 1800 18600 

Contract Services 250 2150 2650 2650 2150 1850 1850 2650 2650 1600 20450 

Radi o/TV/News Equip . 1500 1000 500 500 500 500 500 500 100 )600 

Insurance 700 700 700 700 700 700 700 700 700 6300 


Utilities 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 3600 


TOTAL .19000 28200 21200 3UOO 25100 23000 13000 786000 82100 18250 405550 


" 

GRAlID TOTAL i 50085 107450 : 113330: 112230- 102780; 93700, 146750 i 159030 161030 90450 . 1142835 


• 1 

r/V J~ 

-+- ... 

APPROVED B 

\ 




January 20 

January 27 

February 1 

February 1 

February 2 

February 2 

February 4 

February 10 

February 10 

February 11 

February 11 

February 17 

February 18 

February 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 Growth Policy Conference, 
San Diego I 

Lincoln Day Di~ner Aboard the 
Queen Hary, Long Beach 

Lincoln Club of Orange County, 
Los Angeles 

Orange County Lincoln Day 
Dinner, Newport Beach 

Civic Clubs Luncheon, San Diego 

Association of General Contr'ac£ors, 
Los Angeles 

American College Public Relations 
Association. Newport Beach 

Dinah Shore Show Taping 

March 16, 1972 Tab H 
11:00 a.m. 

Speaker. 

Mr. Klein 

Sec•.Morton 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Sec. Romney 

Sen. Dole 

Mr. Klein 

Sen. Dole 

Sec. Laird 

Mr. Klein 

Mr. Klein 

Julie Eisenhmver 
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Date 

February 24 

February 25 

March 2 

March 3 

March 4 

March 4 

March 6 

March 13 

March 13 

March 14 

March.15 

l1arch 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 Heeting Honoring 
Mr. Finch, Los Angeles \ 

West Adams Community Hospital 
Dedication, Los Angeles 

Sacramento 

California Industrial Education 
Association Annual Convention, 
Anaheim 

Oakland Kiwanis Club, Oakland 

Ground Br~aking Ceremony, Los 
Angeles Economic Resources Corp., 
Los Angeles 

California State College, San 
Francisco 

Agricultural Council of 
California, Palm Springs 

National Medical Association, 
San Francisco 

American Legion, Ontario 

San Diego Hospital Dedication, 
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.S .D.A.) 


Mr. Johnson 

(li;AJ-r ,~ 

Mr. Johnson 
(V .A.) 

http:March.15
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March 16 

March 16 

March 16 

March 16 

March 16 

March 17 

March 17 

March 17 

March 17 

March 17 

March 18 

March 21 

March 22 

March 27 

March 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 Dinner, 
Visalia 

National Security Industrialist 
Association, Los Angeles 

Clairmont College Trustees, 
Los Angeles 

Reception for Congo Wiggins, 
West Covina 

National Association of Counties, 
Los Angeles 

(' 

Claremont Men's College 
West Covina 

American Medical Association, 
San Francisco 

San Diego Evening Tribune Teen 
Seminar, San Diego 

Scholastic Press Corp., 
Los Angeles 

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 
(H.U.D. ) 

Sec. Romney 

Mr. 'Win. Magruder . 

Sec. Romney 

Sec. Romney 

Mr. Hyde 
(H.U.D. ) 

Sec. Romney 

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

Mr. Franklin 

The Vice President 

Mr. Podesta 
(Comm~rce) 

Mr. Klein 

Mr. Ruckelshaus 



March 29 

March 29 

March 30 

March 30 

March 30 

April 7 - 10 

April 8 

April 14 

April 25 

April 28 

May 1 

May 13 

May 22 

May 22 

May 22 

May 22 

-4­

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, Sactamento 

Del Monte Spring Conference, 
Pebble Beach 

California Republican Assembly 
Convention, Palo Alto 

California Grain and Feed 
A~sociation, Palm Springs 

Bechtel Directors Advisory Group, 
San Francisco 

( 

California Contract Cities 
Association, San Diego 

Santa Monica Bar Association Law 
Day Luncheon, Santa Honica 

California Jaycee Annual State 
Convention, Oakland 

California Peace Officers 
Association, Anaheim 

California Bankers Association, 
Los Angeles 

Los Angeles World Trade Council, 
Los Angeles 

Cal. Tech. Association, Los Angeles 

Speaker 

Mr. Finch 

M;r. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Sec. Shultz 

The Vice President 

Sec. Butz 
(Invitation pending) 

Sec. Shultz 

Mr. Finch 

(Awaiting invitation) 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Kleindienst 

Sec. Peterson 

Sec. Peterson 
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Date 

May 30 

June 2 

June 2 

June 10 

June 11 

June 24 

June 25 

Open Nay 

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 

Califprnia Livestock Symposium, 
Fresno 

Bay Area Republican Alliance 
Special Membership Meeting, 
San Francisco 

Speaker 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Sec. Connally 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Mr. Finch 

Sec. Butz 
(Invitation pending) 

Sec. Morton 
(Invitation pending) 

t . 



Tab I 

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

MEMORANDUM March 23, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FQR: BOB MARIK 

FROM: PAT HUTAR 

SUBJECf : Volunteer Programs for California 

Major volunteer efforts should be channel~d 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 mentione-d projects and other campaign work. 

NATIONAL ADVISORY CO~TTEE 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 tqrough existing organizations to 
gain support for the President from persons who might not otherwise take an 
active interest in the campaign and might not vote. Also, working within 
an existing group allows us to multiply our effo:ts 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 Legion, 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 YHCA 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 governi~g most of these organizations. This part of the program has to 
be low key. 

State Advisory Committees would work directly 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: 

(1) Publicity value of prestige names released at the national 
and state levels as supporters of the President. 

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

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

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

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

(6) 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. 

(7) Utilize articulate national and state non-partisan leaders as 
• speakers in appropriate situations. 

(8) 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. 

(9) 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 
existing organizations. Any positive participation and action that can be 
derived from this approach will be a plus. 
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Committee for ,the Re-election of the President 

,­ March 23, 1972 MEMORANDUM 

TO: PETE DAILEY 

FROH: PHIL JOANOU 

SUBJECT: California Primarv 

This morning I had a conversation with Bob Teeter concerning 
reco~endations for this pri~ary. We reviewed current polling 
data which shows the following: 

The-Field Poll, concucted in February shows, (with vlallace and 
Spock in the race) ~ixon leading Muskie 44% to 40%, Hunphrey 
43% to 38%, and Kennedy 44% to 41%. Further, a DMI poll 
conducted in Los Angeles and Orange Counties in late February 
and early !-farch, hac Nixon over Muskie by 7, pOints, over 
Humphrey by 18, and under Kennedy by 2. Ashbrook 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% in-, August 1971; '44% in February, 1972). 

Bob also pointed out t~~t there is a small~r undecided vote in 
California, and that iL would be difficult to move this vote 
with advertising in the pri~~ry. Major issues are unemployment, 
high state ta~es, and the environment. 

A four week campaign consisting of radio, TV, and newspaper, 
similar to the ~iisconsin plan, ,,,ould cost $tso,OOO plus production. 
I recoCQend that we do not spend this ~oney during the primary. 
We are ahead and the California primary on :the Democratic side 
could be very hot. We may be better off letting the De~ocrats 
cut each other up in this last primary, contrasted with Nixon in 
Russia. He will be getting plenty of prime tine exposure. Bob 
p.ointed out, ho~"ever, that he believe,S that we should have a 
strong effort in California, but that a strong political effort does 
not necessarily include advertising. We could have a strong sur­
rogate program with rallies in San Fr2ncisco, Los Angeles, and 
San Diego, and a st~ong press progra~ for the primary_ 

One of the w~jor problems in California is organization. A 
~ajor direct ~3il program to all registered Republicans soliciting 
volunteers, and perhaps contributions, should be conducted. This 
letter could also present a strbng case for supporting the Presi­
dent. A letter to conservatives (perhaps from Goldwater) would 
help counter any Ashbrook activity. 

, .. , 



-2­

~L 

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 s~ys this is better done with direct mail and spea~ers • 

• In 	summary: 

1. 	 We should not advertise in the California Primary. 

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

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

cc: Bob Teeter 

..GeNFIDKHTIAL 

. \ 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

t701 ~ENNSYL\fANIA AvENUE. N.W 

WASHINGTON. 0: C. 20006 1972March 24,
(2021 333~0920 

GeNFIDEblTUL 

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 wqile avoiding a 
split in the Party. 

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

I' 

3. To recr~it 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 if his vote can be counted upon on 
June 6th. 

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

3. The follow-up plan will be: 

a. The supporters ~.;ill be next contacted during the 
Get-out-the-vote operation • 
• 

b. The. unfavorables will not be contacted again. 

c. 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 G$t-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 is 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 reco~E.endation will be 
submitted irr®ediately 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 

..J1
FROM: 	 ROBERT MORGAN!~ 

SUBJECT: 	 California Primary Direct Mail 
Alternatives 

Keeping in mind the two stated object'ives of the California 
Primary and with a basic budget limitation, a recommended 
plan is suggested along with two alternatives. A general 
discussion 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 Republican~ who are on 
magnetic tape •. This is the only effective 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 anythiIl6 less than this 
coverage does not really satisfy the stated goals. Our 
primary reco~mendation 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 into 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. 	 Initiate a telephone get out the vote camp~ign 
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 sequ'ence -- 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 
iss~e 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 know if asking 
for contributions and volunteers at the same time takes 
away from the percent of volunteer response. 

The suggested program is based on accomplishing the specific 
obj ectives. It does' not meet the fixed budget requirements 
I was given, but the fixed budget requireme3ts do not 
accomplish the objecth2s. (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 III). 
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Voter blocs will be i~entified wherever they can and special 
paragraphs will be inserted to fit their interests. These 
will be coded to measure the response. If alternative plan 
I or 2 is used, only 3~,OOO voter bloc mailings will be 
tested. No effort in the primary will be made to reach 
agricultural voters if alternative plan I 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 ~he 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 Kit l 
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 



Exhibit II 
Alternative Plan 1 

1 	Mailing Only 

800,000 ensembles @$145/M = 
2 color window euvelope 
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 Kit! 
Presentation Boards 
Letters 
Commitment Cards 
Printed Envelopes 
Mailing Envelopes 

• 	 Issue Brochu,re.s 
Inserting, Collating & Boxing 
Freight 
Working Lists for the Counties 

I 

1 
The plan includes 15,000 kits 

$ 116,000 


10,000 

126,000 $ 126,000 

140 
500 
380 
840 
400 
390 

3,000 
1,890 

500 
3,930 

+1,970 11,970 

$ 137,970 



Exhibit III 
Alternative Plan 2 

1 Mailing Only 

800,000 ensembles @$145/M = $ 116,000 
2 color window envelope 
1 color BRE 
14" letter with volunteer 

and contributor card 
Brochure on the record 

List acquisition and software 10,000 

Subtotal - Direct Mail Costs 126,000 

Material Expenses 
Commitment Kitl 140 
Presentation Boards 500 
Letters 380 
Commitment Cards 840 
Printed Envelopes 400 

• Mailing Envelopes 390 
Issue Brochures 3,000 
Inserting,. Collating & Boxing 1,890 
Freight 500 
Working Lists for the Counties 3,930 

11,970 

1 The plan includes 15,000 kits 

$ 126,000 

$137.970 



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANIA A\/ENUE Nit\' 

WASHINGTON" 0 (, 20Q{;6 

(202; 333·0920 March 27, 1972 

OONFIDEN'fItrl:; 

MEMORANDUN FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

SUBJECT: ~erating 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 Pri~ary. 
District delegates must support on the first ballot at the National 
Convention the Presidential candidate \-7ho won in their respective 
districts. Delegates at large IT.ust support the statewide Presidential 
Preference Poll winner 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 ~tate indicated that 
Ashbrook ,vould be 011 the ballot. \<Jhen the Secretary of State 
scrutinized the petitions more closely on riarch 25, it was detenained 
that Ashbroo~ did not have the required nUr.:lber of signatures in each 
Congression21 district. Therefore, Ashbrook will not be on the ballot 
in the Indiana Frimary: 

General P'!'=-<:-kground 

As of 1970, Indiana Was the 11th largest state in the nation. It will 
cast 13 electoral votes in 1972. Indiana's 5,193,669 population con­
sists of 7% Black and 8% foreign stock. A particularly heavy concen­
tration of Blacks exists in Lake County (Gary, East Chicago) and 
Marion County (Indianapolis). Between the 1960 census and 1972 election, 
there will have been an increase of 17.8% in the total voting age 
population ir, Indiana . The Black popUlation over 18 years of age rose 
44.2% while the white population increased only 16.3%. 

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

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 Corigressiona1 districts follows: (Tab A) 

1st District - Democrat - Ray Madden - The 1s~ 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 Whi ting. 

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

11th 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.O.P. Recent activity indicates that an 
effort is being made to reunite the Party. 

Presidential Voting Trends 
. 

Since 1940, Indiana has voted for the 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. In total, Nixon carried the state by 261,226 votes. 

Nixon 
Humphrey 
Wallace 
Other 

1,067,885 
806,659 
243,108 

5,945 

50.3% 
38.0% 
11.4% 

O. 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. 

http:GONFn>ENT1.AL
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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 

one 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 HumEhrei: Wallace 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. Nixon 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 50.3% 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% in Allen, 10.3% in Marion, 11.2% in St. Joseph 

and 16.4% 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 mey hold back the Nixon plurality. However, Hajor 
Lugar won an impressive percentage of the Black vote in his recent 
race in Indianapolis (l·1arion). 

The youth vote certainly has to receive consideration. This is 
especially true in St. Joseph ~here 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 dmm the Democratic margins in both Lake and St. Joseph 
in an ~ttempt 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 ~vell 
in the southern part of the state. The approval is much better than 
expected in the Lake area. The northern part o.f the state around 
Fort \<Jayne is not giving the President the support that should be 
expected. 

The Primary Election 

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

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 }larch 4, 1972, attended 
by Hill Hays, chairman of the Indiana Committee, L. Keith Bulen, 
11.a.rion County chairman and Jim Keal, state G.O.P. chairman. All 
directors frot!! the Hashington Committee ,,]ho 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. T'herefore, there '-lere five areas of activity 
contemplated: 
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1. State Organizational Activity 

2. Appearance 	in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers 

3. Targeted Telephone Operation 

4. Youth Campaign Activity 

5. Targeted Direct Hail 

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

1. St~te Organizational Activi~ 

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 'd,111 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-Ad::nir.istration Speakers 

'\vell-kno,VI1, pro-Administration speakers will visit the state on behalf 
of the President. The list of speakers scheduled at this time 
follows: 

Date 	 Event ~eaker 

April 19 	 Republican \':OI:len IS Mrs. Hitchell 
Federation, Indianapolis 

April 	22 Gridiron Dinner, Mr. Ruckelshaus 

Fort Wayne 
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Date Event Speaker 

Open Date: 

April or Nay Fort Hayne Press Club Sec. Connally 
Luncheon, .Fort i~ayne (Invitation Pending) 

Recommendation 

That you approve the program for surrog~te speakers outlined above. 

Approve___________ Disapprove_________ Comment 

3. Targeted Telephone Operation 

The Indiana Committee expressed an interest in establishing a 
telephone operation in several counties. Due t9 the telephone 
operation commitments in other states and the present political 
situation in Indiana, we do not feel that it is practical to use 
a targeted telephone operation in the !ndiana Primary. 

RecolT':.Rendation 

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

Approve___________ Disapprove Comment,----- ~-------------------

4. Youth Ca~paign Activity 

Harry McKaught has been named youth chairman in Indiana. He is pre­
sently planning a limited registration effort for the primary and a 
more extensive drive for·the General Election. The youth campaign 
\.;rill also be preparing for mock elections on Indiana campuses. 

Recommendation 

That you approve the youth campaign activities outlined above. 

Approve._________ Disapprove________ Comment------------------­
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5. Targeted Direct Hail 

The Indiana Committee leadership requested a 135,000 household 
direct mail program for the primary. The mailing would be targeted 
in MErion 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. 

Recommendation 

That you agree that we should not use a direct mail program in the 
IndiatJ.a Primary_ 

Approve~________ Disapprove~________ Comment 

JEB S. MAGRUDER 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N, W 


WASHINGTON. 0, C. 20006 


(202) 333-0920 
March 15, 1972 

~ONFIDENTI:A±. 

SUBJECT: Preliminary Operating Plan for the Michigan Primary 

-----r~nr-~Michigan's Presidential Preference Primary will be held on May 16. 
ll\~ ~ 
~i~ 

S'to~~ 

tr~ 


Each candidate will receive a share of the 48 delegate votes in 
proportion to the primary vote. Delegat';s 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, 26.6% is considered to 
be rural and 73.8% urban. 

The SMSAs are as follows: 

Ann Arbor 
Bay City 
Detroit 
Flint 
Grand Rapids 
Jackson 
Kalamazoo 
Lansing 
Muskegon-Muskegon ~eights 
Saginaw 
Toledo, Ohio-Mich. (part) 

234,103 
117,339 

4,199,931 
496,658 
539,225 
143,274 
201,550 
378,423 
157,426 
219,743 
118,479 

Michigan has a Black population of 11%, which is centered in major 
southeastern cities, particularly Detroit. Total foreign stock is 
24% with a significant number of Poles, Italians, Germans, Swedes 
and Eastern Europeans. Catholics comprise, 77% of the population. 
The state has 60% blue-collar employment and is very union oriented. 

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 fie still won only witfi 50.6% of tfie vote. 
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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 lffiH GCW 

1st 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 
14th 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 Dinge11 (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 McDonald (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 difficul~~ 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 (51%), Nixon received 1,620,428 (49%). In 1968, Humphrey 
carried the state by 222,417, receiving 1,593,082 or 48%, Nixon received 
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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 Qn 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 an 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 headquarters for the primary. A 
volunteer recruitment effort will be required in order to develop 
a statewide organization. Deadlines for selection 'of 'l"he personnel 
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. 

GeNFIBEN'I'IAL­
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANiA AvENUE. N. W 

WASHINGTON, D. C;, 2.0006 March 23, 1972 
(<lOa) 333.0920 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

SUBJECT: ~anning 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 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 a~ 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 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. 
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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. 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 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. 
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Recommendations 

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

Approve_________ Disapprove_________ Comment--------------------­
2. Use Administration Speakers 

Approve~_______ Disapprove~_______ Commento____________________ 

South Dakota (June 6) - Nixon did very well in South Dakota in both 1968 
(53%) and 1960 (58%). However, the Republtcan Party has eroded considerably 
in the past several years. A battle is beginning to develop to determine 
who will run for Senator Hundt's seat. One of the most important issues 
in South Dakota has always been farm policy. This should al~ays 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~_______ Disapproveo_________ 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. 

Comment_________________________Approve~_______ Disapprove_________ 

2. Use Administration spokesmen. 

Approve_________ Disapproveo_________ Comment0------------------------­



CONFIJ)EN'rIAL 

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 
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 Administration spokesmen. 

Approve~________ Disapprove__________ C'omment---------------­
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 (}fuy 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 
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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 
! 

j.. 

i 



TAB A 

A

r. 

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 Neb.raska X 0 0 

May 23 Rhode Island X (C) (C) 

June 6 South Dakota X X 0 

June 6 New Mexico X X 0 

X Activity 


o - No Activity 


(C) - Hold as a contingency plan. 
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MEMORANDUH FOR: 

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

FROM: ROBERT H. MARIK 

THE HONORABLE JOHN N. M HELL 

SUBJECT: 	 Review of the New Hampshire Primary Carr.paign 

The Strategy Planning Group met last week to review and discuss the 
acti~ities 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 overwhelming 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 '.Jere realized. 

Overall 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 re:alize 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 
excespive manageme~t.burden fell on Allan Walker. 

As the campaign progressed, two distinct efforts evolved: the 
Washington-based efforts, primarily Youth activities and the tele­
phone operation~ and the New Hampshire-based activities directed 
by Allan Walker. There was not sufficient coordination 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 le~dership. 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 

, 
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i 

. ... 
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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 tor 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 
poli tical leaders, Several vleeks were lost while liaison was 
established with some of these factions. 

In addition, Senator Cotton, Congressman W~ 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 invo+ved 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 l~ashington 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 Hashington to the New Hampshire 
Committee. This caused problems in meeting payrolls and operating 
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expenses and necessitated large cash advances from the personal 
funds of Lane Dwinell and Allan l-lalker. 

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 b~eakdown of the expenses of the New Hampshire Primary 
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 news~apers and radio. The decision 
to maintain the imag~ 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 
states, 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 behal'f 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 ~ngagements, 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, fo~ which several speakers 
were brought into the state in one large, coordinated event, 
had substantial impact 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. Howev~r, 

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-oriented 
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. 
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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 assig~ed 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
peri~mce. 

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 te.lephone 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 in 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 v.Tashington 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 
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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 programmed 
\ 

to.be directed by the 

'. 	
state co-chairman never became a factor in the campaign. This 

I 	 was a direct result of the fact that the person selected to 
be cb-chairman turn~d 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. 

CGNFIDENT-JAL 




COMMITTEE FOR THE RE·ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

.'01 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W 

WASHINGTON, c. C 20006 March 14, 1972 
(2021 333·0920 

.coNJ?IDEN'fIM;-­

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. 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 follow~ng 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. 
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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. Nixon received his best percentage in 1960 (62%) and 1968 
(60%) in Nebraska. With the improving far~ 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 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. 
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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 Senauor 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 pqssibility of running in New Mexico. Particular 
attention should be given the U.S. Senate race. A strong Nixon 
effort will certainly improve our chances of taking a Democrat­
held Senate seat. 
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Recommendations 

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

a volunteer organization. 


Approve___________ Disapprove__________ Comment 

2. 	 Use Administration spokesmen,
• 


Approve__________ Disapprove__________ Comment 


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__________ Comment­

3. 	 Contingency plan for targeted direct mail. 

Approve__________ 	 Comment___________________Disapprove__________ 
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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 Administration 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 
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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 

€9NFlDEN'fIAL .. 



Tab A 

A 

PROPOSED PRIMARY ACTIVITY 

Volunteer 

Date State Organization SEokesmen Direct Hail 


I 
I 
I 

April 25 Massachusetts X (C) (C) 
! 

L 

\ 
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 O· 0 

May 23 Rhode Island X (C) (C) 

June 6 South Dakota X X 0 

June 6 New Mexico X X 0 

X - Activity 

o - No Activity 

(C) Hold as a contingency plan 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N W 

w.A.SHINGTON. O. C . 20006 February 22, 1972 
(202) :333-092 0 

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 o~ th e ballot, or where the 
results of the prirary are binding on the delegation for at least 
one vote at the conv ention. There are 17 su~h states in all. Plans 
have al~eady been developed in detail for New Hampshire, Florida and 
Hisconsin. 

The fo11m-1ing revic\o: covers the remalnlng 14 states. After you have 
indicat ed your decision on the strategy proposed for each state, we 
will proceed to deve l op the plans in more detait. 

For each state, five possible areas of activity are revi~~ed: media 
advertising, direct mail, t e l ephone opcr~ tions , volunteer organization 
and surrogate speakers. The recommendations are indicated by 

X activity re commended 

a no activity 

(C) hold as a contingency plan in th e event 
that the President is challenged s trongly 
by one or both of the Republican contenders. 
(The recommend ations have been made on the 
assumption that af ter Wisconsin, McCloskey 
and Ashbrook will not continue to mount 
strong campaigns in other states.) 

In most sta tes some volunteer organization activity is recommended. 
the ·Pre~:> idellt is hot strongly challenged! it might be confined to a 

If 
fe," 

areas of the state. The import ant cons ideration is that the Primary 
should be us ed as an opportunity to test the ability of key state people 
to perfo rm in a campaign situation. 
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A summary of the recommendations by state, ranked in chronological order 
of primary is shOl.;n in Tab A. 

STATES WHERE THE PRESIDENT'S NA}ffi 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 \.;ho can campc:ign for the President, a high level 
campaign will not be necessary. 

Recommendation 

Media 0 Direct t-1ail_O_Telephone~Volunteer Organization.JLSpokesmen~ 

Nebraska (Hay 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 0 Direct Hail-.9-,relephone~V?lunteer Organization.JLSpokesmen--'2 

Maryland (May 16) - Many people write off Maryland as a probable 
loser for Nixon. The President, hOlvever, only lost Maryland by 2% 
in 1968. Serious attention should be given to the primary in pre­
paration for the general election campaign. 'Maryland I s t\vO 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 0 Direct Mail~Telephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~. 

• \\.\ . OreEiQ.ll. (May 23) _. Oregon has a Republican Governor and two Republican 
\)l:'" Senators. Hm.;ever, the relationship between these office ho lders h2 s 

~~"CJ) r("" not been harmonious. Governor McCall has threatened to run agains t 
l"I~ Senator Hatfield in the Republican Primary. Regardless of "Thether 
~ McCall runs, a significant split in the party is apparent. The Oregon 

\lJ~\)J~ 

http:OreEiQ.ll
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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~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 

STATES HHERE THE PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE PRU1ARY IS BINDING ON THE 
DELEGATION 

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

Recomrriendation 

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

North Carolina (May 6) - Any candidate receiving 15% or more in the 
-(1~~ . primary will receive a proportionate share of the delegates. This 
~ factor would make the North Carolina primary attractive to the Ashbrook 
~~ . forces. 

"..tJ\.l.t ..u..iA 
Th D ' h d' d 1" . N h C I' , hV--J 	 e emocratlc party as omlnate po ltlCS ln ort aro lna ln t e 

~ past. The Governor, both Senators and seven of the eleven Congress­
... QAA..~ 	 men are Democra ts. This year, hOHever. Republicans have a good chance 

of Hinning 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. 

Recornmendation 

Media 0 Direct Mai1(C)Telephone(C)Yolunteer Organization~Spokesmen~_ 

H~chiga~ (This primary \-las just approved and Hill be held on Hay 16. 
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 MailifLTelephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 

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 "'ho will run for Senator Hundt'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 tqat Republican party strength is 
eroding, a strong organizational effort should be made in the primary. 

Recommendation 

Media 0 Direct Mai1lTelephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 

New Mexico (June 6) - Delegates shall be all~tted to the two top 

candidates in proportion to the vote received in the primary. 


Recommendation 

Media 0 Direct Hail 0 Television 0 Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 

STATES \-JHERE THERE IS AI'! ELECTION OF PLEDGED DELEGATE SLATES 

Mass a chusetts (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 th~ state in the General Election. 


Recommendation 


Media 0 Direct Nail(C)Telephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 

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

Reconunenda t ion 

Hedia 0 Direct l1ai1~Telephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 
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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 0 Direct Hail~Telephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen_O_ 

~ho~ Island (Hay 23) - Vie will work closely Hith the state organization 
in selecting a pledged delegate slate. No actual primary involvement is 
necessary unless McCloskey enters. A~ the President received only 32% 
in 1968 and 34% in 1960, there is very little hope for Rhode Island in 
the General Election. 

Recommendation 

Hedia 0 Direct Mail(C)Telephone~Volunteer Organization~Spokesmen~ 

California (June 6) - We have worked closely Hith the state organization 
in selecting the delegates in order to guarantee a representative group 
at the convention. California's 4S'electoral votes could well be the 
key to the re-election of the President. Nixon Hon 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
logi.cal and ,,'hite collar employment. Therefore, it was hit the hardest 
by the Hhite collar recessions of recent years. California is the state 
Hhere 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 He do not show this high 
degree of visibility in the primary and an impressive Democrat wins in 
California, He will be hard pressed to close the gap created between 
the highly visible Democrat who has momentum, and the President. 

Reconmendation 

Media x Direct Hail~Telephone-.!':.-Voltinteer Organization_~Spokesmen_~ 



PROPOSED PRI~~Y ACTIVITY 
=====~== ======= ======== 

Date 

Apr 25 

May 2 

May 2 

May 2 

May 4 

May 6 

May 9 

May 16 

May 16 

May 23 

May 23 

June 6 

June 6 

June 6 

X _. 

o ­

(C) - hold 

State 

Mass. 

Indiana 

Ohio 

Dist. of Col 

Tenness ee 

No. Carolina 

Nebraska 

Maryland 

Michigan 

Rhode I s land 

Oregon 

So. Dakota 

California 

N. Mexico 

a a contingency plan 

Media Direct Mail Telephone 

0 (C) 0 

0 (C) 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 (C) (C) 

0 0 0 

0 0 X 

0 (C) 0 

0 (C) '0 

0 (C) 0 

0 0 0 

X X X 

0 0 0 

Volunteer 

Organization 


X 

X 

X 

X 

0 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Spokesmen 

X 

X 

X 

0 

0 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 



l'1EETING OF THE STRATEGY PLAl:\NING GROUP 

February 26,1972 

Thc a ttached draft plan for the Califu r nia Primary has been prepared 
to se r ve as an a genda for t his planning mee ting . It reflects the 
scope of t.e campai gn activities which a re be ing contemplated. 
HOVlever, detai lctl pl nns and commitm,,"nt s Have not ye t been developed 
by the State Re-el ection Committee or by the Lrectors of functional 
activities in Ha s hington . Therefore, the events on the attached 
oper~ t ing schedule are tent a tive and are intended only to serve 
as a basis for the discussions today. 

. -, 



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE·ELECTION OF THE PF<ESIDENT 

170\ PENNSYLVANIA AVENU E N.W 

\NA SI- r rN G TOf~ . D C. 2 0..,06 February 25. 1972 
(202) 33 ;,1 O~ ZO 

(DRAFT) 

The California Primary election will~e held on June 6,1972. It 
is a state wllerc there is an election of a pledged delega te slate. 
From all indications, the President will b ave opposition i n the 
Republican Primary. As in the past, the American public tdll watch 
bot~ the Democratic and Republican Pr Dllsrie s 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. 

Both the present political situation in California and past voting 
patterns indicate that California vJ,ol;ld be rated as a toss-·up for .. 
the general election. Presiden t Nixon ItlOn Califor nia by 3,1% in ~b +~. \ 
1968 s lost to Pat Brmm in 1962, and ItlOn by less than 1% in 1960. 'CIlJ 

'")'
The election of 1970 proved to be as contradictory and confusing as 
California gell'crally is. The defeat of incuDlbent Senator George 
Murphy left California with two D2mocratic Senators. Governor Reagan, 
however, was re-e1ected with 52.8% of the vote. One of the most 
significant losses suffered by the Rcpublicans 112S the loss of both 
Houses in the State Assesbly. Democrats now. control the Sena t e by 
a 21 to 19 margin and the House by a 43 to 37 mar ~jn. Republicans did 
hold the line on the Congressional r aces and even picked up a vacant 
scat l giving the Democrats a 20 to 18 edge . 

Due to the confusing outcome of the election of 1970 9 it is difficult 
to dralv firm conclusions. The vot i ng trend in the U. S. Sen,<.te races 
ZTab A) has fallen drastically for Reptlb1.icans. Senator IZuchel 
achieved a recent high point in 1960 with 56.5% of the vote for the 
Republicans. This Repub l ican perc ent age has decreased steadily to a 
low point in 1970 ,",hen Senator Hurphy received only Lr4. 3%. 

Although there has also been a decline in the Republican vote for 
Gove rnor, it has not been so severe as the Senot e vote. Governor 
Rea gan drop ped frOID 5706% in 1966 to 52.8% in 1970. 

Factors other t han trends and percentages must be co nsidered in analyzing 
Ca lifornia polit ics. Cal if ornia's pol i tical c l" ma te has been one of 

http:Sen,<.te
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throvling the '''ins '' out. Only three of nine incumb ent Senators 
have been r e-elected since Horld Hal' II. The def ea t of the 
ultro- conserva tive Max Raffer ty in 1968 did not really refle ct a 
weakenlng of t h e Republican Party be cause he was simply too far 
to the right and not a par t icu lar ly s trong candidate. Likewise, in 
the 1970 race, Senator Hur phy had been tainted ,-l i th a scandal 
and could not be conside red a highl y des irable candida te. In the 
c. 8.E~ e of Govc-Ln ~.·~ r Re agan, it \"ould h.::~\re. been \7ery difficult to 
rna intcof.n a s h1.. [,:1 a percentage as he achieved in, his first e l ection 
in 1966 . 

Another maj or factor in the 1970 elec tion "ras unemployment, This 
is an eE:pecia.lly difficult problem for Republicans as it has been 
a white-collar recession that has affected Republi~ans emp loyed in 
the space industry and ~ elated business es. This remains a key 
issue in 1972 with the re-election of the President . 

California' s popula tion in 1970 was 19 ,696, 840. It is the largest 
s tate in the na t ion in ter~s of population. The state is 7% Black, 
9% Me xican and Sp anis h, 2% Oriental . Total for eign stock is 25%, 
with Mexicans 4% , Germa ns 2%, Canad i a ns 2% , British 2% , Ital ians 
2%. being the larges t ethnic groups, 

In political t erms , California is ve r y much ~ Nor t h versus South 
state. The southern section of t he state (Ta b C), which is the 
l arge r of the t wo, tend s t o be very conservative, while the northern 
port i on tends to be ra ther liberal. Orange and San Diego counties 
in the south, for example , were th e only t,w heavily popuL::cted counties 
in t he country t ha t gave Go l d,v' t e r a plur ality in 196L} . The south"­
ern part of t he state ha s b2en desc ribed as the " Sun l3 e lt State", 
s i milar politically to Southern Fl or ida and Centra l Texas. It Has 
s e ttled by "Bib le Delt types " and has t aken on that polit ic a l mold. 
San Fr ancisc o , on t he ot he r hand, be i ng the center of libera l ism and 
Democ ratic s t r ength in Cal if ornia , i s also the hea dquart er s for many 
fa r l e ft or gan izations , su ch as the Bl ack Panthers . The Central 
Valle y of the s tate, general ly agric ultural a nd desert, was settled 
from Oklahoma pla ins dur i ng the Dust Bo,,-Tl Era. 

Nixon's gre a t es t vo te tot al s in 196 8 came out of Los Angel es, Orange, 
Sa.n Di ego, Sant a Clara and A1al"e da counties, The Presiden t received 
2 , 159 , 656 vo t e s fr om t hes e five coun t ies , or 62.3% of his total 
Ca l ifornia vote (Tab D). 

Humphrey 's best countie s were north e n cou ,ties of San :Francisco 

(p l ura lity ~ 76, 539), Al ameda (66,2G O) , Sa crament o (21,592), santa 
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Clara (10,065). These four best Humphrey counties, in terms of raw 
vote, gave H mphrey a totDI plurality of 174,456 vlhich is only 
8,000 more thc-.n the plurality given Nixon from-Orange County alone. 

17a lJace receive d 6. 7% of the total vote in 1968. His vote appe ars to 
h ave come mos t heavi1'y~ percent age \-Jise, from that area of t he state 
north of Sacramento. This would make it appear that the Wallace 
vote p r ob ably h"ll'ed Nixon in 1968. A recent fielel POll in California \ 
indicates tha t most of the vote which Wallace now receives in three-
man h ead-to-head con t ests, would go to the Democrat in a two-man race. 

The conventional ,,1isdorn of the Republican politici ans is that one 
must get large portions of the vote dowhs tate to offset the upstate 
margins of the Democra ts. In 1968 the Pres i dential contest followed 
that pattern. Nixon carried Southern California by about 376,000 
votes, .lost Northern California by about JJ+3,000 votes and lost the 
Central Valley by about 9,000 votes (Tab C). 

The Primary Ele ction 

At this time it is not clear who the President ~ill face in the 
Republican pr in~ary. Ashbrook looks as if he will be one Repub lican 
contender. Almost all the Democratic contenders viII be in the 
California primary . 

Objectives of ·t he PrimarY~~i&'Il 

As California is a key state for the re-election of the President, 
it is vital that we wort toward the following three objectives in 
the prima ry: 

1. Defe a t any Rept b lican opposition by a large margin and still not 
split the Republican Party. 

2. Build and ~~ a l arge cadre of volunteers in the primary in 
order to have the persoriIl c= l requi red for a general election effort. 

3. Conduct an active and highly visible campaign so that a gap \-Jill 
not occur be r~e en Nixon and the \-Jinner of a highly publicized Demo­
cra"t i c primary , "rho \vill possibly have a great deal of momentum. 

. "' 
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Planned Activities 

1. St at~ Organiza tion: The California COIIlmittee for the Re-election 
of the Presiden t will coordinate all of the activities in the state. 
They wi ll est ablish he adq uarter s and attr2.ct voluntee is in the primary, 
who will be inst r umental in building an or gani zation for the General 
Election, The Primary will also allow the Ste te Organization to test 
its key people before the Novemb er election effort . 

- \ ~ Media Advertising : TV, Radio, Nevsp ap ers 

3. .I?J.re.£! Hail : It is the pres ent thinld ng that there would be 
a targat mi.1 i ling into Repub lican areas. The targeting program 
will be coordinated with the s t ate organization. The dir~ct mail 
program \<!Ol!ld prob ably consist or tlW pieces. The first \vould be 
a personali zed computer letter that would convey a mes s age to per­
suade the vo t er to vote fo r Nixon. The second would be a get - out­
the-vote mai ling des igned to increase the Nixon' turnout at the polls. 

5 . Vo_£e r Re gis t ra tion by th~ You t~ Campaign : This program i s 
already under way and wi ll ex tend pas t t he primary in order to 
regist e r Nixon supporters for the Gene r al Election. 

6. Telephone O~yat i0T1.. : The telephone oper a t i on Ilould be centered 
in targ~ted areas and would be r un by the California organi zation. 
It would id enti f y the favora ble Nixon vot e via a telephone canvass 
and turn ou t the Nixon vote by recal l i ng all of the favorahles to 
r em ind th em to vote. Techni cal as sistance and advice will be 
avail ab le from Washington. 

http:attr2.ct
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I\.lap of Congressional Districts, Counties, and Selected Crties TAB C 

(38 Districts) 

(1968 VOTE TOTALS I N THOU.3A~WS) 

S'l:l\TEI-l IDE RESULTS 

NI XON 
HUMPHRE Y 

WAI,LACE 

. NORTHERi'~ 

/ (27% OF 

NIXON 

HUMPHREY 
l'lALLACE 

NIXON 

HUHPHREY 

IvALLACE 

3,468 ( 49% ) 
3,244 (44 90) 

487 ( 790) 

CALIFORc'H A 

TOT.l\L VOTE) 

83 0 (43 ~6 ) 

973 (50 %) 

13 2 ( 7 %) 

479 (45 %) 

488 (4 696) 

90 ( 9%) 

r ANAIIEI I>I 
. } LOS ANGElES 

) O AI(LAN D 

, ONTARIO 


, lil( H }'~ O N C; 

• SAN JO SE 

1 SANMA Tf O 

c SANTA ANA 

? VAllEJO 

NIXON 
HDrW ERL Y 

.. 

2,159 ( Sl "~ ) 

1,783 (4 3 06). 
265 ( 6~6 ) 
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TAB D 


1968 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION 


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

CANDIDATES 


COUNTY 	 NIXON HlTMJ?HPEY WALLACE PLUl0\LITY 
--_ .. -._- . 	 ---- ­

Los Angeles 1< 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 163,4 L}6 173,511 18,,754 10,065 (D) 

(45.6%) (48.(+%) (5.2%) 

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

* 	 Nixon's plurality vote from Los i\nge1es accounted for 36.5% of his total 
Republican vote.. 

, . \ 
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WASHINGTON 
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MEMORANDUM FOR LARRY HIGBY 

The attached is the list Jeb put together 
of the states that permit write-ins. Let 
us know if you want us to take any further 
action .. 

W. Richard Howard 



MEMORANDUM 


COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

March 13, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 	 THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: 	 G. GORDON LIDDY ~ 

SUBJECT: 	 Write-In Opportunities in Remaining 
Pr:imary States 

·The following is submitted at your ,request as relayed by 

Mr. Magruder. 


Of the 22 remaining presidential primary elections, 'state law 
pe~its write-·ins in the following states: 

.~	California 
Illinois 
Massachusetts 

'-.>Nebraska ' 
New Jersey 
New York - Write-in votes allowe~ only when delegate is unopposed 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
~ennessee 

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 ,,,e wish Democrat write-ins, 
we 'vould be limited to working Hi th Democra t vo ters only. 

Attached at Tab A is an excellent sununary of the dates and details 
on state primaries which appeared in the Congressional Quarterly 
Weekly Report for January 22, 1972. 

. \ 
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CAMPAIGN '72: DATES, DETAILS ON STATE PRIMARiES 

Twenty-two states and the District of Columbia will 
have some form of presidenti:ll 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 
statrs ha\'e yet to complete their plans. 

Democrats and Repu bJicans differ in their systems 
for choosing convent ion delegates. In small states that 
are entitled to fewer than 20 convention votes, the 
Der:lOcrats permit a minimum of 20 delegates. Larger 
state,:; have the same number of Democr:1tic delegates as 
convention votes for tho;;e states. The Republicans base 
the size of their convention delegations on the number 

,ofy.}tes for each state. without minimums_ 
Details on the primaries. current through mid-.January, 

are cont ained in the alphabetical list below. States with 
pre~idential primaries are first, followed by non-presi­
dential·primary s'tates. 

PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY STATES 

Alabama 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: ~lay 2. 

Filing deadline: :\larch 1. 

Yoter registration deadline: April 21. 

Type of primary: ~on.binding. open election of 


. delegates \vho may be informally pledged to candidates; 
y.T.te-in \'otes 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 
8u,omatic delegates (national committeeman, committee-

Definitions 

Closed Primary. Voters must have established 
mem bership 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 ,;ote,' on a designated 
num her of com'ent ion \'otes. for the candidate who 
wins t h('ir statt.> (or congre;-;.sional district l. 

!'\on-binding Primary. Delegates are not ob­
lig;ltc-d to vote for allY cnndidate at a national con­
vent ion. 

woman); 17 R· alternates)-13 or 14 congressional 
district delegates, three or four at·large deleptes elected 
in primary. 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primary date: l\'1ay 2; runoff :\1ay 30. 
Filing deadline: ),Iarch l. 
VQter registration deadline: April 21. 

Arkansas l 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: June 27. 
Filing deadline: April 18. 
Voter registration deadline: .June 6. 
Type of primary: ~on·binding, closed election of On­

pledged delegates; write-in \'otes not allowed. 
Candidate consent: Candidates' names da not appear 

on ballot. 
Number of delegates: 27 D (24 alternates}-~2 

elected in primary, five chosen by electej delegates: 
18 R (18 alternatesl-15 elected in primary. three au­
tomatic delegates (national committeeman, committel:.'­
woman, state chairman). 

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE 

Primary date: June 27; runoff July 11. 
Filing deadline: April 18. 
Voter registration deadline: .June 6 . 

California 
PRESIDENTIAL . , 

Primary date: June 6. 
Filing deadline: :\larch 24. 
Voter registration deadline: April 13. 
Type of primary: Clo~ed presidential preference poll, 

binding on delegates ulltil released; electim of slatE'S 
of. delegates who may be pledged to a cancidate; \\Tite­
in \'otes allowed. 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Number of delegates: 271 D (117 alternatesl­

238 delegates elected in primary, 11 congr~ssional d:s­
triet delegates. 22 at-large delegates chose:! by e!ected 
delegates: 96 R (96 alternates)-So congrc;:'o',onal distr:ct 
delegates. 10 at-large delegates elected in prin:3.TY. 

19G8 Democratic resuh,;: Kennedy sla:e, 46.3 per­
cent; ~1cCarthy slate, -U.S percent; ThonHs C. Lyn~h 
slate. 11.9 percent. 

19G8 Hepuulican results: Reagan slate. l0' percent. 

'J rhr iJf'mnCfa'H .\"ntJfJnoJ C(:·IPPllft.'C' he.. 1<pt·tt{lrd t;,:t all d,',·s:ah ~ t. 
tIlt· nutitlnal CHnrt'nfion .. /Hlldd hr ch. ~!'n in .I!lor 2(1 1"" ..... \:: :.1"'0''' tf·~.~!att.""" i 
r.rpC'<.'I(·d ttl meN in .pt·dalM·.....wn or [nt' t'nd (;,.}un:.ta,,' ltJ t h::::m.'t ,'of daU'. 

(O,.tICHf 1t11 CO","G'r~!lIO"""l QuAtlU~" Ihe
PAGE 136-Jan. 22, 1972 ',p.odV<I>OI'I ptoloo,j)•••d ... "''''ot, Of 11'1 POll .-U:p' bt f" 1,..,01 ,h,.,,, 

" 

http:prin:3.TY


ront;col R.eport • 2 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE 


Primary date:'.June 6. ",.. 	 Filing deadline: :\'f arch 10. 

Voter registration deadline: April 13. 


District of Columbia 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: :'tiay 2. 
Filing deadline: :\larch 18. 
Voter registration deadline: April 2. 
Type of primary: Closed. president ial preference 

poll. binding- on delegates for two ballots; election of 
•slates or individual delegates who may bepJedged to 
candidates: write·in \"Otes not allowed. 

, Candidate consent: Hequired. 
Num ber of delegates: :20 D (15 alternates); nine R 

(nine alternates I-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. 

19G8 Repu blican result~: District Republican organi­
zation agreed before primary to di\'ide the nine delegate 
,·otes, with six for :.'\ixon~ three for Rockefeller. 

CONG RESSIONAl 

Primary date: May 2; runoff two to six weeks after 
primary. 

Filing deadline: :.\Iarch 18. 
Voter registration deadline: April 2. 

Florida 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: :'tlarch l·t 
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. rccei\'es less than :35 percent of convention 
vote or releases pE-legates: candidates may submit slates 
of delegates by :\larch 1: \\Tite-in \'otes not allowed. 

Candidate con;;ent: );ot required: lllay withdraw 
by Feb. 15: secretary of state places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

Numb"r of delegates: 81 D (51 alternates)-61 con­
~eisional district delegatt's chosen at district caucuses. 
12 at-Iar~e del<,gates chOi,ell at state caucus, eight at­
largE' de1egatr;; chosen by State DrllHlcrutic Com'mitter; 
40 R (.to alternatfs),,-:lQ con~ressional district delegates 
chosE'n by State Hepuhlicnn Committl'e amI other state 
party official;.;. four at·large dflrgates chosl'!) by chair­
man of State Rrpublican Committee with approyal of 
ex('cuth'c board. ;;ix at-Iarg<, drlegatcs chosen by state 
and ot I)('r 51 at (' party OtliC'i:lls. 

1968 Democratic rrsults: George A. Smathers 
slat£'. 46.1 pN('rnt: :\!cCnrthr ~lat£'. 28.7 p£'rcrnt: un· 
plec!:::ed slatE' hrac!rd by formN ~tntr Sen. Scn'tt Kelly, 
:!,:;.~ \WIT('I1L 

H1ti~ Hc'puiJlil';m re,;ult,;: t'npll'd;::vd HCjlublican or· 
g:aniwt iOIl ,,1:11 e. W\) perel·1l1. 

CONGRESSIONAL'STATE ' 

. 	 ' Primary date: Sept. 12; rundf Oct. 3 . 
Filing deadline: ,July 25. 
Voter registration deadline: Aug. 12. 

Illinois 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: March 21. 
Filing deadline: Jan. 3. 
Voter registration deadline: Feb. 21. 
Type of primary: ::':on-binding, closed presidential 

preference poll; election of delegates who may be 
pledged to candidates: \\Tite-in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Number of delegates: liD D (84 a1ternates)-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 pe;cent: 
Edward M. Kennedy* and Robert F. Kennedy* (to­
gether), 33.7 percent; Humphrey"', F.1 percent; Wallace*, 
6.4 percent; Johnson *. 1.3 percent; others·. 2.9 percent. 

1968 Repu bl ican results: ':\ixon"', ';8.1 percent; Rocke· 
feller·, 9.7 percent; Reagan*, 7.1 percent: Wallace*, 2.6 
percent; McCarthy*, 0.7 percent; Perc)'*, 0.5 percent; 
Romney.... 0.1 percent; others*, 1.2 percent. 

. 
CONGRESSIONAl. STATE 

Primary date: March 21. 
Filihg deadline: Dec. 20. 19i1. 
Voter registration deadline: Feb. 21. 

Indiana 

PRESIDEN'rlAl 

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; \\Tite-in votes 
not allowed. 

Candidate con!'ient: Required. 
Number of delegates: 76 D (·18 alternatesl- 57 

congressional district delegates chosen by district 
caucuses, 19 at-large delegates chosen by state con· 
vent ion; 32, R (32 alternatesl-22 congre5!>ional district 
delegates chosen by district C3.11CUsrs. 10 at-large dele­
gates Ch05E'n bv stnte com'ent ion. 

1968 Democrat ic results: Kennedy. 42.3 percent; 
Gov, Roger D. Branigill, 30.7 percent; McCarthy, 
27 percent. 

1968 Hepublican re!>ults: Nixon, 100 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

PrimnT\' {!:lte: :\ott1\' 2, 
Filill/! ('k,l(lline: :\oiarl'h :,?:t 
Vot{'r rrgi ... tratiol1 <lradline: April:l. 

COPli"~"" 19]J '::O"'C.qf')ShJ'-I4~ C:'J.~H~L" 110.4(' 
'fT'O.:l"d,Q1I p'OI. boll'd "" ... ),,,',. ... ' ,A p.,., ,,,., ..pl \), t.1·'C, 01 "(j •• ",1\ 	 Jan. 22. 19';2-PAGF: 1:1'; 
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'oliticol Report. 3 

Maryland Nebraska 

PRESIDENTIAL PRESIOt:NTIAl 

Primary date: :\lay 16. 
Filing deadline: :\Iarch 23. 
Voter registration deadline: April 17. 
Type of primary: Closed presidential preference 

poll. binding on delegates for two ballots unless candi­
date releases delei(ation or recei\'es less than ;~5 percent 
of convention vote: election of delegates who may be 
pledged to candidates; write-in \'otes not allowed. 

Candidate consent: Xot required; may withdraw 
by April 3; .secretary of state places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

~umber of delegates: 53 D (37 alternates)-48 

Primary date: May 9. 
Filing deadline: :\'tarch 10. 
Voter registration deadline: April 28. 
Type of primary: ;-';on-binding, closed presidentiol 

preference poll; election of delegates who may be 
pledged to candidates: pledged del£:[!:utes bound for two 
ballots, :unless candidate recei\'es less than 3.1 percent of 
vote or releases delegates; other- delegates not bound; 
y.Tite-in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw 
by March 10; secretary of state places candidates' 
names on ballot. 

congressional district delegates elected in primary, five 
at-large delegates chosen by elected delegates; 26 R 
(26 ahernates)-24 congressional district delegates 
elected in primary, two at-large delegates chosen by 
elected delegates. . 

Number of delegates: 24 D (22 alternates)-six 
congressional district delegates, 16 at-large delegates 
elected in primary; 16 R (16 alternates)-sbt congres;' 
sional district delegates. 10 at-large delegates elected 
in primary. , 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE \ 
1968 Democratic results: Kennedy. 51.7 percent; 

Mct;arthy, 31.2 percent; Humphrey", ~.4 percent; John­
son; 5.6 percent; Nixon", 1.7 percent; Reagan", 

Primary date: :May 16. ,1.2 percent; \\'allace*, O.B percent; Rockefeller·, 
Filing.deadline: :\1arch 6. " 
Voter 'regisdation deadline: April 17. 

0.3 percent; others *. 0.1 percent. , 
1968 Republican results: Xi.xon. iO percent; Reagan. 

Massachusetts 
21.3 percent: Rockefeller". 5.1 percent: Stassen, 1.3 
percent; McCarthy*. O.S percent: Americus Liberator. 0.7 
percent; Kennedy*, 0..1 percent; Wallace*, 0.3 percent; 

PRESIDENTIAL Humphrey·, 0.1 percent. 

Primary date: April 25. CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

Filing deadline: Feb. 8. 

Yater registration deadline: :\Iarch 25. Primary date: :\Iay 9. 

Type of primary: Closed president ial preference Filing deadline: :\1arch 10. 


poll. binding on delegates for one ballot; elect,ion of Voter registration deadline: April 28. 
delegates who may be pledged to candidates; write-in 
\"otes allowed. New Hampshire 

Candidate consent: Not requ ired; may withdraw 
by Feb. 11; secretary of ~tate places candidates' names PRESIDENTIAL 
on ballot. ' 

'!'\umber of delegates: 102 D (61 alternates)­ Primary date: March 7. 
82 congressional district delegates. 20 at-large dele­ Filing deadline: .Jan. 6. 
~ates elected in primary; 34 R (34 alternates)-24 con­ Voter registration deadline: March 1, large towns; 
~essional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates March 6: small towns. 
eJected in primary. Type of primary: Non-binding, closed presidential 

1968 Democratic results: :\1cCarthy, 49.3 percent: prefcl't'l)ce poll: election of dele~ates who may be 
Kennedy 'O. 2•.6 percent; Humphrey'O. 17.7 percent; pledgr:d, favorable to candidates unpledged; }:lindor 
Johnson 'O, 2.8 percent: Rockefeller*, 0.9 percent; on pledged delegates until released; write-in votes 
\"allace 'O , 0.7 percent; !\ixon~. 0.2 percent; others 'O , lowed. 
0.8 percent. CaQdidate consent: Required.

1968 Republican results: Rockefeller*. 30 percent; . :\'umber of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)-all 
Go\'.•John' A. Volpe. 29.5 percent; Nixon". 25.8 percent; congressional district delegates elected in primary; 
:McCarthy 'O. 9.2 percent: Reagan", 1.; percent: Kennedy*, 14 R (14 alternatesl-four congre!'~ional district dr:l"': 
1.1 percent: Humphrey". 0.8 percent; \\'allace*, 0.3 gates, 10 at-large delr:gates elected in primary. 
percent; others 4, 1.6 percent. 1968 Democrat ic results: .Johnson 4. .t9A percent I 

McCarthy,' 42.2 percent; Nixon"', 4.6 percent; Kennedy". 
1.1 percent: Hockefellr:r·, 0.4 percent; Wallace", ".0 .. 1 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE perrent; othrrs"', 1.9 percent. . 
19G8 Rl.'publican results: :\'ixon. i;.6 percent; 

Primary date: Sept. 19. Rockefeller", 10.8 perrent: :\IcCmthy*. 5.3 percent; 
Filing dendlin(': .July 11. Johnson", 1.7 percent; Bnmncy, 1.7 perc('nt: He.:1gan". 
\'oter r('~ist ration dead! ine: Aug. 19. 0.3 percent; ot hers·. 2.6 perrent. 

C~tlC...f ltnC'*'"C.fS!:'O"''''l Ou~I:Hl:t., 'N:C
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CONGRESSIONAL STATE Voter registration deadline: Oct. 2. 1971. 

Type of primary: :-Ion-binding. closed election of 


Primary date: Sept. 12. 
Filing deadline: .July 1:1. 
Voter registration deadline: Sept. 6, large towns; 

Sept. 11, bmall towns. 

New Jersey 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primar.... date: .June 6. 

Filing deadline: April 27. 

Voter registration deadline: April 'fl. 

Type of primary: ~on-bindin;.:. closed presidential 


preference poll; election of dele'gates who may be pledged 
to candidates: ....,.ite·in votes allowed. 

Candidate con:;ent: ~ot 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; ·to R (40 alternatesl-30 congres­
sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected 

.• in primary. 
1968 Democratic.. results: McCarthy·. 40.5 percent; 

Kennedy·, 35.2 perc~nt; Humphrey·, 22.8 per.cel)t; John­son·. 1.5 percent. 
1968 Republican results: ~ixon·. 83.4 percent; Rocke· 

feller*, 13,4 percent; Reagap·, 3.2 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primary date: .June 6. 
Fi1in~ deadliJ1(': April 27. 
Voter registration deadline: April 27. 

New Mexico 

PRESIDENTIAL ' 


Pi~mary date: .June 6. 
Filing deadline: :\1 arch 15, 
Voter registration deadline: April ~5. 

. Type of primary: Closed presidential preference polL 
binding on delegates for one ballut: \\1'ite-in \'otes not 
allowed. 

Candidate consent: Required; state nominating 
committee places candidates' names on ballot; must sub­
mit filing fee. 

Xumber of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates}-all 
chosen by state cOlwl'ntion: 14 H 04 alternatesl-four 
congresl'ional district delegates cho,;en by district cau­
("us!.'s, 10 at-Iar~e: delegates chosen by state convention. 

CONG.RESSIONAl. STATE 

Primary date: .June 6. 
Filing deadline: April 4. 
Voter registrat ion deadlille: April 25. 

New York 
PRESIDENTIAL 

Primarv date: .June 20. 
Filing deadline: :\13Y -1. 

/' unpledged delegates: write-in \'Otes allow,!?d when dele­
gate is unopposed. 

Candidate consent: Candidates' names do not ap­
pear on hallot. . 

Number of delegates: 27S D (120 alternates I-all 
congressional district delegates elected in primary: 8S 
R (88 alternatesl-7S 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 


Primarv date: :\1av 6. 

Filing cleadlihe: z.,Iarch 7. 

Voter registration deadline: April 7. 

Type\ofprimary: Closed presidential preference poll. 


binding on delegates for one hallot; ....,.ire-in votes not 
allowed. 

Candidate consent: Req'uired; state board of t-Iec­
tions places candidates' names on ballot; must submit 
filing fee. 

Number of delegates: 64 D (42 alternatesl--l8 
congressional district delegates chosen at district con­
\'entions, 14 at-large delegates chO!'~en by state com-en­
tion, two automatic. delegates (national committeeI~:an. 
committeewoman); 32 R (:3~ alternatesl-:22 con£TC:;­
sional district delegates chosen by district convent ion:;. 
10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention. 

CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

Primary date: ;\1 ay 6; runoff .June 3. 

Filing deadline: Feb. 21. 

Voter registration deadline: April 7. 


Ohio 

PRESIDENTIAL 


Primary date: l\1,ay 2. 

Filing deadline: Feb. 2. 

Voter registration dE'u(lline: April 2. 

Type of primary: ~on-bindillg. closed election of 


delegates who specify thE'ir first and second candicate 
choices; write-in vote5 not allowed, 

Candidate consent: Hequired. 
Number of delegates: 15:3 D (78 alternates}-ll-'; 

congressional district delegates, 38 at·large deleptes 
elected in primary; flU H '(56 alternatesI--I.G con;::e,,­
sional di"trict delegates. 10 at-large delegates ('Iened 
in prim ary. 

1968 Democratic results: 12;) deleg-ates pledged to 
Sen. Stephen 1\1. YOUlll{. a favorite-son l'alldi<iate. and ,'ne 
delegate pl"dged to Kennedy elected, 

1968 l\cpu blican results: 5.'! delq:ale,; pledged to Go\'. 
James A. Hho(h·s. a f,\\,orite·::\on cnncii(b-le. elected; ·me 
dclegnte p1edi!ed to Harold Swssen rl(>ct(·d by defnult. 

cc:-.~!(.~,r '~nCO""lC"l)~'u"".\ Q!wJ..'ltwl~ I ....C 
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Po/j'ical Report. 5 

CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

Primary date: :\1ay 2. 
Filing deadline: Feb. 2. 
\'oter regi:,lml ion deadline: April 2. 

Oregon 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: May 23. 
Filing deadline: :-'Iarch 1..1. 
Voter registration deadline: April 22. 
Ty'pe' of primary: Clo,;ed presidential preference poll, 

binding on delegates for two ballots unless candidate 
releases them or he receives less, than 3.5 percent of 
convention \"ote; election of delegates who rriay be 
pledged to candidates; \\Tite-in votes allowed. 

Candidate con:;ent: ~ot required: no withdrawal; 
secretary of state places candidates' names on ballot. 

Xumber of delegates: 3~ D (27 alternates}-32 con· 
gressional' di:;trict delegates elected in primary. two 
automatic delegates (national committeeman. commit­
teewoman); IS R (18 alternates'-14 congressional dis­
trict delegates elected in primary. four automatic dele· 
gates (nationat committeeman, committeewoman, state 
party chairman. vice chairman). 

1968 Democrat ic results: :-'lcCart hy, 44.1 percent; 
Kennedy, 38.1 percent: .John:;on. 12.1 percent: Hum· 
phrey', 3.3 percent; ).;ixon", 0.8 percent; Reagan 4, 0.8 
percent: Rockefeller", 0.8 percent. 

1968 Republican: results: :-\ixon. 6.5.1 percent; 
Reagan. 20.4 percent: Rockefeller*, n.6 percent; Mc­
Carthy", 2.3 percent; Kennedy", 0.6 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

Primary date: May 23. 
Filing deadline: :'larch 14. 
Voter registration deadline: April 22. 

Pennsylvania 

PRESIDENTIAL 

. Primary datE': A priJ 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 pledg-ed candidates bound 
for one ballot: Repu bJican delegates not bound; write­
in \"ot es allowed. 

Candidate con"ent: RequirE'd .. 
:-:um ber of delegates: 182 D .(88 alternates)-137 

state senatorial district delegates' elected in primary, 
27 at·large delegatps chosen by ekcted delegates. 18 
at·IMge delE-gates cho:,,(>n by state comminee: GO R (GO 
alternates}-50 c'lllgressional district delegates elected 
in primary, 10 at .. large delegates cho1-en by stale com­
mittee. 

19G8 Democratic results: :\1cCarthy, 71.6 percent; 
Kennedy", 10..9 percent; Humphrey", 8.7 percent; 

Wallace". 4.0 percent: Jolinson"'. 3.6 percent: ;\ixon". D.E 
percent; Rockefeller", 0.3 percent; Reagan", 0.1 percent 
others", 0.4 percent. 

19G8 Republican results: ).;ixon". 59,4 pen:ent: 
RockefelIer*. 18.:1 percent; :'lcCarthy*. 6...) percent: 
Wallace", 4.6 percent: Kennedy·. 3.6 percent; Reagan", 
2.8 percent: Humphrey", 1.6 percent; John;;on·, l.l 
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: ;\1 arch 6. 

Rhode Island 2 

PR~SIDENTIAl 

Primary date: April 11. 
Filing deadline: .1an.31. 
Voter registration deadline: Feb. 11.. 
Type of primary: Xon.. binding. closed presiden· 

tial preference poll: election of dele~wtes who may be 
pledged to a candidate: pledged delegates bound for one 
ballot: \\Tite·in \'otes not allowed. 

Cand idate consent: Requ ired. 
~umber of delegates: 22 D (21 alternates}-all at· 

large delegates ele~ted 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 Daxo,ta 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: June 6. 
Filing deadline: April 21. 
Voter registration deadline: ~\,Iay n 
Type of primary: Closed election of slates of dele.. 

gates who may be pledged to a candidate: pledged dele· 
gates hound for three bollots: \\Tite .. in rotes not allowed . 

Candidate con~ent: Required. 
I'\umber of delegates: 20 D (Ii alternates)-all ::It 

large delegates elected in primary: H R 114 alter· 
nates)-four congre""ional district delegates. 10 at.largE 
delegotes elected in primary, 

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy slate. 49.5 per· 
cent; Johnson slate. 30.1 percent; ~lcCarthy slate, 20..1 
percent. 

1968 Republican results: l\ixon slate, 100 percent. 

. CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

Primar\" date: June 6. 
Filing deadline: April 21. 
\'oter regb,tration de:l(lline: r-.lay 2::!. 

:!.4 hill i... rt'nd,n!! III inr Uh<fd(' l .. ltl'rd /"·J,.,j .. faf;'''f 10 (I:ani!~ .., ~Ir "f 'hr i.~ 
c!·dur~·... rdaiU1t: tit thc' {m· ... :dl·,HIO/ prlm!)f\ Ii tfH' ~,,, ;':".. ~. :111" rVt·.,.1nlt'~" r' 
ry 11"1(/ 0" 1U'ld (Jf'l .\10,\ :!l cnd (mdfdall'jj ti lit be' ; lh! d fIn l~t be!Jtd t,\ r 
Rh"d.·/.. :rllld ".'(Tt t00 IFf ,~Iu(,' 
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Tennessee 3 

PRESIDENTIAL 

'Primary date: May 4. 
Filing deadline: :'larch 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 delegate,,; \\Tlte-in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: ::\ot required; no specific with­
arawal date; secretary of state places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

::\umber of delegates: 49' D (35 alternatesl-39 
congressional district delegates chosen by district con· 
\·entions. 10 at·large delegates chosen bv state com·en· 
don: 26 R (26 alternates)-16 congressional district' 
delegates chosen by district conventions, 10 at-large dele­
gates chosen by state conwntion. 

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE 
.. 

Primary date: Aug. 3. 
Filing deadline: .June 1. 
Voter registration deadline: July 4. 

West Virg inia 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: ~lay 9. 
Filing deadline: Feb. 5. 
Voter registration deadline: April' 8. 
Type of primary: ;'\on- binding, closed presidential 

preference poll; election of unpledgecl delegates; \\Tite­
10 \'otes allowed. 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Number of delegates: 35 D (28 alternates)-26 

congressional di;:trin delegates, nine at-large dele· 
gates elected in primary; 18 R (18 alternates)-eicrht 
congressional district delegates, 10 at-large deleg~es 
elected in primary. 

1968 Democratic, Republican results: :>':0 candi­
dates entered either party's preference polL Uncom­
mitted slates were elected. 

CONGRESSIONAL, 51 ATE 

Primary date: May 9. 
Filing deadline: Feb. 5. 
Voter registralion deadline: April 8. 

Wisconsin 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary datE': April')'. 
Filing deadline: :'Iarch 7. 
\'oter registration deadline: :'larch 15. :'-.Iilwaukee; 

:\Iarch :?:? re;;l of state. 
Type 01 prim.,r~; OPC'll pfl,sid .... m;al plef<;rt:'l1ce 

poll, binding 011 delegates for one \'ole or until candi­
date rl'l('a~('~ tll"1ll or r<'('eiH'~ I('".~ than olll,·third of con· 

•1 1'.,:n,.,.f""' pfl"lJ:~\ OJ:" tu·;;.{ t"',H<,L.. 'ntf,\ nf: f~h"r r"'.'td J"tt"j "10.\ lit' 
",.:t,'r. i.·'I'ill:ri! 

r 

"ention vote; election of slates of delegates who may be 
pledged to a candidate: Vl.7ite-in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: :-':ot required; m~y 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 bv state convention. 

1968 Democratic returns: McCarthy, 56.2 percent; 
Johnson, 3.),.6 percent; Kennedy". 6.3 percent; Hum­
phrey*. 0.5 percent; Wallace * , 0.5 percent; "!."one," 1.6 
percent; others", 0.2 percent. 

1968 Republican results: ;:-':i.:<on. i9.7 percent; 
Reagan, IDA percent; Stassen, lOA percent; Rockefeller"', 
1.6 percent; Romney·. 0.4 percent; Wallace*. 0.1 per­
cent; Kennedy*, .06 percent; "~one," 1.4 percent; 
others", 0.5 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primarr 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 registr<ltion deadline: ~Iail, 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: Julv 13. 
Voter registration d'eadline: Julv U. 
Number of delegates: '25 D (23 alternates)-19 con­

~essional district delegates chosen by district caucuses, 
SIX at-large delegates chosen by statE' convention: 18 R 
(18 alternates)-eight congressional district delegates 
chosen by districtcom'E'nt ions. 10 at ·Iarge delegates 
chosen by stl;\te convention. 

Colorado 

Primary date: Sept. 12. 
Filing deadline: Julv :!3. 
Voter registration d~adline: ,\Ilg. 11. 
Number of delegate,.: ;~G n (:2:;;; aiternates)-sek'ction 

procedure not yet (ic-cided; 20 R (20 alternates)-l0 (.'on­
gwssional di~trict delegate~ chosen by di~t riet convent ions, 
to at-large delei!ale:; chosell by state convention . 

CC'f"'t:,vHf .91:1 (:) ... c.lil:t:.';h".... 4\ 0 ;o\~aRlll~~C 
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March 7, 197Z 

MEMO NDUM FORa LARRY HlGBY 

FROM, CHA LES COLSON 

r our converaatlon Dick Ho ard\ r porta from the attached 
that w did not do nything i New Ham .btr although moat 
reporter pr did: that ther will b a Democratic write-in for 
NLxon. Accordin to Magruder, ther are no write-ina poIJ8ible 
in Florid and in iaconaln it hi handled by c.-os.-ov ra. I 
would think for very good r .son. th t we auld ot want to 
eneour ge cro.a-over • 

I th v nt thi. IIIhould purlued s far a. other atate. are 
cone rn d. I hay asked Jeb to compUe a li8t of thos. primaries 
where write-tn.s r po••lble. 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

MEMORANDUM 
March 13 t 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 	 THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: 	 G. GORDON LIDDY ~ 

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: 

California 
Illinois 
Massachu$etts 
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. 
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Political 

Report 


CAMPAIGN '72: DATES, DETAILS ON STATE PRIMARIES 

Twenty-two states and the District of Columbia will woman); 17 R· alternates)-13 or 14 congressional 
have some form of presidential primary in 1972. All 50 district delegates, three or four at-large delegates elected 
states will have a primary of some kind. in primary. 

Types of primary and election rules differ widely 
. from state to state. So do methods for selecting delegates CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

and alternates to the national political COll\·entions. Some 
states have yet to complete their plans. Primary date: l\lay 2; runoff ~ay 30. 

Democrats and Repu blicans differ in their systems Filing deadline: ~larch 1. 
for choosing com'ention delegates. In small states that Vqter registration deadline: April 21. 
are entitled to fewer than 20 convention votes. the 
Der.lOcrats permit a minimum of 20 delegates. Larger Arkansas l 

states have the same number of Democratic delegates las PRESIDENTIALconvention votes for those states. The Republicans base 
the size of their convention delegations on the number Primary date: June 27. .of \",)tes for each state. without minimums. 

Filing deadline: April 18.Details on the primaries. current through mid-.January, 
Voter registration deadline: June 6. are contained in the alphabetical list below. States with Type of primary: ::-';on-binding, closed election of un­pre;idential primaries are first, followed by non-presi­

pledged delegates; write-in votes not allowed. demial-primary states. 
Candidate consent: Candidates' names do not appear 

on ballot . 
• Number of delegates: 27 D (24 alternates}-:?2PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY STATES 

elected in primary, five chosen by elected delegates; 
18 R (18 alternatesl-15 elected in primary, three au­Alabama 
tomatic delegates (national committeeman. committee· 
woman, state chairman).PRESIDENTIAL 

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE 
Primary date: May 2. 
Filing deadline: ~1arch 1. Primary date: June 27; runoff July 11. 
Yoter registration deadline: April 21. Filing deadline: April 18. 
Type of primary: )\on-binding. open election of Voter registration deadline: .June 6 . 

. delegates who may be informally pledged to candidates; 
VlTite-in votes not allowed. California 

Candidate consent: Candidates' names do not appear 
on ballot. PRESIDENTIAL 

Number of delegates: 37 D (29 alternates)-at least 
29 single-member district delegates elected in primary, Primary date: June 6. 

six at -large delegates chosen by elected delegates, two 
 Filing deadline: March 24. 

au~omatic delegates (national committeeman, committee-
 Voter registration deadline: April 13. 

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference pail, 
binding on delegates until released; electi,m of slates 
of. delegates who may be pledged to a candidate; VlTite·Definitions in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Closed Primary. Voters must have established Number of delegah,s: 271 D (117 alternatesl­

membership in or connection with the party in whose 238 delegates elected in primary, 11 congressional dis­
primary they wish to \'ote. trict delegates, 22 at-large delegates chosen by elected

Open Primary. Any voter may participate in delegates: 96 R (96 alternates )-86 congress;onal district either party's primary. 
delegates. 10 at-large delegates elected in prirr.ary. 

Binding Primary. Delegates' to the national 1968 Democratic result8: Kennedy slate, 46.3 per·
("onnmtions are obligated to vote, on a designated cent; McCarthy slate, 41.8 percent; Thomls C. Lyn.hnumber of convention votes, for the candidate who 81at1:: , 11.9 percent. wins their state (or congressional district). 1968 Repu blican results: Reagan slate. 10(' percent.

Non-binding Primary. Delegates are not ob­

ligated to vote for any candidate at a national con· 
 "/ Th~ /)emtKratlf .,'ail{mal C(;1!WHttrf ho...."pt'Clfu'a Ihet all dCj"'J.:ott· .. ttl 

vent ion. the natiitnal C'unt'cntinn ,\hIJuld hf' ('hn~!'n b\ .11In£' 2£1 Thr Ar; ms(}1' l~{·;.!i",latL-v u.. 
t'xp£'cl('d ttl mcd in "p('('icri ...t·.~ .. i(jn at tht~ end (;{ .January If) (:han).!f: "e datI!, 
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CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primary date:'.lune 6. 

Filing deadline: March 10. " 


Voter regi::;tration deadline: April 13, 


District of Columbia 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: ~1ay 2. 

Filing deadline: March 18. 

Voter registration deadline: April 2. 

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference 


poll, binding on delegates for two ballots; election of 
slates or indi\'idual 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 Democrat ic results: Full slate of delegates 

pledged to Kennedy defeated organization slate pledged 
r to Humphrey and a third slate also favoring Humphrey. 

1968 Republican. results: District Republican organi. 
zation agreed before primary to divide the nine delegate 
'-otes, with six for xixon. three for Rockefeller. ." 

CONGRESSIONAL 

Primary date: ll:lay 2; runoff two to six weeks after 
primary. 


Filing deadline: ;vlarch 18. 

Voter registration deadline: April 2. 


Florida 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: :\Iarch I-t 

Filing deadline: Feb. 10. 

Voter r('gistration deadline: Feb. 12. 

Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll, 


binding on delegates for two ballots unless candidate is 
nominated. receins less than 35 percent of convention 
vote or releases delegates: candidates may submit slates 
of delegates by ;\iarch 1: \\Tite-in votes not ~llo\\'ed. 

Candidate consent: ~()t required; may withdraw 
by Feb. 15; secretary of state places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

Number of delegates: 81 D (51 alternates}-61 con­
gressional district delegates chosen at district caucuses. 

, 12 at-large dE'legates chosen at state caucus eiuht at­
large delegates chosen by State Democratic Com~ittee; 
40 R 00 alternates 1-:10 congressional district delegates 
chosen by Stote Repuhlic<ln Committee ano other state 
party officials. four at-large delegates chosen by chair­
man of State Republican Committee with approyal of 
executive board. "ix at-large delegates chosen bv state 
and other state party officials. ­

1968 Democrat ic results: George A. Smat hers 
slate. 46,1 fl('rcent: ~IcCmt hy "late. 28.7 percent; un­
pledged slatt' headed hy form<'f State Sen. Scott Kelly, 
25,2 percent. 

IflG~ Ih'publican results: l'npledgl'c1 Rcpublican Of­

ganiz<ltioll ,,1.lIe. lOll pefcent. 

1 i 

t 
I 

'olitical Report. 2 I 
CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primary date: Sept. 12; runoff Oct. 3. 
Filing deadline: .Julv 25. 
Voter registration deadline: Aug. 12. 

Illinois 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: March 21­
Filing deadline: Jan. 3. 
Voter registration deadline: Feb. 21. 
Type of primary: !'ion-binding, closed presidential 

preference poll: election of delegates who may be 
pledged to candidates: \\Tite-in votes allowed_ 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Number of delegates: 1iO 0 (84 alternates}-160 I 

.1
congressional. district delegates elected in primary, 10 
at-\large delegates chosen by elected delegates; 58 R 
(58 alternates )-48 congressional district delegates 
elected in primary. 10 at-large delegates chosen by state 
convention. • 

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy*, 38.6 pe;cent; 
Edward M. Kennedy" 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: );'ixon*, 78.1 percent; Rocke­
feller·, 9.7 percent; Reagan", i.1 percent; Wallace*, 2.6 
percent; McCart hy*. 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; \\Tite-in votes 
not allowed. 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Number of delegates: i6 D (48 alternates)- 57 

congressional district delegates chosen by district 
caucuses, 19 at-large delegates cho5en by state con­
vention; 32. R (32 alternatesl-22 congressional district 
delegates chosen by district caucuses. 10 at-large dele· 
gates chosen by state convention. 

1968 Democratic results: Kennedy. 42.3 percent; 
GO\'. Roger D. Branigin. 30.7 percent; McCarthy, 
27 percent. 

1968 Republican results: Nixon, 100 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 

Primm\' date: l\l::w 2. 
Filin~ (ieadline: :\larch :!:1. 
Voter re~j,;tration deadline: April 3, 
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Political R.eport • 3 

Maryland 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: :\Jay 16. 
Filing deadline: :'.larch 23. 
Voter registration deadline: April 17. 
Type of primary: Closed president ial preference 

poll. binding on delegates for two ballots unless candi· 
date releases delegation or receh'es less than :35 percent 
of com'ention \"ote: election of delegates who may be 
pledged to candidates; write· in votes not allowed. 

Candidate consent: ~ot required; may withdraw 
by April 3; secretary of state places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

~umber 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 

Prifnary date: May 16. 
Filing,deadline: March 6. " 
Voter registration deadline: April 17. 

Massachusetts 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: April 25. 
Filing deadline: Feb. 8. 
Voter registration deadline: ~farch 25. 
Type of primary: Closed presidential preference 

poll. binding on delegates for one ballot: elect,ion of 
delegates who may be pledged to candidates; write-in 
,'otes allowed. 

Candidate consent: Not required; may withdraw 
by Feb. 11; secretary of ~tate places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

'I'\umber of delegates: 102 D (61 alternates)­
8:! 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; 
Kennedy*, 27.6 percent: Humphrey*. 17.7 percent; 
.Johnson *, 2.8 percent: Rockefeller*. 0.9 percent; 
Wallace*, . 0.7 percent; Xixon*. 0.2 percent; others". 
0.8 percent. 

1968 Republican results: Rockefeller". 30 percent; 
Go,,, John' A. Yolpe. 29.5 percent; ;';ixon *. 2.).8 percent; 
:\lcCarthy*. 9.2 percent: Reagan*. 1.7 percent: Kennedy*, 
1.1 percent; Humphrey·. 0.8 percent; WaUace*. 0.3 
percent; others *, 1.6 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primary date: Sept. 19. 
Filing deadline: .July 11. 
Yoter re!,istrat ion deadline: Aug. 19. 

• 


Nebraska 

PRESIO£:NTlAL 

Primary date: May 9. 
Filing deadline: March 10. 
Voter registration deadline: April 28. 
Type of primary: ~OIl·binding. closed presidential 

preference poll; election of delegates who may be 
pledged to candidates: pledged delegates bound for two 
ballots, 'unless candidate receh'es less than 3.') percent of 
vote or releases delegates; other. delegates not bound; 
\l.Tite-in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: ~ot required; may withdraw 
by March 10; secretary of state places candidates' 
names on ballot. 

!'lumber 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, 51.7 percent; 
Mc<;arthy, 31.2 percent; Humphrey", 7;4 percent; John­
son, 5.6 percent; Nixon*, 1.7 percent; Reagan", 
1.2 percent; \\·allace". 0.8 percent; Rockefeller"', 
0.3 percent; others*, 0.1 percent. 

1968 Republican results: ?\ixon. 70 percent; Reagan, 
21.3 percellt; Rockefeller", 5.1 percent; Stassen, 1.3 
percent; McCarthy*, 0.8 percent; Americus Liberator, 0.7 
percent; Kennedy", 0..1 percent; \\'allace*, 0.3 percent; 
Humphrey", 0.1 percent. 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE 

Primary date: :\1ay 9. 
Filing deadline: March 10, 
Voter registration deadline: April 28. 

New Hampshire 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary date: March 7. 
Filing deadline: .Jan. 6. 
Voter registration deadline: March I, large towns; 

:.\larch 6, small towns. 
Type of primary: !'lon-binding, closed presidential 

preferel)ce poll: election of delegates who may be 
pledged. fa\'orable to candidates or unpledged; pinding 
on pledged delegates until released; write-in votes al­
lowed. 

Candidate consent: RequireQ. 
;';umber of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)-all 

congressional district delegates elected in primary; 
14 R (14 alternates)-four congre,sional district dele: 
gates. 10 at· large delegates elected in primary. 

1968 Democratic results: .Johnson*. ·t9,4 percentj 
McCarthy; 42.2 percent; !'lixon *, 4.6 percent; Kennedy·, 
1.1 percent: Rockefeller", OA percent; Wallace", '.0.4 
pert'ent; others". 1.9 percent. 

1968 Republican results: ~ixon. 77.6 percent: 
Rockl'l"eller", 10.8 percent; :\IcCarthy". 5.3 percent; 
Johnson * • 1.7 percent; Romney. 1.7 percent; Heagan*.· 
0.3 percent; others*, 2.6 percent. 
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Political Report - 4 . 
CONGRESSIONAL STATE Voter registration deadline: Oct~ 2, 1971. 

Type of primary: Non-binding, closed election of 
Primary date: Sept. 12. unpledged ddegates; write-in votes allowed when dele­
Filing deadline: .July 1:1. gate is unopposed. 
Voter registrat ion deadline: Sept. 6, large towns; Candidate consent: Candidates' names do not ap-

Sept. 11, small towns. pear on baUot. . 
Number of delegates: 278 D (120 alternates I-all 

New Jersey congressional district delegates elected in primary: 88 
R (88 alternatesl-78 congressional district delegates 

PRESIDENTIAL elected in primary, 10 at-large delegates chosen by 
Republican State Central Committee. 

Primary date: June 6. 
Filing deadline: April 27. CONGRESSIONAL, STATE 
Voter registration deadline: April Zi. 
Type of primary: ~on-billdin~, closed presidential Primary date: .June 20. 

preference poll; election of delegates who may be pledged Filing deadline: May 4. 

to candidates; \\Tite-in votes allowed. Voter regi..'ltrat ion deadline: Oct. 2, 1971. 


Candidate consent: Not required: may withdraw by 

May 3; candidate's supporters may submit a petition North Carolina 

for him without his permission. 


PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARYNumber of delegates: 109 D (63 alternates)-all 

elected in primary; 40 R (40 alternates)-30 congres­


\ Primary date: May 6.sional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates elected 
Filing deadlihe: March 7.in primary. 
Voter registration deadline: April 7. 

( 1968 Democrat ic results: McCarthy*. 40.5 percent; 
Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll. Kennedy", 35.2 perc,!nt; Humphrey*, 22.8 per.cer:tt; John­

binding on delegates for one ballot; \\Tite-in votes notson", 1.5 percent. • 
allowed.1968 Republican results: ':-';ixon", 83.4 percent; Rocke­

Candidate consent: Req'uired; state board of elec­feller * , 13.4 percent; Reagan *, 3.2 percent. 
tions places candidates' names on ballot; must submit 

CONGRESSIONAL STATE filing fee. 
Number of delegates: 64 D (42 alternatesl--I8 

Primary date: .June 6. congressional' district delegates chosen at district con­
Filing deadline: April 27. ventions, 14 at-large delegates chosen by state com'en­
Voter registration deadline: April 27. tion, two automatic delegates (national committeeman. 


.committeewoman); 32 R. (32 alternates,....,..22 con~e:;-
New Mexico sional district delegates chosen by district conventions. 


10 at-large delegates chosen by state com·ention.PRESIDENTIAL . 

CONGRESSIONAL. STATEPrimary date: .June 6. 

Filing deadline: :\1 arch 15. 
 Primary date: May 6; runoff .June 3. 
Voter registration deadline: April 25. Filing deadline: Feb. 21. 

. Type of primary: Closed presidential preference poll. Voter registration deadline: April 7. 
binding on delegates for one ballot; write-in \'otes not 

allowed. 
 Ohio 

Candidate consent: Required; state nominating 

committee places candidates' names on ballot; must sub· PRE SIDENTIAl 

mit filing fee. 


Primary date: M,ay 2.l'umber of delegates: 20 D (18 alternates)-all 
Filing deadline: Feb. 2.chosen by state col1\'ent ion; 14 R (14 alternatesl-four 
Voter registration deadline: April 2.congressional district delegates cho,"en by district cau­
Type of primary: :-':on- hind ing, closed elect ion of('uses, 10 at-large delegates chosen by state convention. 

delegates who specify their first and second candidate 
choices; write-in votes not allowed. CONQ,RESSIONAl, STATE 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Primary date: .June 6. Num ber of delegates: 153 D CiB alternates )-1 Vj 
Filing deadline: April 4. con1,'fessional district delegates, 38 at-large delegates 

elected in primary; 56 R (.')6 alternates ,-46 congres­Voter registration deadline: April 25. 
sional district delegates. 10 at-large delegates eleCled 
in primary. New York 

1968 Democratic results: 125 delegates pledged to 
PRESIDENTIAL Sen. Stephen M. Young, a fan)l'ite-son candidate. and nne 

delegate pledged tn Kennedy elected. 
Primar... date: .June 20. 1968 Republiran fl',mIts: 55 delegate;; pledged to Go\'. 
Filing deadline: \lay -I. James A. Hhndes. a fa\'orite-son candidate. elected; one 

delegate pledged to Harold Stassen elected by default. 
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CONG RESSIONAL, STATE 	 Wallace*, 4.0 percent: Johnson*, 3.6 percent; :\ixon*, 0.5 
percent; Rockefeller*, 0.3 percent: Reagan", 0.1 percent; 

Primary date: :\-lay 2. others*. 0.4 percent. 
Filing deadline: Feb. 2. 1968 Republican results: ::-\ixon*. 59.4 percent; 
Voter regil'trat ion deadline: April 2. Rockefeller * . 18.:3 percent; l\lcCarthy*, 6.5 percent; 

Wallace*, 4.6 percent;l<ennedy*. 3.6 percent: Reagan*, 
2.8 percent: Humphrey*, 1.6 percent; Johnson*, 1.1Oregon 
percent; Gov. Raymond P. Shafer*. 0.4 percent; others·. 
1.7 percent. 

PRESIDENTIAL 

CONGRESSIONAl, STATE 
Primary date: May 23, 

Filing deadline: March 14. 
 Primary date: April 25.
Voter re!,[istration deadline: April 22, Filing deadline: Feb. 15. 
Type' of primary: Closed presidential preference poll. Voter registration deadline: March 6. 

binding on deleg-ates for two ballots unless candidate 

releases them or he receives less. than 35 percent of 
 Rhode Island t 

convention \'ote; election of delegates who may be 

pledged to candidates; write-in \'otes allowed, 
 PRESIDENTIAL

Candidate consent: ::-\ot required; no withdqnval; 

secretary of state places candidates' names on ballot. . 
 Primary date: April 11. 

~umber of delegates: 34 D (27 alternates)-32 con· Filing deadline: .Jan. 31. 
gressional district delegates elected in primary. twor' Voter registration deadline: Feb. 11. 
automiltic delegates (national committeeman. commit­ Type of primary: ~on-binding. closed presiden­
teewoman); 18 R (18 alternatesl-14 congressional dis­ tial preference poll; election of delegates who may be 
trict delegates elected in primary. four automatic dele­ pledged to a candidate: pledged delegates bound for one 
gates (national committeeman. committeewoman. state ballot: write-in \'otes not allowed. 
party chairman. \'ice chairman). Candidate consent: Required. 

1968 Democratic results: McCarthy. 44.1 percent; l"umber of delegates: 22 D (21 alternatesl-all at­
Kennedy. 38.1 percent; Johnson. 12.1 percent; Hum­ farge delegates elected in primary: eight R (eight
phrey·, 3.3 percent; ::-\ixon·, 0.8 percent; Reagan·, 0.8 alternates)-all at-large delegates elected in primary. 
percent; Rockefeller·. 0.8 percent. . 


1968 Republican' results: ~ixon. 65.1 percent; 
 CONGRESSIONAL. STATE 
Reagan. 20.4 percent: Rockefeller * , 11.6 percent; Mc­
Carthy·, 2.3 percent; Kennedy*, 0.6 percent. Primary date: Sept. 12. 

Filing deadline: June 30. 
CONGRESSIONAl, STATE Voter registration deadline: July 14. 

South DakotaPrimary date: May 23. 

Filing deadline: ~-larch 14. 
 PRESIDENTIAL
Voter registration deadline: April 22. 

Primary date: June 6.Pennsylvania Filing deadline: April 21. 

Voter registration deadline: May 22.


PRESIDENTIAL Type of primary: Closed election of slates of dele­
gates who may be pledged to a candidate; pledged dele­

Primary date: April 25. gates bound for three ballots: write-in \'otes not allowed. 
-Filing deadline: Feb. 15. Candidate consent: Hequired. 
Voter re::ristration deadline: March 6. Number of delegates: 20 D (17 alternates)-all at­
Type of primary: Closed. non-binding presidential large delegates e(ectfd in primary; 14 R (14 alter­

preference poll; elect ion of delegates who may be pledged natesl-four congressional district delegates. 10 at-large 
to candidates: Democratic pledged candidates bound delegates elected in primary.
for one ballot: Republican delegates not bound; write­ 1968 Democratic results: Kennedy slate, 49.5 per­
in votes allowed. cent; Johnson slate, 30.1 percent; McCart hy slate, 20.4 

Candidate consent: Required. ­ percent.
::-\umber of delegates: 182 D (88 alternatesl-137 1968 Republican results: Nixon slate. 100 percent.

state senatorial district delegates elected in primary, 

'27 at -large delegates chosen by elected delegates. 18 . CONGRESSIONAl, STATE 

at-larue deleuates chosen bv state committee: 60 R (60

altern~tes)-50 congression~l district delegates elected Primary date: June 6. 

in primary. 10 at-Iar;::e delegates chosen by I:;tate com­ Filing deadline: April 21. 

mittee. . Voter reJ,!il:;tration deadline: May 22. 


1968 Democrat ic results: !\1cCart hy. 71.6 percent; '2" hill ix f)l'ndinx tn thr Rhndf' {,fund 1~('J.:i..Ja/tJrt I'j {'hanJ!~ ,",·mr tlr Ih~ P""p. 

Kfnnedy*. 10.9 percent; Humphrey*, 8.7 percent: 	 ('('durf'" rt'latll1.t: (II Ih(' pr,'",d."nrw/ primary. If r/'lf' hiU "-="''',,. Ill(' prr~ldl'n',ol fin, J~ 
n' 'rill bt' hdd 1m Alo)' 2:j Gild t;Cmdldaft'... crill bi! t 'lJfcd fin thr ball,,/ b., r1t" 

Rhlldt' J.. :rmd :-.tTrUory (i~ta{(' 
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Tennessee,1 

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 recei\'es less than 20 percent of com'ention vote 
or releases delegates; write-in \'otes allowed. 

Candidate consent: :'\ot required; no specific with­
arawal date; secretary of state places candidates' names 
on ballot. 

:'\umber of delegates: 49 D (35 alternatesl-39 
congressional district delegates chosen by district con­
ventions, 10 at-large delegates chosen bv state conven­
tion; 26 R (26 alternatesl-16 congrissional district­
delegates chosen by district convent ions, 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: ~lav 9. 
Filing deadline: F~b. 5. 
Voter registration deadline: April' 8. 
Type of primary: ;'\on-binding, closed presidential 

preference poll; election of unpledcred deleo-ates' write-
in votes allowed. "" , 

Candidate consent: Required. 
Number of delegates: 35 D (28 alternatesl-26 

congressional district delegates, nine at-large dele­
gates elected in primary; 18 R (18 alternatesl-eight 
congressional district delegates, 10 at-large delegates 
elected in primary, 

1968 Democratic, Republican results: ):0 candi­
dates entered either party's preference poll. Uncom­
mitted slates were elected. 

CONGRESSIONAL, STATE 

Primary date: Mav 9. 
Filing deadline: F~b, 5. 
Voter registralion deadline: April 8. 

Wisconsin 

PRESIDENTIAL 

Primary datE': April 4. 
Filing deadline: :'.Iarch 7. 
Voter registration deadline: ~Iarch 15. ;\Iilwaukee; 

:'.Iarch :2:2. resl of state, 
Type 01 prim,u,): Open president ;a; piel'ercnce 

poll. hinding on deleg-ates for one vote or until candi­
datE' rel('a,,('s them or rec('i\'e,; Ic~s than one-third of con­

. ) T,'nn. ".'1'\ IJrP'I(ln date fund ('ITI" .~·(,,·t!r(\ at! r~rh"r r"!!.~nj datt"} nlO\ ht' 
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vention vote; election of slates of delegates who may be 
pledged to a candidate: write-in votes allowed. 

Candidate consent: ;";ot required; may withdraw 
by Feb. 29; 11-member commission places candidates' 
names on ballot. 

Number of delegates: 67 D (44 alternatesl-56 
congressional district delegates, 11 at-large delegates 
e~ected ~n primary; 28 R (28 alternates)-18 congres­
slOnal dlstrIct delegates chosen bv district caucuses 10 
at-large delegates chosen by state c~m·ention. ' 

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: ~L"on. 79.7 percent; 
Reagan, 10.4 percent; Stassen, lOA percent; Rockefeller"', 
1.6 percent; Romney"', 0.4 percent; Wallace"', 0.1 per­
cent; Kennedy"', .06 percent; "~one," 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: :\lail, July 23; in per­

son, Aug. 8. 
Number of delegates: 20 D (10 alternates)-selection 

procedure not yet decided; 12 R (12 alternatesl-all at­
large delegates chosen by state convention. 

Arizona 

Primary date: Sept. 12. 
Filing deadline: Julv 13. 
Voter registration d~adline: July 11. 
Number of delegates: ~5 D (23 alternatesl-19 con­

~essional district delegates chosen by district caucuses. 
SIX at-large delegates chosen by state convention: 18 R 
(18 alternatesl-eight congressional district delegates 
chosen by district conventions, 10 at-large delegates 
chosen by st<:,te convention. 

Colorado 

Primary date: Sept. 12, 
Filing deadline: July :28. 
Voter registration deadline: Aug. 11. 
Number of delegates: :36 D (23 alt('rnatesl-s-elE'ction 

procedure not yet decided; 20 R (:20 alternates)-l0 con­
gn'ssional di~trict delegates chosen by districl convenlions, 
10 at-large dE'legates cho,;en by state convention . 
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TALKING PAPER - ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Has there been a mail campaign for Democratic write-ins in 

Florida? 

Was there one in New Hampshire? ~'O 

It's important that we build the impbrtance of Democratic support 

in the 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 


3/7/72 




3. 

TH E WHITE HOUSE~-
WASHINGTON 

March 7, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: L. HIGBY L 
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. 

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 PENNSV\..VANIA AVENUE, N.w 

March 22, 1972wASHINGTON. 0, C, 20006 

(202) 333·0920 

,eONFIDEN'fIAt. 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the 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 ~hich 4,059,807 were 
registered to vote. Of the total population, 26.6% 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 11%, 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 27% 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 1mV' 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 is a map showing Congressional districts.) 

Congressme:l 	 1968 Presidential Vote* 

1970 % RN HRR GCW 

1st 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 Edwarc Hutchinson (R) 61.9 -90,599 55,196 20,422 
5th Geralc Ford (R) 61.5 94,435 67,946 12,845 
6th C. Chcmberlain (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. VaLder 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 
14th LucieL Redzi (D) 70.0 59,930 96,737 20,717 
15th Hillia.'11 Ford (D) 80.• 0 59,930 93,045 27,022 
16th John Dinge11 (D) 78.2 47,202 95,603 20,268 
17th Martha Griffiths (D) 79.7 43,432 106,860 17,695 
18th l'lillicm Broomf ie1d (R) 64.5 55,093 102,817 17,150 
19 th J ack }~cDonald (R) 58.5 100,114 84,889 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 (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 Wa11~ce. 
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 

Due to the fact that the Democratic majorities in many of the major 
counties were so large in 1968 and the overall trend in Michigan so 
Democratic, the state originally looked very difficult for 1972. 
However, more recent survey tnformation 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 are~s. 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 }larch 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 sureiy be a 
close general election. 

Our objectives in the primary are as follows: 

1. Defeat McCloskey by an impressive margin. 

2. Recruit key personnel and a ~adre 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 

2. Appearances in the state by pro-Administration speakers 

3. T~rgeted 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. Volunteers yill be recruited and utilized 
in the Volunteer Commitment program. This will provide a cadre of 
volunteers for the General Election. 

Recommendation 

That you approve the state organizational activity plan as outlined above. 

Approve_________ DisapprQve_________ _ Comment 

2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers - Well known 

Administration speakers ,.;ill 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. 




----------------------

OONFIDENTIAL - 5 ­

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. 

Comment,__________________________Approve______~__ Disapprove__________ 

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 al..ong these various groups. A more detailed 
plan for the voter bloc activities will be presented at a later date. 
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Tab C 

COMMITTEE FOR TH.E RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1101 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N W 

WASHINGTON. D C 20006 

(202.\ 333.0920 March 23, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

THROUGH: JEBS. MAGRUDER 

FROM: ROBERT MORGAN 

SUBJtCT: Michigan Direct Mail Program 

In the meeting on Saturday, March 18, 1972, with the Michigan 
Committee for the Re-2lection 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 sifuilar 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 \1ill 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 certif~cate 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 PREEIDENT 

170t PENNSYt..VA.NIA A.VENUE. N <N 

WASHINGTON. O. C. 20006 March 23, 1972 
(202) 333"0920 

, CONFIDENTL\L 

MEMORANDUH FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL 

FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER 

SUBJECT: Operating Plan for the Massachusetts Primary 

The Massachusetts Primary election will b~ 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 Congre~sional 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 5,630,2~4. 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 ~ignificant number of French 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 3ackground 

The total voting registration in Hassachusetts is 2,628,581. There are 
1,135,103 (43%) Democrats, 547,393 (21%) Republicans and 946,085 (36%) 
Independents. }[ost 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 bOe 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 Decocrats with a 178 to 62 ratio in the House and a 30 to 10 
margin in the Senate. Democrats also outnumber Republicans in the 
Congressic~al delegation by an 8 to 4 ratio. A listing of Congressmen 
follows: (Tab A is a map of Massachusetts showing Congressional districts). 

http:PENNSYt..VA
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1968 Presidential Vote* 
Congressmen .1970 % RN HHH GCl'" 

1st Silvio O. 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 Harold Donohue (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. O'Neill (D) un. 32,246 119,205 5,547 
9th L.D. Hicks (D) 59.2 18,194 93,954 7,555 

10th Mar~aret Heckler (R) 57.0 80,088 122,626 6,863 
11th Jall'es 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 Hassachusetts. In 1968, 
Humphrey carried the state with 63% (1,469,218); Nixon received 
33% (766,844); and Wallace took 4% (87,088). In 1960, Kennedy re­
ceived 60% (1,4S7,174) and Nixon, 40% (976,750). 

In the 1968 election, Humphrey carried all t~.,relve 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 

Altnough 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 HCC1oskey's 
residual forces surface in a strong effort to embarass the 
President, 
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Planned Activities 

The Primary campaign plan which follows was developed in coordination 
with representatives of Secretary Volpe, Secretary Richardson, Senator 
Brooke, Governor Sargent and Bob Hahn, state G.O.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 ~~omen I 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 tha t ,,,ould 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 
members 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 ~resident 
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. 	 Youth Campaign Activities 

Over 200 of the young people who were involved in our New Hampshire 
campaign reside in Hassachusetts. 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 
~-----------------------

C-GNEI.DENTIAL 
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COMMITTEE FOR 1 HE RE·ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 

1701 P£NNSVL.VANrA. AVENUE. N.W. 

WASHINGTQN. O. C. 2.0006 

(2021 333·0920 March 21, 19'72 

.cONF:rn~lTlAL 

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 e~eption 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 (2.4%). 


Political Background 


The Republican Party in Oregon has had a relatively successful 

record. In th~ last 25 years, Repub1ieans 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. 
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The four Congressional seats are divided evenly between Democrats 
and Republicans. A brief description of the 'Congressional Districts 
follows. (Tab A) 

1st District - Republican - Wenda11 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 - A1 Ullman - This district includes the 
s~arse1y populated eastern two-thirds of the state. 

3rd District - Democrat - Edith Green - This district includes most" 
of the city of Portland and the eastern suburbs. 

4th District - Republican - John De11enback - 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 
certainl,,~'Wa~ not ~(~strong Republican 'showing. Hatfield won with 
only 51.7% 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 run. 

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 • 
. 

Presidential 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 
s!rongest 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. 
Mu1tnomah, the county in which Portland is, is by far the largest 
county and gave Nixon 26.1% 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 Democ~atic candidate. 

The five counties which gave Nixon the largest raw vote plurality 
are as follows: 

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 

. ,\ 
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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 50% of the vote, and only in Coos and Columbia did 
Nixon receive 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 

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 campaigns, 
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 attempt 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 Generai Election. This is 
particularly critical in light of the problems within the 
Republican Party in Oregon. 
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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 contempla~ed: 

1. "State Organizational Activity 

'2. Appearance in the State by Pro-Administration Speakers 

3. Targeted Telephone Operation 

4. Contingent Plan for Radio Advertisi~g 

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 vis-it the state on behalf of the President. At the request 
of the Oregon Committee, the state will not be flooded with 
speakers. No rally activity is planned at this time. If 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 Speaker 

February 25 Republican Party Dorchester 
Conference, Lincoln City 

Sec. Richardson 

April 15-25 Girl Scout Council, Fund 
Raising Event 

(Invitation Pending) 

May 5 Oregon Cattlemen's Associatio
Pendleton 

q, Sec. Butz 
(Invitation Pending) 

May 6 Ad-}~n of the Year B~nquet, 
Portland 

Mr. Klein 
(Invitation Pending) 

May 10 Oregon Federation of 
Republican Women, Medford 

Sec. Butz­
(Invitation Pending) 

Date Open: 

Early May Republican State Central 
Committee, Fund Raising 
Dinner, Portland 

Senator Goldwater 
(Invitation Pending) 

Lane County Republican 
Central Committee, Fund 
Raising Dinner, Eugene 

Sec. Romney 
Sec. Peterson 

-Recommendation 

That you approve the program for surrogate speakers as outlined above. 

Approve__________ Disapprove__________ Comment 



-------------------
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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 

T~t you agree that we should not use a targeted telephone operation. 

Comment__________________Approve~________ Disapprove__________ 

4 •. Cgntingent 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 ~ontingent radio 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 

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 

Approve__________ Disapprove__________ Comment 

~FIDENTIAI. 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT 


MEMORANDUM 
...coNFIDENTIAL 

TO: Mr. Peter H. Dailey & Mr. Phillip Joanou Copy to: 

FROM: Clifford A. Miller Jeb S. 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 
~n 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 writte~ 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. 

, . 

bcc: Mr. John N. Mitchell 
~r. Gordon Strachan 
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