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MEMORANDUM

TO: RN June 26, 1972
FROM: JPS

I. Democratic Situation

The Democrats are on the verge of providing us with
a magnificent opportunity by nominhating a Presidential
candidate whom a majority of their party does not want. 1In
the name of "reform", the Democrats have allowed the control of
their party to pass into the hands of an ultra liberal,
activist minority which is unrepresentative of any of the former
factions of the old coalition, (Southerﬂ Democrats, labor,
ethnics and minorities). ‘

The key to taking advantage of the situation does not
involve labeling McGovern as an ultra-liberal, however. Keeping
in mind that the extra votes which we will be aiming for are
people who have voted Democratic automatically most of their
lives, the wrong thing to do would be to group McGovern as a
liberal and us as conservatives; most Democrats still feel
"liberal" is a good word.

Although he will attempt to hide his strategy, McGovern
will wage a large state campaign (Massachusetts, Connecticut,
Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio,
Michigan, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Washington,
Oregon and Célifornia) which would yield just enough electoral

votes to win (276). Additional states where he will make an



effort are Maryland, West Virginia, Hawaii, Alaska, North
Dakota and South Dakota (31 electoral votes). The rest of the
country he will concede. It is important for us to keep this
in mind in planning our own strategy since it will mean that
we will have the capability of concentrating our own finances,
strategy and organizational talents in the few states which he
means to contest.

On the Vice Presidency, I still think he will choose some
one from a large state which we carried in 1968 (California,
Illinois, Ohio or New Jersey). The possibilities here are
rather limited (Tunney, Stevenson and Gilligan) and the
stronéest possibility would be Stevenson. His other possible
approach would be to select some one who would be pleasing to
organized labor but there doesn't seem to be any obvious choice
in this regard. I doubt seriously if Senator Kennedy would
accept a Vice Presidential nomination. Abe Ribicoff might have
some attraction because of his following in the Jewish and Black
communities but he would not run well in the mid-West where
McGovern needs desperately to win. Most of the other non-Southern
Senators and Governors are not well enough known, would not take
it or are too battle scarred.

It would be a mistake to feel that we are looking ahead
to a victory of Goldwater purportions since (1) the press will
help McGovern to look more reasonable than Goldwater did and
(2) the McGovern people, different from Goldwater, realize that
they must move toward the center in order to win. We, however,

can keep the press honest if we go about it correctly.



IT. Strategy Against McGovern

In most incumbent races the incumbent has most of the
advantages and only one disadvantage — to a certain extent
he is on the defensive since his non-incumbent opponent is
constantly alleging a failure to perform adequately in office.
We have a unique opportunity to remove this one advantage of
non-~incumbency from McGovern.

A. Intra-Party Disagreements

Over the next few weeks, both before and after the
Democratic convention, Huﬁphrey, Muskie, Jackson and
others can be counted upon to disagree pointedly and
often with many of McGovern's stands. We should

do nothing to interrupt this process since the most

damning criticism against any man are the words of

people in his own varty. Any criticism of his stands

which come from us during this period will harm the

credibility of our disagreements against him in the

fall. If we can succeed in making the same criticisms
of McGovern which Democrats are used to hearing from
other Democratsg, we'll have made a great stride toward
gaining the support of many Democratic voters in the
fall.

B. Labels and Personalities v/v The Issues

In most Presidential elections there really are no
issues which are clear enough for the people to under=-
stand since both candidates are trying to seek the votes
of a broad center of the populace and usually agree in
principal on the larger issues in foreign and domestic

policy. Therefore, in past elections, so called issue



debates have degenerated into a difference of means to
accomplish agreed upon ends, which leave the voter in a
state of confusion and force him to make his choice on
the basis of personality, philosophical label or party
loyalty.
A McGovern candidacy represents a rather drastic

difference of opinion about ends, both in foreign and
domestic policy. We therefore have the opportunity, if

we can discipline ourselves to stick to the differences

in ends between the two candidates, to wage a campaign

based solely on the issues. The more we stray from this

discipline and rely on personality, philosophical labels,

or fear tactics, the more we give McGovern, with the

cooperation of the press, the chance to represent that

he is not as bad as we say he is, that we are unfairly

characterizing him and we lose the value of the obvious

difference that exists between RN and McGovern on ends.

C. Scheduling

RN should ignore the fact that there is an election
campaign going on. Some large rallies and public appear-
ances can be scheduled in October but as much as possible
it should appear that RN is too busy with the affairs of
state to pay too much attention to the election. The
Vice Presidential candidate on the other hand should have
an extremely full schedule starting the day after Labor

Day. He should attack McGovern on the issues every day

demanding answers to questions raised by McGovern's
programs to redistribute wealth, guarantee income, cut

defense spending, etc. The Vice President should have



"a-question-a-day" for George McGovern which will
create constant pressure on him to start answering the
charges of the Vice President. If this is done correctly,
the Vice President will be on the news each day with his
new question, McGovern will be forced to spend much of
his time answering our charges and little attacking the
Administration and, since his answers will never quite
catch up with the guestions, we will be constantly
raising new doubts about him in the minds of the voters.
Some original thinking should go into formulating these
questions so that we can use the most damaging ones with
the proper timing to keep the emotions of the campaign
at a high pitch and be sure to create hard news every
day. Some attention should be given to rifle-shotting
many of these questions to appeai to Jews, the laboring
man and Catholic ethnics: Of course, the guestions
should be used to keep the Democrats divided on the
issues.

Once again, the Vice President should never refer
to liberals or conservatives or use trick phrases to
characterize McGovern as a radical. We are after
normally Democratic voters who will begin to feel sorry
for their party if they feel we are being underhanded
or unfair in our criticism.

D. Organizational Programs

Special efforts should be made to isolate and inform
the conservative Democratic vote in all the states where

McGovern will concentrate his campaign. In Michigan, for



e t

instance, this consigts of the laboring and ethnic vote
in and around Wayne County which supported George Wallace
in the primary. In the other states it will involve a
much more agressive campaign in the large cities than we
have ever waged before. The Vice President should be
seen in union halls and at ethnic picnics and outings
which the Democrats are used to attending. If we can

go over the heads of the labor leaders to their con-
stituency, at the very least, McGovern will have to spend
a great deal of time trying to recapture votes which a
Democrat normally gets by default.

E. Helping the Remainder of the Ticket

If we can succeed in grabbing the initiative, thereby
placing McGovern on the defensive during the first weeks
of the campaign, many Democrats,eespecially in those
states outside McGovern's projected target areas, will
lose interest in the top of the ticket and devote most
of their attention to saving Gubernatorial, Senatorial
and Congressional seats. This will happen quite swiftly
in the South and, later, on a state by state basis in the
smaller states in the middle and far west. Of course
all of our candidates in these areas should be reminded
to run against McGovern (and not their opponent) but in
aid of their success we should: (1) see that we adequately
coordinate the guestions which we will be asking of McGovern
with local candidates so that they may use them to embarrass
their opponents:; (2) coordinate all local efforts to ask
voters to vote the straight Nixon ticket in order to preempt

the predictable ticket spliting efforts by the Democrats;



(3) coordinate advertising efforts to include the names
of local candidates on billboards and T.V. spots. While
the Vice Presidential candidate will be useful in trying
to convert labor and ethnic votes in the larger states,
he should also be used to assist the local candidates in
areas where we can make some headway.

III. General Observations and Summary

We can place McGovern on the defensive by sticking to
the "ends" differences between Nixon and McGovern. This battle
should be carried by the Vice Preéidential candidate without use
of name calling, philosophical labels or sheer fear tactics.
McGovérn should be confronted with a '"question-a-day" and forced
to answer on the substance of his proposals.

If this strategy is successful, it will result in (1) hard
political news on a daily basis; (2) continued division among
Democratic politicians and voters; (3) a continuing conflict
between the Republican Vice Presidential candidate and McGovern
which will keep RN above the battle in a statesman-like position
and (4) a failure on McGovern's part ever to successfully bring
criticism to bear on the Nixon Administration.

One general observation: in 1968 we spent a tremendous
amount of money on television advertising, much of which was
unproductive and even boring by the end of the campaign. There
is no doubt that the value of political advertising is suspect
these days since the voters are unwilling to believe selfserving
statements of any kind from the candidates themselves. The
"question-a-day" approach mentioned above is intended to guarantee

daily news coverage on the 6 o'clock news shows which still is of



great value because such coverage comes from an objective source.
I would hope to some degree, if the "question-a-day" method is
successful, we could tailor much of our spot advertising to
those questions which seem to provoke the most interest among
the electorate. The value in this approach is to first interest
the voters from an objective source (the 6 o'clock news) and
then reiterate the most telling points by our advertising. By
first testing these items through the news media we gain credi-
bility for each point and then can properly select which we

should drum home through spot advertising.



Committee for the Re-election of the President
MEMORANDUM June 8, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. ROBERT C. MARDIAN
FROM: ROBERT C. ODLE, JR.
SUBJECT: Finance Guidelines for State Chairmen

A

Pursuant to our agreement in the meeting with Mr. Mitchell earlier
this week I have revised the suggested guidelines for state chair-
men and am submitting them to you and the other political coordi-
nators for your joint review and possible revision. I would suggest
the following course of action: (a) joint review by the five poli-
tical coordinators and Fred LaRue; (b) review and approval by Mr.

- Stans; {c) final approval by Mr. Mitchell; and, (d) transmission to
the state chairmen.

In revising the guidelines I have consulted closely with our counsel
Glenn Sedam, and Finance's counsel and treasurer, Gordon Liddy and
Hugh Sloan. All of us are in agreement and Gordon and Hugh believe
that the attached represents Mr. Stans' thinking as well,

The following comments on each may be helpful:

POLICY FOR CONTRIBUTIONS

This is Mr. Stans' exact wording. I see no problem here.

-

-
POLICY FOR CAMPAIGN MATERIALS

1. We all, I think, agree here.

2. The suggested budgetary allocations for the states and the per-
centages have been submitted by November Group, based on electoral
votes and 1968 patterns. Basically, we have deducted 15% from the
$1.5 million in the national budget and apportioned that sum among
the states. The 15% would be a reserve. You may wish to change
both the figures for the states and the percentage formula.

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL




ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

- .

As you will note I have suggested the insertion of a line which
would allow one of the five national pelitical coordinators to
change the percentage of a state upon application by the state.

3. This language was suggested by Mr. Stans. in a budget com-
mittee meeting. Instead, however, of talking about the proceeds
of a sale as a budget supplement I talked about what could be
done with the proceeds, i.e., order more materials., Sloan and
Liddy seemed to agree with this.

4. 1 am suggesting 807 of the materials be in bumperstickers,
literature, etc., as opposed to jewelry, unless the political
coordinator decides otherwise. November Group agrees with the
807% figure.

5. Political coordinator added, per Mr. Flemming's suggestion.
6. Rewritten per Mr. Mitchell's suggestion.

9, This will make things easier. The catalog will quote prices
which include postage and handling. Unfortunately, the catalog

won't be available until the first part of July.

POLICY FOR LOCAL STOREFRONTS

©

Our job here was to let the state chairmen know that storefronts
outside the state budgets which might be programmed by a state
were illegal; while at the same time not discouraging them from
allowing their local and county groups to have them if they are
genuinely local in nature. Perhaps you'll want to rework some
of the language here. This is one area where the additional
funds spent, i.e., the money spent on the storefronts, is not a
permissible addition to the state budget since theoretically
this is not a state, but a local, activity.

POLICY FOR SPEAKERS AND SURROGATES

1. Political events. The point we wish to make here is that the
sponsor pays unless the sponsor is a state re-elect committee., If
it is, and if 1701 has sent in the speaker for its own purposes,
then we pay. If, on the other hand, 1701 is responding to a re-
quest for a speaker, the state pays. Monies a state raises in
such cases constitute a permissible amendment to a state budget.

2. TFund raising events. You may wish to leave this out. This
has, however, been approved previously by Mr. Stans.

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL



ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

- :

3. Official events. There was an objection to the manner in which
this was previously.stated at the meeting with Mr. Mitchell., Perhaps
this new language will avoid the problem mentioned in the meeting.

4. Nonpartisan events. This language was also modified.

cct Mr. Harry S. Flemming
Mr. Allan G. Kaupinen
Mr. Fred LaRue
Mr. Jeb 8. Magruder
Mr. Donald Mosiman
Dr. Clayton Yeutter

.,b€€? Mr. Gordon C. Strachan

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONTFIDENTIAL




POLICY FOR CONTRIBUTIONS

The new Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 requires that no committee
may solicit or receive contributions or make expenditures on behalf of a
candidate for Federal office, such as the President, without specific

authorization in writing from the candidate. The President has delegated
the power to give such authorization to the Chairman and Treasurer of the

Finance Committee to Re-elect the President, who are Maurice H. Stans and
Hugh W. Sloan, Jr.

It is vital under the law that all money matters be coordinated closely
with the Finance Committee to Re-elect the President in Washington. We
bring this matter to your attention promptly in order that all persons
working for ,the re-election of the President not inadvertently violate
the new Federal law in their zeal to help the campaign. Fund raising and
disbursing cannot take place without specific authorization,

The best practical way to handle the problem is to contact Mr. Hugh W.
Sloan, Jr., Treasurer of the Finance Committee to Re—elect the President,
prior to any attempt to raise funds in & manner in any way connected

T~ Tu R

EYS L
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~

The following is a formal statement dealing with this legal provision in
more detail.

The President has by letter of May 18, 1972, to Mr. Maurice H. Stans,
Chairman of the Finance Committee to Re~elect the President, delegated to
him (or his Treasurer, for him) the power to authorize committees to
solicit and receive contributions on behalf of the President's candidacy.

As a result of the President's action, it is unlawful under the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 (Public Law 92-225) for any group not autho-
rized in writing by Mr. Stans or his Treasurer, Hugh W. Sloan, Jr., to
solicit or receive contributions on behalf of the candidacy of the Presi-
dent for re-election, unless it places a notice on the face or front page
of all literature and advertisements published in connection with the
President's campaign by such committee, or on its behalf, stating that the
committee is not authorized by the President and that the President is not
responsible for the activities .of such committee,



POLICY FOR CAMPAIGN MATERIALS

The budgeting and financing of campaign materials (brochures, leaflets,
bumper stickers, pins, etc.) is to be handled as follows:

1.

3.

State operating budgets submitted to the National Committee for the
Re-election of the President should not include funds for campaign
materials.

A separate budgetary allocation from the national committee's budget

for such materials will be made and each state chairman will be able

to draw against that allocation. The budgetary allocation for the state
of is § in campaign materials.

These materials cannot be ordered all at.once but in stages according
to the following formula:

- Up tg 20% from July 15 until August 15;
- Up to 50% from August 25 until September 15;

- Up to 90% from September 16 to October 15; ‘and

~ 100%Z by November 4.

This formula may however be altered on application of the state chair-
man by the national political coordinator who has responsibility for
the state.

Any money a state committee makes from the sale of the above materials
may be used to purchase additional materials beyond the budgetary allo-
cation mentioned above. However, all proceeds from the sale of campaign
materials must be turned over to the treasurer of the state Nixon finance
committee. The November Group would then honor a check from the state
treasurer for additional materials beyond those allowed by the state's
budgetary allocation. In other words, the more money a state makes

from the sale of materials received under its budgetary allocation,

the more materials it can order from the proceeds of the sales.

It is the responsibility of the state chairman to evaluate priorities
between and among the materials which are available, e.g., bumpersti-
ckers vs. leaflets. However, at least 80% of the materials must be in
bumperstickers, buttons, ballons, or literature, unless the state's
national political coordinator approves otherwise.

The November Group will provide each state chairman and the national



-

political coordinator for that state with a monthly accounting of pur-
chases, including cumulative totals.

Campaign materials may not be purchased with funds received through

the ordinary fund raising process. Monies received, however, from the
sale of campaign materials may be used to purchase additional materials
as outlined in #3 above. In other words, a state can't raise money to
buy materials but it can sell materials to buy materials.

Local campaign committees are to obtain materials from the applicable
state chairman.

All campaign materials used must be approved by the November Group.

The cost of shipping materials will be paid by the November Group
because it has been included in the price of the materials.



Commitiee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM June 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: ROBERT C. ODLE, JR.

cC: PETER H. DAILEY
MICHAEL EEINRICH
PHIL JOANOU
MICHAEL LESSER
JEB S. MAGRUDER

FROM: MICHAEL SCOTT

Attached is the final, typed version of the state promotion
budgets, which we discussed last week.

As I mentioned, the states turned out to be quite close to the
positions they occupied in terms of 1968 ordering (e.g. Calif-
vrulisa, New York and Iiiinois, etc. top orderers and so on down
to Hawaii. D.C. is the notable exception ... in '68, they

ordered big because they were a re-distribution center.)



Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM . June 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: ROBERT C. ODLE, JR.
FROM: 'MICHAEL SCOTT
SUBJECT: State Promotional Material Budgets
State Electoral Votes Budget
Alaska 3 $ 7,110
Alabama 9 21,330
Arizona 6 14,220
Arkansas 6 14,220
California 45 106,650
Coloradc 7 16,590
Connecticut 8 18,960
Delaware 3 7,110
Florida 17 40,290
Georgia 12 ’ 28,440
Hawaii 1 2,370
Idahe 4 2,480
Illinois 26 61,620
Indiana 13 30,810
Iowa 8 18,960
Kansas 7 16,590
Kentucky 9 21,330
Louisizana 10 23,700
Maine 4 9,480
Maryland 10 23,700
Massachusetts 14 33,180
Michigan 21 49,770
Minnesota 10 "23,700
Mississippi 7 16,590
Missouri 12 28,440
Montana 4 9,480
New York 41 97,170
Nebraska 5 11,850
Nevada 3 7,110
New Hampshire 4 9,480
New Jersey 17 40,290
New Mexico 4 9,480

" North Carolina 13 30,810
North Dakota 3 7,110
Ohio 25 59,250
Oklahoma 8 18,960
Oregon 6 14,220
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Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM : R. 0dle : June 6, 1972
State Electoral Votes Budget
Pennsylvania 27 $ 63,990
Rhode Island 4 9,480
South Carolina 8 18,960
South Dakota 4 9,480
Tennessee 10 23,700
Texas 26 61,620
Utah 4 9,480
Vermont 3 7,110
Virginia 12 28,440
Washington 9 21,330
West Virginia . 14,220
Wisconsin 11 26,070
Wyoming 3 7,110
District of Columbia 3 7,110

Although there was no real pattern in 1968, it seems at least
reasonable to set up the following ordering pattern based on
1968 figures and common sense:

- Of their total for the whole campaign, states should be allowed
to order: ’

Up to 207% from Inception (say July 15) to August 15, 1972
21% to 507% from August 25 to September 15, 1972
51% to 907 September 16, 1972 to October 15, 1972.

91% on up from October 16, 1972 to November 4, 1972 (Saturday
before Election)

-- with a moratorium on ordering from August 15 to 25...i.e. the
time surrounding the Convention.



POLICY FOR LOCAL STOREFRONTS

All state headquarters and sub-headquarters must be in the state budget
submitted to and approved by the National Committee for the Re-election
of the President, so that the expenditures may be properly reported un-
der the provisions of the new federal campaign law. A state chairman may,
however, encounter enthusiastic local and/or county groups who proceed to

set up neighborhood storefronts. 1In such cases, the following guidelines
should be observed:

1. Neither a state Nixon committee nor the national Nixon committee shall
accept or incur any legal or financial responsibility for the actions
or expenditures of the local sponsoring group.

2. Funding shall be the responsibility exclusively of the sponsoring local
campaign committee.. '

3. Neither the operating budget nor actual expenditures for a local store-
front may exceed $1,000. Should this occur, either deliberately or
inadvertently, the local group would becore a reporting committee and
would have to register with the Comptroller General and report its
expenditures in accordance with provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971.

4. Those in charge of the storefront should be sent a letter by the state
chairman outiining the points 1-3 made above. A copy of that letter
should be retained in the state chairman's files.

A state chairman must utilize his best diplomatic skills in such situations
in order that he not discourage local initiative and enthusiasm while at
the same time firmly insuring that all the activities in his state comply
with the new federal requirements. For a state to give the appearance

that it had "prcgrammed" a network of storefronts outside its budget (and
therefore not reported) would violate at least the spirit of the law.
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POLICY FOR SPEAKERS AND SURROGATES h

1. Political Events

The costs associated with the appearance of a speaker scheduled through

the Committee for the Re-election of the President at a political event
which is not a fund-raising event, or which is scheduled in conjunction
with a fund-raising event,, are to be borne by the sponsoring organization,
unless the sponsor is a state Committee for the Re-election of the Presi-
dent. If the event is sponsored by a state Committee for the Re-election
of the President, the Finance Committee to Re-elect the President will

bear the expenses if the national Committee has placed the speaker in the
state for its own purposes as opposed to responding to a request from a
state for a speaker. In the latter situation, the state re-elect committee
or the requesting sponsor must bear the expenses. Monies raised locally

to finance such expenses will be regarded as a permissible amendment of a
state budget as long as all monies raised are turned into the state re-elect
treasurer. States are encouraged to raise money for such purposes.

The costs include the following:

A. Round-trip coach fare for the speaker's advanceman. (The sponsor
will be requested to mail to us a ticket for this purpose in ad-
vance) ;

B. Round-trip first class airfare for the speaker and his party.
(Suggestions on the availability of private aircraft would facili-
tate matters and, possibly, reduce the cost. Aircraft belonging
to corporations, if used, must be paid for at the going rate.)

C. Expenses incurred by the speaker, his advanceman and his party for
hotel accommodations,including automobile rentals; and expenses
incurred in connection with the provision of necessary supplies and
services.

The expenses should be billed directly to the sponsoring organization,
unless the event is one the expenses of which are to be borne by the

Finance Committee to Re~elect the President.

2, Fund-Raising Events

With respect to political fund-raising events, the policy is that ap-
pearances are to be accepted only on the following conditions:

A. 1If the fund-raising event is sponsored by a regular Republican
organization for its general budgetary or campaign purposes and
the speaker is:



1. a member of the First Family,
2. a surrogate candidate (attached list),
3. a member of the Executive Branch of the Federal Government, or

4. a Republican Senator or Governor and his appearance has been
scheduled by the Spokesmen Resources Division,

the appearance will be subject to the payment of 10% of the gross
proceeds to the Finance Committee to Re-elect the President. If

the speaker is the Vice President, his appearance will be subject

to the payment of 15% of the gross proceeds to the Finance Committee

- to Re~elect the President. In addition, the sponsor must bear all

the expenses associated with the speaker's appearance.
If the fund-raising event is sponsored by:

1. a state or local Finance Committée to Re-elect the President
and by a regular Republican organization jointly; and

2. s+the state or local Finance Committee to Re-elect the President
receives at least 50% of the net proceeds,

the sponsors must bear all the expense associated with the speaker's
appearance. (The 10% rule would become effective only if the state
Finance Committee to Re-elect the President Wwere to agree to receive
less than 507 of the net proceeds.)

If the fund-raising event is sponsodored by a candidate or by a regu-
lar Reptublican organization for the benefit of a political candidate
other than the President and the speaker is:

1. a member of the First Family,
2. a surrogate candidate
3. a member of the Executive Branch of the Federal Government,

the appearance will be subject to the payment of 107 of the gross
proceeds to the Finance Committee to Re-elect the President. If

the speaker is the Vice President, his appearance will be subject

to the payment of 15% of the gross proceeds to the Finance Committee
to Re-elect the President. In addition, the sponsor must bear all
the expenses associated with the speaker's appearance. (It should
be noted that the rule described in this paragraph differs from the
rule described in paragraph 1 in that the 10% rule does not apply

if the speaker is a Republican Senator or Governor who is not a
surrogate candidate. Of course, the sponsor must bear the speaker's
expenses.)

PR—



D. 1f the fund-raising event is sponsored solely by a state or local
Finance Committee to Re-elect the President, the sponsor must
bear all the expenses asscciated with the speaker’'s appearance.

E. The only general exception to the 107 rule is that it does not
apply in instances where the speaker (other than the Vice Presi-
dent or a member of the First Family) is appearing at a fund-
raising event in his or her home constituency. In scheduling,
priority must be given to events described in paragraphs B and D.

3. Official Events

State Committees will not be involved with official events because the
costs associated with an appearance by a speaker at an official event,

such as the Secretary of Agriculture speaking before a farm convention,

are borne by the appropriate department or governmental agency. There

must be a substantive reason for the speaker's appecarance and the speaker's
department or agency will be the final arbiter on the gquestion whether

the event is official in character. It should be noted that Senators and
Congressmen have no funds for such activity, so this rule applies only in
case of Executive Branch personnel.

*

4. Nonpartisan Events

The costs associated with an appearance by a speaker at a nonpartisan
convention or meeting, such as a Chamber of Commerce or Kiwanis Club
gathering, will be paid by the sponsoring organization, so, technically,
the state Committee will not be involved in these kind of events either.




FINANCE COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

MEMORANDUM May 17, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: JEB S. MAGRUDER
SUBJECT: Common Cause suit against TRW, Inc.

Possible intervention

You will note from the clipping attached at Tab A that
John Gardner's Common Cause has filed a test case against
TRW, Inc. which maintains a political fund such as that
sanctioned by Section 610 of Title 18, United States Code,
as amended by the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.
The theory is an alleged conflict of Sections 610 and 611
of Title 18 with which you are familiar,

Gordon Liddy advises that Secretary Stans is very much concerned
that the effect of the suit will be to deny us a substantial
amount of money we might otherwise expect to receive in
contributions., Gordon says that Secretary Stans wants him to
take the necessary legal steps to intervene in behalf of the
Firance Committee. He adds that Secretary Stans wishes our
input on the political consequences before taking such a

step.

Gordon has already discussed this matter with John Dean who
objects strongly. Dean suggests as an alternative that we
attempt to have the United States Chamber of Commerce intervene
and seek the declaratory judgment Secretary Stans desires.

Gordon Liddy informs me that Secretary Stans will be calling
you about this matter,.

hoz®”
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By JAMES R, POLK

Special to The &tar
-~ A legal drive to ban cam-

_paign coniributions allegedly

sponscred by goverumient con-
tractors was launched in fed-
eral court here today.

. Comumon Cause, the eitizeng’
reform lobby, filed the test

_case against TRW Inc., a ma-

jor aerospace firm with head-

. quarters in Cleveland, Ohio.

- The TRW Good Governmment
financed by contribu-
tions from exscutives and oth-

_er employes, passed out more

"

n
B #
e ot eny o .

than $150,000 in the 1970 elec-
tions.

The lawsuit charged the do-
nations are illegal under a sec-
tien of the new campaign re-
form law which forbids any
government contractor {o so-
licit political funds or “direct-
ly or indirectly make any con-
tribution of money . . , to any
political party, committee or
candidate for public office

T Common Cause wins the
test, it could choke off
hundrer‘islof thousands of dol-

lars from not only defense
firms but all other companies
doing business with the gov-
ernment, ‘

The law allows corporations
to set up separate political

funds based on executives'
contributions, but Section 611
bars the indirect campaign
help by anyone holding a fed-
eral contraet,

The threat of such a legal

" challenge has caused many

companies to hesitate in regis-

{ering their political funds un-

der the new law. “This‘has a

G

lot of programs on ice, just
kind of in limbo,” said an in-
dustry spokesman.

TRW, Hughes Aircraflt,
Northrop, and Olin Corp. are
the only major defense con-
tractors to register so far.

Other political funds are
known to have operated in the
past at such defense firms as
Ling-Temeco-Vought, McDonnell
Douglas, General Electric,
Union Carbide and several
others.
~ The Justice Department has
been wrestling for weeks with
the question of whether politi-
cal committess set up inside
such firms would be legal, but
still had not reached a deci-
sion when the case was taken
td court today.

Common Cause charged,
“At stake is the integrity of
our political process which is
being corrupted by the mil-
lions of dollars in campaign
contribitions made by govern-
ment contractors.”

TRW, which produced the
hwmar descent engine for t{he
Apollo missions to the moon,
holds more than $235 million in
Pentagon and space contracts.

TRW collects campaign con-
tributions through a voluntary
checkoff system amwong its
employes in plants throughost
the nation. Earmarked dona-
tions are sent direcily tothe
candidates designated by the
various workers, while offi-

. cials of the fund control the

distribution of the rest of the
money.

®



MEMORANDUM

Committee for the Re-election of the President

June 6, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER

FROM: HERBERT L. PORTER M

SUBJECT: Proposed Fund-Raising
Cocktail Reception
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

We have received an invitation from Mr. Frank McGlinn, Finance
Chairman of our Committee in Philadelphia, inviting you and

Mrs, Mitchell to attend and make a few informal remarks at a
proposed cocktail reception on Thursday, June 29, 1972, from
4:30 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. at the Bellevue-Stratford in Philadelphia.
The expected attendance is approximately 1,000 persons at $100
per person.

Should you plan to attend, the Pennsylvania Finance Committee
will arrange for a plame to transport you and Mrs. Mitchell
between Washington and Philadelphia.

This invitation is recommended to you by Messrs. Mosiman and
Stans.,

We would appreciate it if you would let us know at your earliest
convenience whether you will accept this invitation.

Approve Disapprove ' ) Comment

.w{@




Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM June 19, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

THROUGH : JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: JON A, FOUST
SUBJECT: D. C. Finance Committee Fund Raising Dinner

Surrogate Governor Winfield Dunn of Tennessee was the principal
speaker at the D. C. Finance Committee fund raiser, June 14, at
the International Club Ballroom in Washington, D. C. The Dinner
+ Committee, chaired by Senator George Murphy, originally planned
to hold the affair for an expected crowd of 1,500 at the
Washington Hilton Ballroom. However, the Committee sold fewer
tickets than expected and consequently had to move the event to
a smaller room.
Governor Dunn delivered a rousing campaign speech for the Presi-
dent and was enthusiastically received by the 150 Republicans
present for the dinner-dance. The affair was preceded by a
cocktail reception attended by about 100 people.

Governor Dunn and his party arrived in Washington the morning
of June 14 and departed the following morning, In addition to
advancing the Governor and his staff, the Committee provided
him with assistance in preparing and distributing his speech to
the major news sources. The Governor and his staff expressed
pleasure and satisfaction with their arrangements and were
pleased at the assistance our advance staff provided.

Although the crowd was small, the Governor was most pleased
with the event and, particularly, with the warm reception he
received.



Committee for the Re-election of the President
MEMORANDUM June 2, 1972

-

MEMORARNDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
THE HONORABLE MAURICE H, STANS

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: HERBERT L. PORTER
SUBJECT: Vice President Golf Tournament

Newport Beach, California

*

We have received a proposal from Mr. Victor C. Andrews, Chairman
of the Orange County Committee to Re-elect the President, that
the Vice President participate in a golf tournament at the Big
Canyon -Country Club in Newport Beach, California. The proposed
dates for the tournament are June 19, July 3, July 10, or July 17.
It is proposed that 100 people be invited to play golf with the
Vice President and several celebrities. The entry fee would be
81,000 and the anticipated gross is $100,000.

This proposal has the endorsement of Messrs. Mardian and Nofziger.

We would appreciate it if you would advise us whether this pro-
posal should be recommended to the Vice President.

Approve Disapprove Comment

e
YV g



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT OA\

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N W
WASHINGTON. O €. 20006
{202) 333.0820

May 11, 1972

CONRIDENTTAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: | THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
. THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER

FROM: ROBERT H. MARIK

SUBJECT: Congresgsional Campaign

Arthur Finkelstein has assessed the political situation in
McCloskey's Congressional District. His report is attached.
Basically he feels that McCloskey is sufficiently vulnerable
that a person like Royce Cole would have a good chance to
win the primary with a well run campaign. Without some
additional resources of funds and capable management, it is
unlikely that Cole will win. )

Arthur feels that it would be an unwise risk for people in
Washington to try to get Barry out of the race by offering
him a position in government. Based on Arthur's evaluation,
the following recommendations are made on the assumption
that there is interest in influencing this race.

Recommendations

That approximately $50,000 be channeled into the Cole campaign
in order to gain him more visibility with the voters of his
district.

Approve Disapprove Comment
' ~
- That some competent campaign media advisor be made available to
the Cole campaign to implement a good media campaign. For
obvious reasons, this should not be a member of the November
Group.

Approve Disapprove Comment

-




CONFIBENTIAL -2 -

That some organizational help be made available to Cole through
appropriate sources in California. This would have to be done
indirectly and with discretion.

Approve Disapprove Comment

&

Attachment. d

PO
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7.

B.

A ¥izon endorsesent of Cole ocutright would be taking
g pelitical risk vhere ne ik nesd peceszarily be

undgrta&zn.

zan is, in fact, hurting for money. 1
that it would toke npprszimute*y

2 ive Cole the vigibility he would
nesé tﬁ gurﬁcf z zufiiciently lsrge percantage of the
G0Z amti-HMello: §_3 obe t@ win.

-

susrooted th Fhil Jﬁi'—'u 2

&, Thz Cols campsign has suggessis
' made svailskle to help in TV Eﬂ??rtising‘

I would IEQGEEPné that the E=-Fleet Committes meke svailsble to the
Cole campaigs, the medis assist they desire gnd the finsncing
figure 1 gupssst, £ 3 support which omn be glven by the
regular Bopublicen =8 zliforniz and zddivion=sl orzaniss—
tisn support vhich lent & s Californiz Cossittee for the Re—
glestion of the President -should be =made availskls to the Cols cospail

Arthur J. Fiokelote

i
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Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM June 9, 1972
' MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL .
’ THE HONORABLE MAURICE H. STANS
THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: ROBERT C. ODLE, JR.

In a recent budget meeting you asked us to make certain that the
RNC resists as much as possible the claims which might be made
agaihst it as a result of the convention move from San Diego.

~The attached memo sets forth how the RRC is doing that at our
"request, and we will continue to monitor its progress.

There are no claims against the Committee for the Re-election of

the President, except for $25,000 we may lose in deposits on

sleeping accommodations for our youth proggem. We are of course,
resisting this. ’ "

cc: Mr. Hugh W. Sloan, Jr. ) o 4l ook P

Mr. William E. Timmons

paéiz Mr. Gordon C. Strachan



1972 DREPUBLICAN MNATIONAL CONVENTION

COMMITTES ON ARRANGEIMENTS

MEMORANDUM

Date JUNE 2, 1972

Subject: CLAIMS AGAINST THE RNC FROM SAN DIEGO
3

The following is being set forth_for your information concerning.certain
c¢laims which probably will or have been made against the Republican National Com-
mittea by individuals and corporations in San Diegos relaﬁive to our Convention
preparations in San Diego.

1. PAUL M. THOMAS -- A contract was entered into with Mr. Thomas providing
for the construction of work space for the photo press in the vicinity of the Sports
Arena. This contract was in the amount of %7500, and Thomas now advises that this
budeinq is 60 percent complete. Ue contracted to rent 10,000 sq. ft. in this build-
ing which is a 20,000 sqg. ft. building, which Thomas was going to build anyway for in-
vestment rentals. Thomas is now demanding $15,000 for settlement of the contract
which is com31°L°1J absurd; in my opinion, we should vigorously resist his demands even
. to tha noint of engaging 1n litigation, if this proves ngeessary.

2. M. H. GOLDZIN CONSTRUCTICN CO. -- The M.H. Golden Censtruction Co. initially
sent us a bill for $56,300.93., I d1scussed this matter with #r. Stoddard Martin, prOJect
manager for tha Goldan Construction Co., on May 17, 1972, and he informed m2 that this
i1l venresented a charge of $14,000 for services rendered by the Golden Construction
Co., and the other chargas vere for contracts entered into betwzen the Goldan Construction
Co. cPd V&YTOUS subcontractors--primarily for the purpose of altering the Sports Arena
so that @ Cenvention could be propor?j held there., The subcentractors charges wera
priwari]y for air- conditisﬁing and lighting matters. In discussing this matter with
Martin, I expressed concern with the size of this bill, particularly with regard o the

subcontractors. ifartin was advised that under no circumstances should tha Goiden Con-
struction Co. reimburse any of the subcontractors until they had received word to do so
from the Repubiican Netional Commitise. 1 expiwined that o do 50 would definiteiy

weaken our barcaining position rugard1n j any disputed items with the subcontractors. 1
advised him that any payment that he made to the subcontractoers would be at his own paril.
Martin was further advised that every effort should be made to obtain as much

salvage value as possibie from the jtems that viere being espaciaily builit for us, par-
ticularly with regard to the $50,000 exhaust fan. I instructed Hr. Martin to pursue this
viQﬁrovs]y, and I also told him that the $3,500 charge by the company handling the
portable air-conditioning equipment in MNorfolk was much tos high and would have to-be

reduced. HMr. “aru1n vas emphatically informad that a failure on tne part of the sub-
cnntcacto. to submit a wore realistic bill would result in our resisting payment, even to
the point of engaging in Titigation if nacessary.

dr. Martin subsaguently advised th ae iceces i taining
M. Mavtin sub 2quan tly advised that he had been succes 5fu1 in obtaining a
reduction of aver $3,000 in our bill, r"Ctrwnq came from $56,300.93 to S$47, 163.53. He

advisod that this r“41cL10w was wade possible by salvaging bw ”ater1a1 on the exhaust


http:17)193.5B
http:56,300.93
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CLAIMS AGATNST THE RNC FROM SAN DIEGO

Page 2

fan and also included reduction of $1,000 in the charges made by the MNorfolk portable
air-conditioning Tirm.

3. WHEELER & HOPE ARCHITECTURAL FIRM -- The Wheeler & Hope Architectural Firm
has submitted a bill for approximately $42,000, and, pursuant to your instructions,
they are Dresent1y submitting detailed Just1f1ca+1on for this bill. It is felt that
vie should engage in hard negotiations with this company, particularly in view of the
fact tnat it was necessary to replace their first project manager, John Groom, bacause
of his incompetence. It is not felt that we should be paying exorbitant amounts for
the mistakes which he made. As you know, his insptness resulted in a considerable waste
of L1VQ and expense on tha part of RNC personnel, wn1ch in my opinion, should be a
proper subject for further negotiations with Vheeler & Pope as a set-off against their
claim,

4. SAN DIEGO SPORTS ARENA -- We had a contract for $75,000 for the rental of the
San Diego Sports Arena with Peter Graham. Graham has not made any claim as yet.

5. ROYAL IMH AT THE WHARF -~ Earl Gacosian, 'president of thz Royal Inns of America,
has apparent1j indicated to certain RIC personnel that he contemplates charging us for
certain rooms and office space at the Royal Inn at the Wharf which vere previously

'cowp]ementary as part of our overall package deal which had been put together with the
Royal Inn at the lharf Tor the entire Convention. He apparently also has indicated that
he contemplates filing a lawsuit against the RNC for damages he feels he incurred as a
result of expediting a building for a convention center on the hotel premises. He was
not requested to build this convention center by the RMC or anycne else affiliated with
the Republican Party. This is a permanent capital improvehant to his hetel and will
undoubtedly be used for all subsequant conventionsthat the hotel books. However, he claims
he accelerated the construction of this building for the;purpose of accemmodating our
Conveniion and expacts to be reimbursed. It is felt that any claim along this line-is
cowp]eue1y without rar1t

6. MOBILE LEASE -- Ve entered into a contract with Mobile Lease for the construc-
tion of certain outside modular office space. They have not yet submitted a bill indi-
cating the extent they were damaged by our moving the Convention to !diami Beach. It
is unlikely that they have sustained any damage in excess of several thousand dollars.
In this regerd, it will be noted that ilobile Lease is a subsidiary of Pepsico.

With respect to the claim made by Paul Thomas and any possible claim by Peter
Graham, it is recommended that no settiement be made of these until after September 1st,
as we cannot possibly know the extent of the damages until that tima. Both of these
situations are rental agreements for facilities in July and August, and we will not know
until S bmr 1st the extent to which Graham and Thomas were successful in leasing these
facilities to other tenants during the pertinent period which would result in mitigation
of our damages. Tne above are the only claims against us that have been received or can
reasonably bz anticipated.

Ve have no information concerning any obligation, if any, incurred by the Committee

to Re-Elect the President or any claims made against them in San Diego.



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT

MEMORANDUM June 20, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL

THROUGH: JEB S. MAGRUDER
FROM: HERBERT L. PORTER
SUBJECT: Request that Governor Rockefeller

Address the Connecticut Republican
State Central Committee Dinner
October 4, 1972

We have received an invitation through Mr. L. Patrick Gray, for
Governor Rockefeller to deliver the keynote address at a fund-
raising dinner sponsored by the Connecticut Republican State
Central Committee. The dinner is scheduled to be held at the
Sheraton Park Plaza Hotel in New Haven, Connecticut, on October 4,
1972, The room in which the dinner is to be held has a capacity
of 900 and the tickets will be priced at $100 per plate.

Mr. Chip Andrews, the Executive Director of the Connecticut
Republican State Central Committee, has proposed that (in lieu of
a payment of 107 of the gross) they would agree to pay 50Z of the
cost of developing a computerized list of voters. The payment
would be made to Cambridge Opinion Studies, Inc. This list will
be required by the telephone, direct mail, registration, and
get-out~the-vote operations in Comnnecticut which are directed
from 1701. That payment will amount to approximately $34,000.

The invitation to Governor Rockefeller and the proposed financial
arrangement have the approval of Mr. Stans, Mr. Kaupinen and Mr.
Agostinelli., We believe that Governor Rockefeller's proposed
appearance in Comnecticut in October would be very beneficial
from the point of view of the campaign.



Page Two

We would appreciate receiving your recommendation whether Governor
Rockefeller should be invited to attend the dinner.

Approve Disapprove Comment

ces (JSM chron
JSM subject
JSM working
HLP chron
HLP subject
JCH

bee: Mr. Al Kaupinen
Mr. Fred LaRue



MEMORANDUM

-

Commitiee for the Re-election of the President

June 6, 1972
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MEMORANDUM
THROUGH:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
MR. JEB MAGRUDER
BOB IMORGAN

New .Compass Systemns Contract

The new Compass Systems contract with the Reapportionment
Trust* Committee is attached as TAB A. There are four
major changes in.this contract vs. the previous one.

1.

It updates the amount of money that we and the
Republican Fational Committee have put into
the system.

It shows that the Reapportiorment :Trust Committee™
(RTC) and the Committee will share on a 50/50
basis, the 1972 data improvements while limiting
the RTC's commitment to $12,C00.

It allows the RTC and us to pay for both hardware
and software usage based on the amount we use the
system vis—a-vis a flat, fixed arount.

It eliminates the control of the system by the
Central Committee in California and provides for
a managenent system administered by us through
Dr. Alan YHeslop, who is Chairman of the Political
Science Department at Claremont Men's College.

RECCIMENDATION

That you approve the new contract as presented, that was
signed by the RIC's membership.

APPROVE

DISAPPROVE COMMENTS

3

¢c: Dr. Robert H. Marik



COMMITTEE FOR THE RE~ELECTION
OF THE PRESIDENT

The Reapporticnment Trustee

Committee - -
c/o Mr, Putnem Livermore C
111 Sutter Street .

San Francisco, California 94104
Geﬁtlemen;

“ " This letter will serve as a'memorandum of the agree-
ment between and among REAPPORTIOHMENT TRUSTEE COMMITTEE, an -
unincorporated association ("TRUSTEE“); and the COMMITTEE FOR
THE RE-DLECTION OF THE PRESIDZNT, an unincorporated associa-
fion organized under the laws of the Distridt of Columbia
("COMMITTEE") (or any other committge'org%pized,to succeed
COMMITTEE by whatever namef; and THE REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COM-
'MITTEE ("rRIC") , iespecting joint use of the data base and the
cémputer operating system developed by COMPASS SYSTEMS, INC,
("CorPASS"), for the purpose of legislative and congreésional
redisﬁricting in theAState of California, said data base and
system being hereinafter, for convenience, referred to in
its entirety as the "System."

‘Pursuant to an agreement dated April 15, 1971, and

_subject to the limitations therein, COMPASS has granted cer-

tain noncommercial uses of the System to TRUSTEE in connection

-



with various aspects of proposed legislative and congressional
redistricting iﬂ the State of California and certain other poli-
_tical uses. | |
The System is scﬁéduléd for completion on June 21,.
11972, The System is defined as follows:
| .A. A report writer capable-éf display on
either a Computer Remote Terminal or High Speed Printer,.
i B. An aggregation program using a point-in-
’ polygon procedure with digitizef input. '
. C. A plotting program to produce plots of
pélitical and census parameters.
’ D. A progrem to add, change and delete
elements in the data base. T
E. A wvorking variation oﬁéthe Kaiser-Nagel
Mocel. . :
| F. An incomplete data base including poli-
tical information on the precinct level for the year
_1968 and -alnost complete 1970,

To operate the present System, it is necéssary to
have the use of equipmerit which is available under present
leasing arrangements with a thirty (30) day cancellation
clause, The present System, wvhile well suited to development
of information foQ‘reépporﬁionment purposes, is not perfectly

suitable for additional political uses, Major adaptions and



.

"changes.in the Systemn, including addition of new daté to the
data base as it peccmes available, will have to be made for
such political uscs, wﬁich uses may -include various types of
precinct, census tract or sﬁall‘area.analyses utilizing both
census and politiczl data, Qith geographical units sorted in
rank into designated priority order if &esired, and may be
either on the basisc of the type of use desired (which may
includa direct rail, telephone voter contact, literature
distribution, door-to~door contact, voter registration} voter
turnout, or any other ucse determined by COMMITTEE or RNC)}, or
on thefbaéis of isspés’or voter response patterns desired for
analysis,

Ve acknowledge that, to a certain éxtent,-the System
has certain other iesidual, functional vq}ues in connection
with providing computer based mailing services and other infor-
mation retrievals which can be utilized by TRUSTEE, COMMITTEE
and RNC during the 1972 Presidential Compaign and thercafter
by TRUSTEE and RNC in connection with elections and political
campaigns within the State of California.

In consideration of the contemplated uses of the
System by the parties hereto as above contemplated, it is
agregd-as follcws:

1, As conéideration for TRUSTEE's performance

hereundex, COMMITTEEL has paid to TRUSTEE the sum of $95,000.00,.


http:95,000.00

and RNC has paid ‘to the Republican State Central Committee of
California the sum of $25,000.00. COMMITTEE and TRUSTEE each
agree to pay one-half (1/2) of the costs of the data base addi-
tions as defined in paragraph -3{a) and of the costs of aaapta—
tions and changes in the System referred to above together with
ce?tain other changcs as may be needed in the System, provided
that in no event shall TRUSTEE‘be required to pay more than the
sum of 512,000.Q0; and to share the cost of operafiné the §y5~
ten, éll in the mannexr set forth in paragraph 3 hereinafter.
2. In consideratiqn of said payments, COMMITTEE

and RNC shéll, during the éfesidential Campaign through
November 7, 1972, have the unlimited and gnresﬁrictéd right,

under the supervision of TRUSTEE, téAuge the System and to
request from the data bhase any information which, in their
discretion, theyf'or either of them, may deem beneficial,
necessary or hplpful in connection with the 1972 Presidential

feasible, have a

e
4]

Campaign. COMMITTEE and RNC may, if it
computer remote terminal in Washington, D, C. for use in
accessing the data base for the purpose of facilitating re-~
quests for analyses and for receiving hard copy containing the
requested analyses, all costs of whiéh remote téfminal shall

be borne and paid by COMMITTEE and/or RNC exclusively, and

-~



TRUSTEE shall be held harmless therefrom., None of the cost
of suéh.remdte terminal shall be inciuded in the costs agreed
" to be shared py CQyHITTEE and/or RHC as set forth in paragraph -
3 hereinafter.

3.. TRUSTILE, COﬁNiTTEE and RNC acknowledge that
within thé additional costs fér adaptions and changesiin the
System and the operating costs as contenplated in paragraph 1,
there shall be included: A

(a) Costs of the datévbase additions and
adaptions and changes in the System specifically
iﬁclude:

1972 prinmary precinct voting data;

-«

-1972 primary close voter registration
data by preccince; . ) -

[

*.

1972 precinct maps on microfilm;

1968 and 1970 political data assigned
to 1972 precincts;

1972 vrecinct locations including

1872 precinct centroids and assignment of

1972 precinct to census tract.

(b} Payments on rentals on equipment which
may be needed to operate the System based on an analy-
sis of the minimwn cost of hardware to perform the
needs through October, 1972.

(c} Development of plotting system making

. use of Hewlett-Packard's mini computer and development



of city boundary plot program.
. (d) Expenses of retrieval and analysms
vork performed in connection with TRUSTEE's efforts
in the Califo:nia state legislature and congressional
election and in connection with the uses intended by
COMMITTIEE oxr RNC as outlined in paragraph 2, including |
computcr time costs related to the use of such eguip-
ment as is available, and other costs incidental
thereto. |
The COIUIIWIED and TRUSTEE will each pay a perccntage
of the fixed harduare costs, based on their respccblve use of
qald hardware, vhile eupediting action to reduce the cost to a
minimwa, The COIMITILE and the TRUSTLL will.eéch pay directly
to COI'PASS the cost of sorviées rendercd té?each of them, The
CcoM TT:L.will pay for all services perféfmed for the California
Committee,
All billing will bhe within the accepted practices
of the Mmerican Society of Certified Public Accountants and
payments to invoices received will be paid within five (5)
days of receipt. All invoices will be final unless the in-
voice indicates it is a partial payment.
4, The ﬁartics further agrece that in the event

their respective presenf;y foreseeable uses of the System

shallvchange to such extent that either of them will not be


http:renae:r.cd

‘utilizing the System to the full 'extent contemplated by para-
.graph 3, then ané in‘théﬁ event,.any party desifing to term-
inate its obligation to continue making the aforesaid montﬁly'
payrents shall notify the other party of such election, at
Jeast thirty (30) days prior to the date sugh party intends
to discontinue such payments, The obligation to make’fufther
contributions as to such party shall terminate thirty (30)
days after the date of said notice, unless the parties shall
have met, and in good faith discusseé and agreed upon a new
or alte;napa remedy f@; sharing the use and cost of the Sys-
tem,

5. Nothing in this Agreement is intended to or
does provide for possession of the data base‘;r storége tapes
by FNC or COMMITTEE. The rights of-RﬁC a&g COMMITTEE are to
~use theréof, not.its possession.

6. It is understood that COMMITTEE and RNC ini-
tially éhall have the right to use of the System only in con-
nection with the Presidential General Election and the Presi-
dential Primaxry Election in the State of California in 1972,
RNC shall have the further right, subject ﬁo the terms hereof,
to the use of the System for general political purposes there-
after, provided, however, that nothing herein contained shall
in any way or manner im@air or restrict the right of TRUSTEE

to use the System for any political purposes whatsoever,

7.



including but not lipited to, use thereof in California elec-
tions, general, séecial, partisan, non-partisan, statewide,
local m&nicipal, Presidential, congressional, or legislative
during the years 1971 and 1972 and thercafter.
7. After the termination of the 1§72 Presidential
Campaign, RNC shall continue to have use of and access to thé-
System, subject to the conditions and limitations COMMITTEE
and RNC afe subject to in this letter of agrecment.
| 8. (a) Dr. Alan Heslop will immediately be-
gin to act as the cocordinator for all data requests
from the users of. the System: COMIITIEE, the Repub-
lican State Central Committee of California, the Cali-
fornia Committee for thé Re-Election of‘tﬁe Presidcnt
(hereinafter rcferred to as "the'Caligornia Cornittee") ,
ané TRUSTEE, ~ ‘

() Dr. Alan Heslop will be paid by the
COMMITTEE on a rnonthly basis based on his time on
the job submitted directly to COMMITTEE.

{c) Dr. Alan Heslop will on the Friday of
every week send to the above mentioned parties a list-
ing with due dates, job descriptions and with cost
estimates for gll requests that have gone into COM-
PASé.~ He, with the assistance of-COMMITTEE, will

.also initiate approved management control techniaues

-



and other management systems now presently lacking in
thg CONMPASS organization. |

(&) The Data Users Cormittee, c&mposed of
a mémber‘fromlﬁhe State Central Committee, Governor's
office, the Assembly Republican caucus, the California
Committee, the COMMITTEE, and Dr. Alan Heslop who will
serve as the non-votiﬁg chairman, will meet pericdi-
cally as an advisory board to the COMMITTEE and TRUSTEE

- on the operation of.the System and make recommenda-

tions jor changes in the Systen, its operation, or

theée administration of COI'PASS. Recommendations will

adopted by COMMITTEE and TRUSTEE will be implemented
by Dr. Alan Hesiop. Dr. Alan H@slop‘éill report, For
administrative purposes to the COMMITTEE'S designee

~on the Data Users Cormittee, and the Data Users Com-
mittee will administratively give direction to the
COMMITTEE designate.

9. Nothing contained herein shall in any way'impair
or restrict the right of TRUSTEE to use the data base and Sys-
tem, together with any additions and changes thereto, for the
purposes described in paragraph 6 during 1971, 1972 and there-
after, However, in the event of any conflict between a pro-

posed use of the System by COMMITTEE or RNC in the 1972



Fresidential Campaign and any other use of the System, the
Data Users Committee, in exercising sﬁpervision over the Sys-
wtem aémigistraﬁively through Dr. Alan Heslop, shall resolve
any such conflict in favor of the Presidential Campaign.

10, Any centroversy or clainm arising out of or re-
lating to this contract, or the breach thereéf, shall be set-
tled by arbitration in accordance with the rules of the American
Arbitration Association, and judgment upon the award rendered
by the arbitrator may bhe entered in an§ court having jurisdic-.
tion thereof. A single arbitrator shall be used. It is under-
stood that such arbitration proceedings held shall be conducted
in the‘State of California. ' .

11. While the present System has ééén desiég?d for
use in the State of California, the pa%tieg;agree that COMMIT-
TEE and RIC, at their sole cost and expense, may, under the
supervision of TRUSTEE, have the use of the System and the
computer sofitware Eapability and technique utilized therein,
as developed for the California reapportionment program, for
use in other states if deemed beneficial by COMMITTEE and/or
RNC in connection with the 1972 Presidentiai Election only,

The signatures of the aforesaid parties hereto at
the placés prescribéd below shall indicate acceptance of the

terms of this memorandum,

This contract shall supercede any prior contract

10,
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bztween the parties hereto relating to the subject matter

hereof.

Very truly yours,

COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION
OF THE PRESIDENT

By

The Honorable Faurice Stans
Chairzman, Financz Cemmittee
to Ra2-Elect the President

THEZ REAPI ORTIONMERT TRUSTEE
COMMITTEE .

4//w/ ]

/w,‘ e

/’7

By ./ ,ﬂ" ";: ;" /Mv‘«%, i .. -.‘;;"

By /%Z&/fa/x ,d@

A

7 s

THE REPUBLICzN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

By

Py



June 1, 1972

MEMOPARDUM FOR THE UONORABLE JOINW H. MITCUZELL

TURCICH: JEE 5. MAGRUDER
FROM: PERZLRT L. PORTEE
SUBJLLT: Arkaneas Reoublican Stata Committee

Fund-Talsing Dimner
Little Rock, Aritansas

A\

The Arkansas Republican State Committee has invited the Vice
Pres}dent to keynote a fund-ralsine dinner in Little Rock, Arlsansas,
in tie second half of June. The suticipated attendance ie 1,500
people at $100 per plate., It has been arreed that 30% of the uet
proceeds will be paid to the Arkensss Cormittee for the Re-election
of tha President.

The {invitatiorn has the endorsement of the Finance Coumittee to Re-
elect the President; the Arkansas Finance Commiittee to Ke-clect the
Prosident; and, former Gov., Winthragp Rockefeller.

harry Flemaing attaches a low political priority on an appearance
by the Viee Prasident In Arkansas, but would have ne objection to
an appearance 1f the Vice Fresident could fit 1t 4into his schedule.
The Vice President hss specifically raguested that you advise him
whether or not he should accept the invitation,

A

e
The Vice Preeident should accept. N&L

the Vice President should not accept.



LN
. . 9 "
“ec: Dr. Robert H. Marik ’\1 4‘(4
Mr. | o%}

THROUGH MR. JERB S. MACHUDER
FROM: L. ROBFRT MORGAH
SUBJRCT: Ohip - Piouneinl Support for the Data Pase
N
Senator Taft's and Senator Saxbe's offices declined to
participate in the cost to develop the data base. The
Ohio State Central Comaittee also declined to participate.
imate the cost to develop the data base in Ohio to
G it we anticipate some cooperation dn
each state, 1f we paid 840,000,
rticipants could pay $25,000. apiece
e
basa. 1

RECOMMENDATION:

That you contact Senators Taft and Saxbe and the State
Chairman, John Andrews, and press for their financdial
participation. )

APPROVE DISAPPROVE COMMENTS

Don Mosiman



MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHIRGTON

June 17, 1972

»CONFIDENTIAL - EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: DICK MOORE \’t/’t

SUBJECT: Campaign Contributors

So far, I don't think we have enough evidence to warrant
a judgment as to whether the contributor issue will die
out or will become a major problem. Therefore, the only
safe course right now is to assume that it might become
a very serious issue, and plan accordingly.

As I see it, there are several possibilities. Pirst,

the issue could level off as a minor irritant; second,

it could grow into a fairly serious issue which will require
a better answer than simply saying that the law doesn't
regquire that we file; and third, the issue could catch

on to the point where the question '"what are they trying
to hide" could be a continuing and serious problem. We
know that the Democrats hope to paint us as the friend

of the Fat Cats, and the allegation that we are protecting
"secret contributors" to the tune of $10 million could
fortify that picture in a pretty juicy and plausible way.

For the moment, I think we should lie how and hope the
issue will die down. Where we have to reply. to a question,
as in an interview show, we should stick to the proposition
that we are complying with both the letter and the spirit
of the law.

If we see the issue escalating, I think our first effort
must be to prove that it is not the Nixon Administration
or the Nixon Committee which chooses not to reveal the
names. Rather, it is the contributors themselves who
chose not to have their names revealed for good and
sufficient reasons. For us to reveal the names would

be a flagrant breach of faith.



As a first step, a major spokesman should make a strong

and clear statement explaining why perfectly good Americans
sometimes prefer not to reveal the fact that they have con-
tributed to a political party or candidate. For example,

an executive might not wish to have his name made public
because the chairman of the board is an ardent Democrat;

a salesman may not wish to antagonize Democratic customers;

a professional man may not wish to antagonize important clients
who are anti-Nixon.

Until April 7, the law made it possible for a person to
exercise his right to support a candidate without fear of
economic or social reprisal, or without being made the target
for unwanted publicity or unwelcome solicitation by various
organizations and causes, good and bad, including the
Democratic Party. This is a reasonable and understandable
view, and if properly explained, it can help take the heat
off the Administration and the Committee.

At all times, our posture must be that we are happy to dis-
close the name of any contributor who is willing to waive
his legal right of privacy which Congress gave him up to
April 7.

If the issue gets really hot, we might want to prove our
sincerity by voluntarily filing the names of those early
contributors who would be willing to have us do so. If

this were a great number, and involved, say half of the

$10 million, it would be a dramatic and convincing demonstration
of our good faith in the matter.

Meanwhile, I think we should quietly get an idea of how many
early contributors would be willing to have their names filed
voluntarily. For example, we could make a hundred discreet
telephone calls to typical contributors, asking (but not
urging) whether they would be willing to have us file. If
the proportion of volunteers proves to be high, then we

might write a letter to every contributor, asking him whether
he wishes to authorize disclosure of his name. Even if only
a few give us permission, it would still take the onus off us
by proving that it is the contributor who is unwilling, not
the Nixon people. Yet it would not embarrass the contrlbutors,
since they would not be disclosed.



In terms of other "lines" which could be used, we can go
on the attack in the sense that McGovern would be urging
us to commit a breach of faith against good Americans who
were exercising their consitutional right to support their
candidate, and their legal right to do so without being
subjected to unwanted publicity, etc. McGovern would re-
peal the right of privacy retroactively, and his whole
approach is improper, unfair and downright dishonest.
Unlike McGovern, we don't believe in changing the rules

in the middle of the game.

Another line which perhaps should come from a source
other than a Mitchell or a Stans, should be an attack

on McGovern's hypocrisy. 1In his campaign film he claims
that he relies on $1 and $5 contributors, and that claim
is obwviously phony, and can be proved so. Moreover, we
can step up our attacks on him as the big spender, as
evidenced by his lavish campaign in California.

®



THE WHITE HOUSE

DETERMIYED 70 BE AN

WASHINGTON ADMIG STy Ak a
B ‘?&‘9‘ 35*‘\";?’-, vection vesv2
Voolbnmooinii, Date H-f2-
Confidential/Eyes Only June 15. 1972.
MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: BILL SAFIRE
SUBJECT: Campaign Contributors

My answers to questions 1 and 2 of your memo of today were
answered in my memo of March 14, a copy of which is attached.

I do not think we should try to stand behind the idea of protecting
the donors' anonymity from charitable solicitation,

McGovern's blast at this: '""Now do you really suppose they're
worried about the Red Cross'' gets a big, derisive laugh every
time. When the President can be successfully ridiculed, it is
bad.

My advice now is the same as it was in March -- we should accept
the embarrassment to Stans and make public our names. Other-
wise, this is going to be hung around our neck all through the
campaign. I don't think it's worth it.

I am hard pressed to come up with suitable lines defending non-
disclosure. One might be: '"If Congress intended the list to be
disclosed, they would have made that the law.'" Another might be:
"You don't change the rules in the middle of the game." A third
and more realistic answer might be: '"We don't want the Democrats
soliciting our contributors. What they want to do is go to our
donors to demand matching contributions, and we are not going to
make it easy for them."

The weakness of the above answers is the most telling argument for
full disclosure; and I think this ammunition we give them on the '‘you
can't trust Nixon'' theme is worth more than the millions of dollars
we would have to return to contributors whose anonymity could not

be broken.
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THE WHITE HOUSE A

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 candidatc 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 qomply fully and promptly.'"

POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL LINE: "The one-upmanship now under way between
the Democratic candidates to prove who can reveal most is something
to be expected in a hotly contested series of primaries. The President

. is not personally engaged in primary campaigning, and his campaign

committee will nd go beyond the law in its fundraising or spending
procedures. " :
RECOMMEND NOT USING THIS LINE.

-

The arguments for such a statement and such a policy;

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.

: i
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.



-2-

Arguments against sticking to the "letter of the law'’;

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

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

3. This issue will not go away after June. We will be charged with
having'the 20 million dollar hidden fund, collected before the deadline
from influence seekers, whom Nixon persists in refusing to name --
because he knows that the revelation of their names would be political
suicide. I have nothing to hide; I have.named all my contributors -- but

the President has not. Why not? Why does he constantly harp on the letter

of the law, when he is clearly breaking the spirit of the law, the intent
of Conéress which calls for full disclosure of campaign contributors?
My cards are all on the table -- come on, Mr, President, let's see your
cards -- let's give the American people a chance to see who bought a
secret piece of your campaign. Let's see who is really paying the bills
for those lavish TV commericals." Etc. ,\Eic.

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.

v v -

e s
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. THE WHITE HOUSE L e

WASHINGTON
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A , . CADGL ol oL aiKING . - .
A . ' Eede 3L ., wiolicn 6=-102
CONPIPERTEAL/EYES ONLY SRS )
By L. snzil uqta-.(‘é,é_

June 13, 1972

-

MEMORANDUM FOR: - ICK MOORE

- BILL SAFIRE
FROM: . H.R. HALDEMAN
SUBJECT: N : . Campaign Contributors.

A

In light of the reéent attacks by McGévern, will yoﬁ please
~give me your thoughts on how to handle the campaign contri-
butor question? 1In doing so, consider the following questions:

1) Do you believe the 10 million collected before
Aprll 7 will be a big damaglng issue in the campaign or
do you belleve 1t w111 pass in a few days’>

e

2) Should we rely on the line used by Mltchell that
the contributors need anonymity to protect against requests
from charitable organizations?

3) What other lines could Stans, Mitchell and our
other spokesmen use?

4) what should our line be in countering the Democratic
attacks, etc?

Please forward your recommendations by Friday, June 16.




MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 17, 19872

DEce 3000 vy 80 AN
CONFPFPENELAL. - EYES ONLY ADitvet ooy o L HIRG
EaJs 10, Luoboou 8102
By 8P i, e Kol
MEMORANDUM FOR H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: DICK MOORE \u/l—'

SUBJECT: Campaign Contributors

So far, I don't think we have enough evidence to warrant
a judgment as to whether the contributor issue will die
out or will become a major problem. Therefore, the only
safe course right now is to assume that it might become
a very serious issue, and plan accordingly.

As I see it, there are several possibilities. First,

the issue could level off as a minor irritant; second,

it could grow into a fairly serious issue which will require
a better answer than simply saying that the law doesn't
reqgquire that we file; and third, the issue could catch

on to the point where the question "what are they trying
to hide" could be a continuing and serious problem. We
know that the Democrats hope to paint us as the friend

of the Fat Cats, and the allegation that we are protecting
"secret contributors" to the tune of $10 million could
fortify that picture in a pretty juicy and plausible way.

For the moment, I think we should lie how and hope the
issue will die down. Where we have to reply to a question,
as in an interview show, we should stick to the proposition
that we are complying with both the letter and the spirit
of the law.

If we see the issue escalating, I think our first effort
must be to prove that it is not the Nixon Administration
or the Nixon Committee which chooses not to reveal the
names. Rather, it is the contributors themselves who
chose not to have their names revealed for good and
sufficient reasons. For us to reveal the names would

be a flagrant breach of faith.



As a first step, a major spokesman should make a strong

and clear statement explaining why perfectly good Americans
sometimes prefer not to reveal the fact that they have con-
tributed to a political party or candidate. For example,

an executive might not wish to have his name made public
because the chairman of the board is an ardent Democrat;

a salesman may not wish to antagonize Democratic customers;

a professional man may not wish to antagonize important clients
who are anti-Nixon.

Until April 7, the law made it possible for a person to
exercise his right to support a candidate without fear of
economic or social reprisal, or without being made the target
for unwanted publicity or unwelcome solicitation by various
organizations and causes, good and bad, including the
Democrgtic Party. This is a reasonable and understandable
view, and if properly explained, it can help take the heat
off the Administration and the Committee.

At all times, our posture must be that we are happy to dis-
close the name of any contributor who is willing to waive
his legal right of privacy which Congress gave him up to
April 7.

If the issue gets really hot, we might want to prove our
sincerity by voluntarily filing the names of those early
contributors who would be willing to have us do so. If

this were a great number, and involved, say half of the

$10 million, it would be a dramatic and convincing demonstration
of our good faith in the matter.

Meanwhile, I think we should quietly get an idea of how many
early contributors would be willing to have their names filed
voluntarily. For example, we could make a hundred discreet
telephone calls to typical contributors, asking (but not
urging) whether they would be willing to have us file. If
the proportion of volunteers proves to be high, then we

might write a letter to every contributor, asking him whether
he wishes to authorize disclosure of his name. Even if only
a few give us permission, it would still take the onus off us
by proving that it is the contributor who is unwilling, not
the Nixon people. Yet it would not embarrass the contributors,
since they would not be disclosed. ~



In terms of other "lines" which could be used, we can go
on the attack in the sense that McGovern would be urging
us to commit a breach of faith against good Americans who
were exercising their consitutional right to support their
candidate, and their legal right to do so without being
subjected to unwanted publicity, etc. McGovern would re-
peal the right of privacy retroactively, and his whole
approach is improper, unfair and downright dishonest.
Unlike McGovern, we don't believe in changing the rules

in the middle of the game.

Another line which perhaps should come from a source
other than a Mitchell or a Stans, should be an attack

on McGovern's hypocrisy. In his campaign film he claims
that he relies on $1 and $5 contributors, and that claim
is obviously phony, and can be proved so. Moreover, we
can step up our attacks on him as the big spender, as
evidenced by his lavish campaign in California.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON voe o JC8, Luotion o-iC2 0
. &Y. AR, Date.  ALtdl
Confidentiat/Eyes Only June 15. 1972.
MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: BILL SAFIRE
SUBJECT: Campaign Contributors

A

My answers to questions 1 and 2 of your memo of today were
answered in my memo of March 14, a copy of which is attached.

I do not think we should try to stand behind the idea of protecting
the donors' anonymity from charitable solicitation.

McGovern's blast at this: '""Now do you really suppose they're
worried about the Red Cross'' gets a big, derisive laugh every
time. When the President can be successfully ridiculed, it is
bad.

My advice now is the same as it was in March -- we should accept
the embarrassment to Stans and make public our names. Other-
wise, this is going to be hung around our neck all through the
campaign. I don't think it's worth it.

I am hard pressed to come up with suitable lines defending non-
disclosure. One might be: "If Congress intended the list to be
disclosed, they would have made that the law." Another might be:
"You don't change the rules in the middle of the game.'" A third
and more realistic answer might be: "We don't want the Democrats
soliciting our contributors. What they want to do is go to our
donors to demand matching tontributions, and we are not going to
make it easy for them."

The weakness of the above answers is the most telling argument for
full disclosure; and I think this ammunition we give them on the ''you
can't trust Nixon'' theme is worth more than the millions of dollars
we would have to return to contributors whose anonymity could not

be broken.



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 promptly "

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

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

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

RECOMMEND NOT USING THIS LINE

—l

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 seec if they would be willing, and thus lose substantial sums.

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

. AR
1. ThelTT controversf lays a public opinion base for suspicion of all
campaign contributions.

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

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

for those lavish TV commericals." Etc., Ete.

\\

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.

poons
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MEMORANDUM FOR: . ICK MOORE
: BILL SAFIRE

FROM: . H. R. HALDEMAN

SUBJECT : o * Campaign Contributors -

In light of the recent attacks by McGévern, will yéﬁ please
~give me .your thoughts on how to handle the campaign contri-
butor question? 1In doing so, consider the following questions:

1) Do you believe the 10 million collected before
April 7 will be a big damaglng issue in the campaign or
do you believe it w1ll pass in a few days’

2) Should we rely on the line used by Mitchell that
the contributors need anonymity to. protect against requests
from charitable organizations? '

3} What other lines Coula Stans, Mitchell and our
other spokesmen use?

4} What should our line be in countering the Democratic
attacks, etc?

Please forward your recommendations by Friday, June 16.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE JOHN N. MITCHELL
FROM: JEB 8. MAGRUDER

SUBJECT: Campaign Disclosure

In & meeting this afternoon with Messrs. Stans, Kalmbach, Finch,
HMoore, LaRue, Shumway, and Sloan, we discussed whather it would
be appreopriate for us to disclose contributions received before
the April 7 dsadline set by the new law. It was the unanimous
opinion that we should not disclosa, although we realize this
would be an issus that could be used against us in the campaign.

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

an opportunity to renege on hia pledge which would reduce our

funds considerably. This, in turn, would probably create a dif-
ficult publie relations situation if it weme known wa were return-
ing any funds, as well as be embarrassing to those donors who let
their contributions stand, It also could create an on~going presa
barrage about our contributors since many of them are in sensitive
pesitions both within the Administration and the business community.
Even though this could be brought up as an issue in the general
slection, we could bring up the fact that we began 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 incumbent
President, rather than a Fresidential candidate, discloses, there
may be more political problems caused by the disclosure than by
non~disclosure., For example, if Muskis discloses that he received
$10,000 from the Prasident 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 Motors
was promised somathing which it is within the power of the incumbent
President to grent. Hence, the charges which might be made as a
result of the disclosure might do more political damage than the
charges made as a result of non-disclosuse.

CONFLDENTIAL
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1f 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 wuuld be appropriate so that our
balance on hand at the first reporting date would be relatively
small. At the present time it is anticipated that we could have asg
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 a tremendous backlash regarding our non-disclosure.

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

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

that Ziegler continue to refer any inquiries to this Committes; that
Van Shunway, if asked, continue to indicate that we are going to com—
ply with the law; and that a decision be made not later than next
Monday, so that in case there was s desire to disclose, the Financial
Division could do the paper work before the April 7 deasdline.

Approve Disapprove Comment
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WASHINGTON
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MEMORANDUM TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: BILL SAFIRE

SUBJECT: Draft Statement by Stans on Campaign Spending

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

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

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

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

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

RECOMMEND NOT USING THIS LINE.

The arguments for such a statement and such a policy:

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 governme:-
connnections.

3. If we wantcd to publish now, we would have to go back to contributors
and sece 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 base br suspicion of all
campaign contributions.

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

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

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

My basic point: we should not make the decision to '"take the flak"
without reviewing the full consequences of the flak throughout the
campaign.
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NEMORARDUM FORj DICX MOORE ‘«‘)(

BILL SBAFIRE
ROMs H, R. HALDEMAN
SUBJIECT Campaign Contributors

In light of the recent attacks by Mcdovern, will you pleass
give ne ymur thoughts on how to handle the gn ocontri~
butox q.mtina? In doing so, oconsider the following guestionss

1) Do you believe the 10 million collected before
April 7 will be a big damaging issue in the campaign orx
4o you balisve it will pass in a fewv days?

2) should we rely on the line und'by Mitchell. that
thnmttmlauawmtywmmemiutmmu
from charitable m&s

3) What other lines could Stans, Mitchsll and our
other spokesmen use?

4) What should our line be in countering the Democratiec
attacks, ete?

Please forward your recommendstions by Priday, June 16,

HRH/LH/GS/3b
FU - 6/16
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 4, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: GORDON STRACHAN
FROM: DAVE GERGEN

SUBJECT: Draft Letter

, Here is a revised solicitation letter, as prepared
by Roland Elliott and Mary Ann Allin and approved
by Ray. Most of it is sufficiently well done that we

. hope to incorporate portions in the campaign
package.

°

I apologize for the delay.

Enclosure,




~

(Allin/Elliott) RP ‘ February 4, 1972

On January 20, 1969, America was a troubled nation. There was
division in the country, disruption on the campuses, inflation in the
economy, crime in the cities, powderkegs in the ghettoes, backlash in
the suburbs, and two hundred coffins a week coming home from Vietnam.

As Richard Nixon took the oath of c;fﬁce, he inherited this bitter
legacy. It required both political coura\ge and statesmanship to move
away frem war and inflation, up onto the high road of peacetime pros--
perity. But Richard Nixon, more than any President before him, has
quietly presided over major changes in policy and direction-in our
government, and has restored our faith in ti;é‘"ability of our system to
solve its problems and reflect the basic integrity of the American
people.

The record of the Nixon Administration is clear: There have been
dramatic new initiatives in foreign affairs designed to end our involve-
ment in the Indochina conflict and secure a lasting peace; there have
been bold new economic policies to speed our progress toward a sound
prosperity; there is a full agenda of domestic programs aimed at
government reform to make it truly responsive to the needs of our

citizens; and there is much else that remains to be done.
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Progress toward achieving what the President has called the
'great goals' of our society requires the cooperation and commitment
of every American. The vast majority shares the President's con-
viction that this is a great and good nation, one which has an extra-
ordinary capacity té set out upon a new course of action and bring
together diverse elements in a creative force to improve government
and our quality of life.

Whegre there was despair and frustration only a few years ago,
there is now a growing sense of hope and faith in the traditional
strengths of our institutions and in the fundamepntal goodwill of our
countrymen. ‘The President has made a’beg\inning which urgently
merits our support. He deserves and the Nation needs the opportunity
to press for completion of his initiatives, both foreign and domestic.

In his campaign for re-election, you can demonstrate your support
in a vital and mggningfnl way -~ with your personal check. A contri-
bution of $15 will enroll you as a member of the Committee. But gifts
of $25, or $50, or $100, and larger are also welcome! If it is signif-
icant to you, it will be significant to us, and you may be sure that every
dollar will be used in the re-election of the President. With your
financial assistance and that of other concerned individuals, we can

mount a campaign that will take the record of this Administration



directly to tbe people, calmly but forcefully articulating its accom-
plishments, its far-reaching proposals and its confident vision of the
future.

We urge you to join in this high adventure. It will be an alliance
of citizens who believe that Richard Nixon has guided the Nation
through an era of adversity and has brought us to the thres;nhold of a

full generation of peace with prosperity; This is our opportunity, in

Lincolni{s words, for us to ''dare to do our duty as we understand it.'"

##



Because of the
new tax law
giving costs less

Because of the new tax law giving costs less

For the first time in history, political contributions
made in 1972 will cost less than before. Special federal
income tax provisions now allow a portion of money
contributed to be returned to the giver when he files his
federal income tax return.

The new tax provisions were passed by Congress and
signed by President Nixon so all citizens could afford to
support their political interests at the local, state and
national levels.

Because of the new tax law, many individuals and
couples will be able to DOUBLE the size of their previ-
ous contributions to the Republican Finance Committee
and it won’t cost them one additional cent. This is how
the new tax provisions work:

A person may subtract from his total income tax bill,
an amount equal to one-half of his political contributions
—but not to exceed $12.50 if filing a separate return, or
$25.00 if filing a joint return. This provision is known
as the “tax credit” method.

This would mean, for example, that a couple who gave
$25.00 last year could DOUBLE the size of their 1972
gift to $50.00 and get $25.00 returned to them when
filing their 1972 tax return. The net cost of giving re-
mains at $25.00.

Another provision in the new tax legislation enables
a contributor to deduct from taxable income, all politi-
cal contributions up to $50.00 for a single return, or
$100.00 for a joint return. This is known as the “tax
deduction” method. You can deduct your political gifts
in the same manner as you would itemize charitable con-
tributions, taxes, etc.

Generally speaking, contributors of more than $50.00
who are in the higher tax brackets will benefit more
through the “tax deduction.” Those who give under
$50.00 may benefit more from the “tax credit” method.

Individuals and couples may select either method of
reducing their tax liability. The taxpayer must decide
which will be most advantageous to his particular tax
situation.

Cost of giving using “Tax Credit” method

JOINT RETURN FOR COUPLES

if your '71 And you Your Tax  Actual cost of
contribution double your Credit doubling your
was: '72 gift to: will be: gift is:
5.00 10.00 5.00 0
10.00 20.00 10.00 0
15.00 30.00 15.00 0
20.00 40.00 20.00 0
25.00 50.00 25.00 0
50.00 100.60 *25.00 25.00

*Maximum tax credit allowable for couples filing a joint return.

SEPARATE RETURN FOR INDIVIDUALS

It your '71 And you Your Tax Actual cost of
contribution  double your Credit doubling your
was: 72 gift to: will be: gift is:

5.00 10.00 5.00 0
10.00 20.00 10.60 0
15.00 30.00 *12.50 2.50
20.00 40.00 *12.50 7.50
25.00 50.00 *12.50 12.50
50.00 100.00 *12.50 37.50

*Maximum tax credit aliowable for those filing individual
returns.



X Republican National ‘
H; Finance Committee.

CHAIRMAN
Jeremiah Milbank, Jr.

Mr. Gordon Strachan
20 Broad Street
New York, New York 10005
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DETACH ALONG DOTTED LINE AND RETURN WITH YOUR CONTRIBUTION., NO POSTAGE REQUIRED.
MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: REPUBLICAN NATIONAL FINANCE COMMITTEE (Note: Corporate checks prohibited by law.)
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Dear Mr. Strachan:

Your, last contribution to the Republican National
Finance Committee--for which we are most grateful--was
$10.00. Under the new 1972 Federal Income Tax law, you
can increase your support of our Committee to $20.00
WITHOUT SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASING YOUR OUT-CF-FCCKET COST.

This can be done by taking up to $100.00 (raximum)
as a DEDUCTION=--or up to $25.00 (maximum) as a direct tax
CREDIT ON YOUR 1972 tax return (see.the explanatory slip
enclosed) .

This 1s your opportunity to GIVE to the REPUBLICAN
PARTY for GREATER PURPOSE and at LOWER COST than EVER
BEFORE!

You and thousands of other loyal Republicans have
kept our National Committee in business through the years
by your generous contributions {(our average in 1971 was
$19.90), and you made it possible to redirect the course
of our Nation by helping elect President Nixon in 1968.

This year we face again the time of critical nation-
al decision for the next four years. We Republicans know
and respect what President Nixon has accomplished since
he took office. But to insure his reelection, our votes
and our loyalty alone are not enough--outnumbered as we
are by non-Republicans. We must also provide the finan-
cial resources needed to kring the President's message
and the real facts about what he has done convincingly to
the attraction of all of our fellow Americans.

Everyone must have the chance to understand, as we
do, that our President:

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMAN @ REPUBLICAN NATIONAL FINANCE COMMITTEE



Has so reduced American participation in the Viet
Nam war that despite aggressive enemy action, our
troop involvement by July- 1 will be down to about
10% of what it was when he took office in 1969, with
Ameridan casualties now at even a lower fraction
than that.

Has taken effective action to cut the disastrous
price spiral in half and to increase sulstantially
both real wages and total employment despite the
rapid shift from war to a peace time economy.

Has built the foundation for a "generation of peace"
by taking bold initiatives and building new bridges
for better U.S. relationships in international
affairs.,

Has waged an unprecedented war against crime, so
that at last we can see a significant decrease in
the national crime rate, along with a doubling of
convictions of organized crime leaders, and almost
the same increase in prosecution of drug traffickers.

But people forget the past too easily, and the mem-
ory often fails to distinguish clearly between the kless-
ings of today and the troubles of the past. We're count-
ing on you to help us remind everyone of just what has
happened because of President Nixon. Your help will make
it possible, if you will write a check now and send it to
us today in the enclosed postage paid envelope.

On behalf of our Republican Party and one who ke~
lieves as you must in the greatness of this nation, I
thank you.

Sincerely,

Jeremiah Milbank, Jr.

“A copy of our report filed with the Comptroller G | will be ilable for purchase from the Superintendent of Documents, United States Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.
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The White House
. Washington, D.C. 20500



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

June 29, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT: Lyn Nofziger -~ California

Lyn Nofziger is in Washington today. He has been meeting
with Mardian, Malek, Magruder, and others at 1701.
Nofziger wonders whether you would like to discuss the
California campaign with him, Nofziger is not pushing
for a meeting, but wanted you to know he was available.
In light of the memorandum you signed for Mitchell on
California (which has not been delivered to him) you

may want to talk with Nofziger.

Whether you see Nofziger or not, I will talk with him
at length.

Recommendation: That you see Nofziger today so that when

you discuss the California situation with Mitchell, you
will have given Nofziger a hearing.

Haldeman see Nofziger.

v’ Haldeman will not see Nofziger.

Re-schedule,
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California Committee
for the Re-election : . m

Of the President 1670 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90017 (213)484-1330

May 29, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR RONALD REAGAN
D
FROM LYN NOFZIGER ;. YA~
RE: California Campaign (Week Ending 27 May 1972)

The press from the East is beginning to come to California, primarily
for the Humphrey-McGovern race, but they are also looking for some
signs of Ashbrook activity. They tell me there is none, which concurs
with my own feeling. I do not see any substantial Ashbrook impact at

. this time, although it is still possible he will get around 15 percent.

In the meantime the Nixon campaign is about on target. The mail program
remains fouled up to some extent at the data processing end, but once
the mail begins to flow back into our heatquarters our people are
handling it well.

The phone banks are working well except for San Diego and the San
Fernando Valley, but some have not received the cards they should have,
with phone numbers on them. In the case of the mail foul-ups, the problem
is with the Reuben H. Donnelley Company.

The hostess telephone program, which involves women using their own home
phones for phoning, begins Tuesday. We think it has a good potential.

Put Livermore finally offered to give us two staff men for registration.
We took them. And Compass Systems finally seems to be getting untracked
with Alan Heslop in charge there.

We will have a "victory" party at the Ambassador Hotel next Tuesday
night as we discussed in your office. We have a suite reserved for
you, and hopefully you can make a brief appearance.

¢c: John Mitchell
ob Haldeman
Bob Mardian
Jeb Magruder
Gordon Luce
Ed Meese
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON PU
ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL (9 H

May 18, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: FOLLOW~UP

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G

On June 2nd check with Charlie McWhorter regarding the

results of the Republican Governors establishment of
a "buddy system".
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June 8, 1972

Memorandum
For: John Mﬁtchel% and Bob Haldemanvl
Y i :
LA "‘y\kv'
From: CharlieiﬂbW£orter

L have spent the last few days in Houston attending the National
Governors' Conference which was dominated by discussion of Presidential
politics, There is general recognition that the President has developed a
strong record of leadership and will be difficult for any Democrat to
defeat. However, there is every indication that the McCGovern people, Larry
O'Brien and most Democratic governors are out to win in November even though
it means substantial shift of position for McGovern.

As I am sure you know, the McGovern forces are making a determined
effort to develop increased support from blue collar and minority groups
which, according to Harris and other pollsters, would give stronger support
to Nixon against McCovern than if the candidate were Humphrey. The McGovern
strategy seems intended to hold on to McCovern's strength among independent,
higher income and better educated voters while improving his appeal to blue
collar and minority groups.

While the choice of Ted Kennedy as a running mate would probably
give McGovern his best chance to consolidate this vote, nobody at Houston
seemed to think that Kennedy was available. Most of the speculation turned
on Wilbur Mills and Adlai Stevenson and there was no particular enthusiasm
for either.

The McCovern vieit to the Covernors' Conference at Houston was g
good illustration of his campaign flexibility. I was told that Governor
Lucey of Wisconsin talked to Senator MeCGovern from Houston and strongly
recommended this visit. Within 24 hours MeCovern was in Houston. Covernor
Iucey remarked that it would take the Muskie people at least a week to
consider whether they should make such a trip. Thils indicates to me that
there will be a need in the Nixon campaign to have a high degree of compar-
able flexibility in scheduling which in turn requires quick access to key
people in our campaign organization and an ability to make prompt decisions.

A serious problem confronting the McGovern campaign relates to
the question of who will run the McCovern organization in the various
states following the Dempcratic Convention in Miami. McCovern will be
under pressure to get rid of the "crazies" who have engineered his primary
and state convention victories. However, he will have difficulty in relying
on the loyalty and commitment of many of the regular Democratic leaders and
organizations. In his private comments to the Democratic governors,
Senator McCovern seemed 1o be most willing to accommodate himself to their



ceconcern in thi¢ regard. The real test of McCovern's attitude on these
problems will probably come in his policy on credential challenges and on
modification of his views in order to achieve a more moderate platform
position. McGovern could have difficulty with his more militant supporters
if he makes too many concessions on platform and credentials. Before the
roll call for President, Senator McGovern must decide whether to make major
compromises or face a roll call defeat for his position. It may well be
that the effort to stop McGovern will take the form of maneuvering him into
a position where he could lose a roll call vote prior to the vote for
President.

One final thought with regard to the Nixon campaign. It now
seems that the President's position on economic issues 1s much improved.
However, I ‘would strongly urge that in presenting his record in these
areas, that our speech writers and others emphasize the beneficial impact
of his economic and domestic programs on the welfare of ordinary citizens.
There seems to be a strong feeling that the primary reason that a Republican
administration wants an improvement in the economic situation is to increase
corporate profits rather than to improve the lot of the average worker and
citizen. I would strongly urge that the schedule for the President during
the fall campaign include activities and events which will make clear to
voters his personal motivation in advancing the economic and domestic goals
of his administration. For instance, when the President goes to Atlanta
this fall, rather than confine his activities to a motorcade and televisicn
activities in Atlanta, he should consider visiting with the workers in a
textile mill or factory of a smaller Georgia city and talk to these workers
in specific terms about how his programs affect them and the future of their
families. )

There would alsc be opportunities for the President to dramatize
the impact of his programs for the benefit of minority groups. For instance,
it should be possible for the President to visit a community drug care
center in Harlem or Chicago which has been assisted by federal programs. -

In my opinion, the fact that the President took the time to visit with
the community leaders who are involved in the front line fight against
hard drugs would have a great impact among the voters of these areas.

In summary, I think we must meke every effort to prevent Senator
McGovern from consolidating his hold on blue collar andminority groups
while we present the case for the President in terms which have the greatest
impact on individual voters.
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