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May 12, 1972

THE WHITE Hous@
WASHMINGTON

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: R. H. FINCH
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April 1972
Dear Friends:

I am pleased to have this opportunity to preview
some of the major issues we face at the 1972 Session of
the State Legislature.

Speaker of the Assembly Bob Moretti re-appointed me as
Chairman of the Assembly Criminal Jystice Committee, which
handles all legislation dealing with c¢riminal offenses,
peace officers, firearms, drugs, criminal court procedure,
correctional and rehabilitation facilities. I am also a
member of the Finance and Insurance Committee, Constitu-
“ional Amendments Committee and the Local Government Com~
Jittee.

COASTAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Coastal protection -- one of the top issues of con-
servationists and one especially important to the 46th
Assembly District -~ is before the Legislature again this
vear. The measures introduced to date seek to assure that
any development along the coastal zone would be coordinated
to prevent the loss of California's precious and irreplace=~
able resources. 1 am optimistic that a measure to preserve
our coastline will be enacted this year,

In enacting such legislation, however, it is important
that the private property interest in the coastal zone be
protected as well. ILocal government must retain a strong
voice in the development of any plans formulated for pro-
tection of the coastal zone,



-2
CONSUMER PROTECTION

I introduced Assembly Bill 659 to give consumers who
purchase products with warranties additional protection.
My bill proposes that the transfer of goods from one per-
son to another during the lifetime of an express or implied
warranty shall not terminate that warranty. There is no
reason the seller should not be made to stand behind his
warranty even though the product is resold.

EDUCATIONAL FINANCING

In the light of the State Supreme Court's decision
voiding the existing system of financing public education
because it discriminates against low-wealth school dis-
tricts, this subject will be a major issue at the current
legislative session, Several measures have been introduced
to change the entire scope of educational financing, and
extensive committee studies are underway to insure an
eguitable and balanced program,

* VOTING RECORD

I was honored recently by being rated as having one
cf the best voting records on major environmental measures
introduced at the 1971 Session of the Legislature. Legis-
lative Birdwatchers, Inc., a group of citizens who index
the voting records of State Legislators on these important
issues have rated me at 96% - second highest in the Assembly,

The Coalition for Clean Air also rated me as the only
member of the Assembly having a 100% voting record on air
pollution legislation at the 1970 legislative session.

REAPPORTTIONMENT

The battle on reapportionment continues during the
current legislative session. The California Supreme Court
ruled that if the Legislature could not reach agreement on
reapportionment this year, the Court would settle it by
the 1974 election. The Court validated the new Congres-
sional District boundaries, but the current Assembly and
Senate Districts ra2ma.n unchanged for the 1972 elections.

PROPERTY TAX RELILF

Several measures have been introduced to increase the
$750 homesowners property tax esxemption at the current
session. A Constitutional Amerdment was also introduced
to limit real property taxes to 1% of the full cash value.
Some form of property tax relief is urgently needed, and
I will continue to support reasonable measures to lessen
this burden.
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APRIL 1972

QUESTIONNAIRE

I am interested in your opinions on particular problems
which might be solved by legislative action at the State
level. Please complete, stamp and return this guestionnaire
to assist me to better represent you in Sacramento.

* * * * * * * * *

1. Wwould you favor a law to legalize prostitution?
Yes No Undecided

2. As an automobile owner, do you suppport the idea of
required annual inspections of all vehicles to insure
their safe operating condition and compliance with anti-
pollution laws?

Yes No Undecided

3. Would vou favor statewide lotteries for raising addi-
tional revenues to support local schools?
Yes No Undecided

4. Do you support the idea of state-controlled off-track
betting as a means cf increasing revenues?
Yes No Undecided

5. How would you assess the accomplishments of Governor
Reagan's administration? _
Good Fair Poor

6. Do you believe that the State should provide financial
aid to private and parochial schools?
Yes No Undecided

7. Do you approve of heroin addicts being given methadone
under a medically supervised maintenance program?
Yes No Undecided

8. Should our present abortion laws be liberalized?
Yes No Undecided

9. Present law provides for criminal penalties for certain
kinds of sexual conduct between consenting adults in pri-
vate. Would you favor a bill to eliminate these penal-
ties?

Yes No Undecided




10.

11.

There has been much discussion regarding the penalties 7,
for using marijuana. Do you feel the penalties should: .-/
Remain unchanged Be more severe

Be less severe

If you were voting for a successor to Governor Reagan
today, who would you support among the following whose
names are mentioned as possible candidates? (Listed
alphabetically.)

Secretary of State Edmund G. Brown, Jr.
Presidential Aide Robert H. Finch
Controller Houston I. Flournoy
Minority Leader Bob Monagan
Speaker Bob Moretti

Senator George Moscone

Lt. Governor Ed Reinecke
Attorney General Evelle J. Younger
Other

Stamp

Assemblyman Robert G. Beverly
46th Assembly District Office
1611 South Pacific Coast Highway
Redondo Beach, California 90277
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Bob Beverly has sent out 76,000 questionnaires to
his district and 4800 returns arc in.

Who would you like to be Governor in 19742

1’

Brown 440
Finch 845
Flournoy 55
Monagan 20
Moretti 174
Moscone 42
Reinecke 523
Younger 771

2870

Would you favor a law to legalize prostitution?

Do

Do

Do

Yes 2339
No 2085
Undecided 406

4830

you supporl anunual inspecition of all vehicles?

Yes 3252
No 1216
Undecided 347

4815

you favor statewide lottery for revenues for schools?

Yes 3316
No 1235
Undecided 201

4842

you support state contrelled off-track betting?

Yes 3086
No 1343
Undecidaed 386

4825



How would you assess accemwlishments of RR?

Good 2133
Fair 1483
Poor 1162

4778

Do you bhelieve state should provide aid to private
and Parichial schools?

Yes 1521
NO 2853
Undecided 433

4807

Do you approve of methodone treatment for addicts (heroin)?

Yes 3541

No 531

Undecided 744 )
4816

Should the present abortion laws be liberalized?

Yes 2742
No 1619
Undecided 456

4817

Would you favor a law to eliminate penalties for
sexual conduct between consenting adults?

Yes 3012
No 1364
Undecided 461

4837



10.

Penalties for using marijuna -- do you feel the

penalties should:

Remain unchanged
rHore severe
l.ess severe

1109
1171
2336

4616



Additional questions for Asscmbly District poll

1. The California Supreme Court has abolished the death
penalty in California. Do you agree7y

yes

no -

undecided

2. Should there be liberalization of the laws governing
the disemination of information and materials for

prophylactic (birth control) purposes?

yes
no

undecided
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Bagley Poll - May 9, 1972 (partial returns)

Who would you like to see as Governor in 19742

Republican Denocrat Non-Partisan Total

Brown 26 117 ' 18 161
Finch 271 55 22 348
Flournoy 33 8 4 45
Moretti 9 30 -3 . 42
Moscone 15 62 . 8‘ . B85
Reineake 228 33 ' 9 270
Tunney 28 127 16 171
Younger - 175 41 .. 18 234
None 15 28 22 65
Undecided 148 02 19 269
948 603 a3 1690

|l



OPINION RESEQRCH CORPORALION
ORC West, inc.: 425 Battery Street, San Francisco, California 94111 telephone: 415/433-1788
INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS: PRINCETON, NEW JERSEY 08540

JOHN M. TYLER, Vice President
General Manager, ORC West, Inc. May 19, 1972

Mr. Thomgss W. Benham
President

Opinion Research Corporation
North Harrison Street
Princeton, New Jersey 08540

Dear Tom:

*
This memorandum is our best guess as to the people most likely to be
doing political research in California. Some of it is based on infor-
mation from Carolyn -- who has worked at Field, Communications Research
Center and West Coast Community Surveys, and from Betty White who
recently worked at Communications Research Cénter.

As you know, there are literally hundreds of "marketing research firms"

in Los Angeles and the Bay Area. We do not have any information on most
of the small shops.

As far as T know from talking with researchers who have done political
research locally, it 1s generally not a very profitable segment of the
business. Competition for political research assignments is often in-
tense because of the public relations value they believe it gives them.
Research houses are willing to cut their bids and often lose money on
the work. In addition, unsuccessful candidates often are hard to pin
down for payment after election time.

It is my guess that the great majority of political research being done
for municipal and state level candidates for office is done by small
research shops who are successful bidders on the basis of price. Further,
it is probable that the research is assigned through public relations
firms handling the candidates' campaigns.

With that preamble, here is what we would guess about some of the
California firms:

. Field Research

Carolyn worked for Field a few years ago. At that time Merv was
accepting no custom political research candidates for election
in Californis, although he was working for candidates in other
western states. His point of view was that accepting California

CHICAGO * LONDON < LOS ANGELES » MEXICO CITY » MONTREAL * NEW YORK * SAN FRANCISCO * TORONTO * WASHINGTON, D.C.



Mr. Thomas W. Benham
Page 2
May 19, 1972

assignments would compromise the integrity and believability
of his syndicated California Poll, which, as you know, has

wide distribution in Californis newspapers and is widely quoted
on radio and television news programs. Merv's personal
political leanings are toward the Democratic Party.

. Communications Research Center

When Hugh Schwartz was running Communications Research Center,
it was doing some work for candidates for the legislature and
local mayoral and municipal office seekers. Candidates they
have worked for are Senator John Tunney, Mayor Alicto and
State Representative Phillip Burton. The current management
is probably not actively seeking this kind of business since

s 1t was often unprofitable business.

. Public Response, Inc.

This is a very small, new research firm run by the aforementioned
Hugh Schwartz. He personally is very'interested in this type of
research, and is most likely aggressively soliciting it. We do
not know how much, if any, he is currently doing.

~

. Drossler Research Corporation

It is possible that Drossler is handling sub-contracting assign-
ments from public relations firms,

. Haug Associates, Inc.

Haug's total research volume is probably about the same as Field
Corporation and it is probable that they are involved in political
research, Their Board of Directors includes many high placed, well-
known Californie businessmen. It is likely that they are getting
some assignments through these connections. I would guess their
orientation is toward Republican candidates.

. MBI

MSI is a very profitable, high volume field and tab outfit head-
quartered in Los Angeles, which is run by Dick Burlburt, an
ex~Field employee Merv fired several years ago. It is likely that
MSI is doing political research because of its low-cost structure
and reputation for good field and tab work.



Mr. Thomas W. Benhan
Page 3
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. West Coast Community Surveys

This firm is primarily known as a very high gquality, expensive,
interviewing service, with the bulk of its business coming from
academis and governmentally funded assignments. It is doubtful
that they are doing much of this kind of work because of their

cost structure.

There has recently been a large-scale, state-wide survey dealing with
attitudes toward the controversial Proposition 9 "The Pollution Initiative"
which will appear on the June ballot. Although I do not know the research
firm involved, it was chosen by Whittaker and Baxter, the public relations
firm handling the opposition point of view to Proposition 9. My guess
would be that the research was done by MSI.

L

That's about all we can piece together on the local political scene, I
hope it is helpful.

Best regards,

OPINION RESEARCH CORPORATION (west)
A

~

M. Tyler
Vice President, General Manager

JMT:bjw
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THE WHITE Houseg

February 8, 197 w

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

On January 10 you asked about a
California poll that showed the
President at 28%. My January 13
memorandum responding is attached.

Tom Reed just sent you the last

poll with this DMI question., It
shows the President at 32%.

Attachment s



The California Delegation
to the Republican National Convention of 1972

pledged to the re-election of President Richard M. Nixon
Governor Ronald Reagan, Chairman p
Thomas C. Reed, Vice Chairman -

1 FPebruary 1972

Mr. H. R. Haldeman
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Bob:

Enclosed is a copy of our final monthly survey. As the Dele~
gation Organizing Committee cannot use information beyond
this point, our participation now terminates.

I have arranged for one Nixon-McCloskey-Ashbrook question
of Republicans to be carried in January. The results will be
available before the Committee's final meeting.

Very best regards,
Thontas C. Reed

Enclosure
TCR:h

Post Office Box 371 « San Rafael, California 94902 « (415) 456-7310

®



LISTENING POST

PRELIMINARY SURVEY RESULTS, 18 JANUARY 1972
1,049 Telephone Interviews in Los Angeles and Orange Counties, December 1971

1. REPUBLICAN PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY (Republicans only)

"Suppose you were voting for the group who will select the Republican
presidential nominee -~ which group of the following three would you
favor: A group pledged to support Richard M. Nixon; a group pledged to
support a candidate more conservative than Richard M. Nixon; or a group
pledged to support a candidate more liberal than Richard M. Nixon?

. More More
Liberal Nixon Conservative No
Group Group Group Opinion
Los Angeles and Orange Counties 16% - 58% 15% 11%
Los Angeles County only 17% 59% 14% 11%
Orange County only ) 14% 56% 18% 13%

2. DEMOCRAT PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY (open ended question, asked of Democrats
only)

"Which Democrat would you personally like to see nominated for President?

This Survey

Dec. Nov. Oct. Sept. Aug.
E. Muskie 28% 30% 30% 34% 18%
E. Kennedy 21% 26% 26% 29% 32%
H. Humphrey 19% 15% 13% 8% 13%
G. McGovern 11% 8% 10% 10% 8%
J. Lindsay 4% 2% 5% 5% 8%
H. Jackson 3% 5% 2% 2% 4%

All others 14% 14% 12% 12% 19%



PRELIMINARY SURVEY RESULTS, 18 JANUARY 1972 Page 2

3. GENERAL ELECTION

A. To measure a base level of support: "Now, if the election for President
were held today and Richard Nixon were runnirg for reelection, would
you vote for him?"

No
Yes No Depends Answer
- This survey, December 32.2% 40.6% 23.5% 3.7%
November 27.2% 43.8% 26.5% 2.7%
October 28.6% 42.6% 25.5% 3.3%
September 28.9% 40.5% 22.9% 7.7%
August 30.4% 43.5% 17.6% 8.5%
. *Los Angeles County only
Nov. and Dec. 28.4% 44.7% 23.6% 3.3%
Qrange County only,
Nov. and Dec. 35.9% 30.5% 30.8% 2.7%
Republicans only, L.A.
& Orange, Nov. :
and Dec. 59.2% 10.9% 27.4% 2.5%
B. Head to head vs. Kennedy and Wallace
No
Nixon Kennedy Wallace Opinion
*L.A. County, Nov. & Dec. 40% 41% 7% 12%
L.A. & Orange, Dec. 44% 37% 6% 13%
L.A. & Orange, Nov. 42% 39% 7% 12%
L.A. & Orange, Aug. 39% 44% $% 8%

*Los Angeles County is reasonably representative of California as a whole.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
Administratively Confidential

January 13, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT: California Poll

You asked what the California poll was (supposedly ours)
that showed 28% for the re-election of Nixon.

Decision Making Information, one of the three pollsters
working for the Campaign Committee through Bob Teeter,
condugts a monthly poll in Los Angeles and Orange County.
Tom Reed, the Republican National Committeeman for
California, purchased the following guestion in

November:

"Now, if the election for President were held today
and Richard Nixon were running for re-election, would
you vote for him?"

Yes No  Depends No Answer

This survey -
November 27.3% 43.8% 26.4% 2.6%

The full results are attached.

Tom Reed sends the poll results to the Attorney General.
Harry Dent occasionally receives copies and forwards them
to you. Since you have indicated previously that you did
not want to see individual state polls, they have not
been forwarded to you.

Lyn Nofziger told me that when he saw these results in
December he instructed Tom Reed not to ask that guestion
again. It was not asked in the December or January DMI
poll.

When Bob Teeter called DMI to check on whether this 27.3%
result was the only result close to the 28% figure you
mentioned, DMI was surprised his inquiry came so late.
Apparently the results have been known in California since
the middle of December.

Mort Allin has not seen any press coverage of this poll.




THOMAS C. REED
MEMBER
ReEPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

503 D STREET, ROOM 3
MATIONAL COMMITTEEMAN FOR CALIF, SAN RAFAEL, CALIF.
MEMBER OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 24801
REPUBLICAM NATIONAL COMMITTEE {415) 4%6-7310



1013 Telephone Interviews in Los Angeles and Orange Counties, November 1971

1‘

LISTENING POST

Preliminary Survey Results, 12 December 1971

October

30%
26%
13%
10%
2%
5%

DEMOCRAT PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY (Democrats only)
This Survey
November

E. Muskie 31%

E. Kennedy 27%

H. Humphrey 15%

G. McGovern 7%

H. Jackson 6%

J. Lindsay 2%

All others 13%

GENERAL ELECTION

To measure a base level of support:

12%

September

34%
29%
8%
10%
2%
5%
12%

¢

August

18%
32%
13%
8%
4%
8%
19%

&

"Now, if the election for President were

held today and Richard Nixon were running for re-election, would you vote for

him?"

This survey, November
October
September

. August

Head to Head:

Total, L.A. & Orange Co.

Republicans
Democrats
Independents

L. A. County only*
Orange County only

Total, L.A. & Orange Co.,
August survey

Yes.

27.3%
28.6%
28.9%
30.4%

No

43.8%
42.6%
40.5%
43.5%

Depends

26.4%
25.5%
22.9%
17.6%

E. Kennedy G. Wallxe

R. Nixon
41.7% 39.4%
84.,0% 7.7%
20.3% 60.4%
36.2% 31.0%
39 0% 42 59
58.5% 20.5%
39.4% 44 .0%

7.3%
3.7%
7.8%
13.2%
7.4%
7.0%

8.5%

s

o* No

Answer

2.6%
3.3%
7.7%
8.5%

No
Answer

11.6%

4.7%
11.5%
19.5%
11.1%
14.0%

8.0%

*wgeles County is reasonably representative of California as a whole.

Y



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 10, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: H., R. HALDEMAN /é

Find out, please, what the California poll Was,(supposedly ours)
that showed 28% for the reelection of Nixon.

This is one that was reported recently and I am sure it was a
listing of the whole field or something like that, but I'd like to

know precisely what the method was on it and what the actual
results were.



THE WHITE HOUSE &l

WASHINGTON

February 9, 19?9

TO: H. R. HALDEMAN Q

Thought the attached might
be of interest to you. A&)

Bob Finch
Counsellor to the President



24th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

600 Interviewed

Republican only: Most important issues - (open end--
more than 100%
Finch 49.5
Taxes/Fiscal /Property Tax Relief 21.2
Richardson 27.6
Local improvements 19.2
Don't know 22.9 (traffic, freeways)
Education/Bussing 14;7
Finch 61.9
. Crime 11.2
McColl 11.1
. Follution/Ecology 8.2
Don't know 27.0
Racial 2.3
Finch . 49.8 Quality of government 1.8
Richardson 24.4
McColl 4.1
Don't know 21.7

Democrats and Republicans:

Finch 54.0
Binkley 19.5
Don't know 26.5
Richardson 41.0
Binkley 20.0

Don't know 39.0
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By CABGLE MceEFLVEY
Slat Virdar

Robert ¥
ported the ¢ wad
eign policies of President Nis
on as he spole to membe
the Susland-Tujunga commue
nity Tuesday night,

Duting a :hort speech Fineh
touched on tupics as varied ax
Vietnam, valusadded tux.
ending the draft, reorganizing
the budget, and the need for
more medical doctors in the
nation,

Finch szid the President,
while not being able-to “bring
us all together” as he had
hoped, had retwned a spirit
of civility to the eouniry.

“We look to the next decade
with a greal sense of op-
timism,” Finch said.

“We have been stabilized.
We are not coming apart,

“There were some of us in
the late 60's who thought the
couniry might have Jost iis
sense of rational — that an
era of viclence had taken
over,

“We must now determine
where we are going, who we
are,” he said. “This is really
the walershed point in our
history.”

Fineh mentioned briefly his
peried as secretary of HEW,
saying he thought he had done
a good job.

He =oid thet while ol HEW
he managed to cut the payroll
by the phasing out of cer-
tain johs,

“We cut i from $120,600 to
$165.000.7

Finch sald the government
is trving to resrganize the
budget, "But it is hard to
make  government  respon-
sive,”” he said. “We have feo
much in the government of
overpromise and underdeliv-
erv.

“We are trying scme reve-
lutivnary proposals. Ve are
coironted by an wrban erisis
in the grea of scheols. In the
past we have relied too much
oit the property tax. Twe
carsnissions are now working
on mossible solutions to this
problem, The President will
he answering this area scon,
he said.

Finch said one of the chan-
ges being looked at is a sd-
called value-added tax. “This
tax wonld apply to each trans-
action any ilem goes through
frorn manufacturer to buyer,”
he said. It mav be worth
discussing to relieve searing
properly taxes.

Finch sald local govern-
ments are tied down hy the
current  system  which  re-
quires government approval

¥

for matching furd projects.
“We hope with revenne
sharing ‘hat los  Angeles

County, for cxample, will be
able to carry out projects un-
fettered.

He charged that the Con-

gress is helding up the Pres-
ident’s innovazive programs,

“Whether we cun get a
clear hearing on such things
as revenie sharing in 2 Pres-
idential election year is doubt-
ful”’ Finch said.

He said the war is “ohvi-
ously winding down.

“When we came into of-
fice.” be said, “there were
539.000 of our men in Viet-
nam. May 1 of this year we

will have de-escalated to 65 |

000 people. It carnot be dis-
puted that we are ending the
war,”

Finch szid the winding
down of the war is helping to
cause the unemployment
problems now faced on the
domestic  front.  “No  one
wants unemplnyment. And the
President bos taken a bold
route to beak down the
economic problems,

“The inter-relationship be-
tween the Vietnam War and
the unemploviuent is quite ¢
parent,”” he sald. “We have
released 2.2 million men onio
the job market trom the milj-
tarv and defense industry.
And they all have to find
jobs.” Finch said.

“We have passed the worst
part, however, we haye bitten
the bullet on the economy,”
he said.

During the guestion period
Los Angeles City Councilman
Louis K. Nowell appealed to
Finch to ask the President to
find a way to let local govern-
ment have more say over ils
programs.

“Please take the message |

back,” Nowell said, “that we
would rather do it ourself.”
Seated at the head table
with Finch were members of
the lecal service clubs who
sponsored the event, Thev in-
cluded Mr. and Mrs. Harry
MeGregor represeqting

Kiwanis: Mr. and Mrs. Kenny !
totary: and Mr. and ¢

Houge,
Mrs. Bud Rasmusssen, Lions.
Supervisor  Warren  Daorn,
Nowell, and Mr. and Mrs.

Wellington Love of John Har-

mer's  office
present.

Master of ceremonies was
businessman  Clark  Drane.

were  also

The invocation was given by |

the Rev. Kenneth  Monson,
Tejunga  Pwst Chiristan
Church,
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- January 13, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H,R., HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHANM
SUBJECT: ' California Poll

You asked what the California poll was ({supposedly ours)
that showed 28% for the re-election of Rixon.

Decision Maeking Information, one of the three pollaters
working for the Campaign Committee through Bob Teeter,
conducts a monthly poll in Los Angeles and Orange County.
Tom Reed, the Republican iational Committeeman for
California, purchased the following guestion in »
Hovemper:

“Now, if the election for Presidsnt were held today
and Richard Nixon were running for re-election, would
you vote for him?®

Yeag %o  Depends No Answar

This survey -~ .
Hovember 27.3% 43.8% 26.4% 2.6%

: full results are attached,

Tom Reed sends the poll results to the Attorney General,
Harry Dent occasjonally receives copies and forwards them
to you. 8ince you have indicated previocusly that you did
not want to see individual state polls, they have not
been forwarded to you,

Lyn Hofzigexr told me that when he saw these results in
Dacember he instructed Tom Read not to ask that guestion
again, It was not asked in the Decembex or January DMI
poll. ‘

When Bob Teeter called DMI to check on whether this 27,3%
result was the only result close to the 28% figure you
mentioned, DMI was surprised his inquiry came so late,
Apparently the results have been known in California since
the middle of December.

Mort Allin has not seen any press coverage of this poll.



fHOMAS C. REED

MEMBER

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

d 503
COMMITTEEMAN FOR CALIF.
YHE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

AN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

D STREET, ROOM 3

SAN RAFAEL, CALIF.

94801
(413) as8.7310

JISTENING POST

wurvey Results, 12 December 1971

Los Angeles and Orange Counties, November 1971

PRIMARY (Democrats only)

This Survey

November October September
E. Muskie 31% 30% 34%
E. Kennedy 27% . 26% 29%
H. Humphrey 15% 13% 8%
G. McGovern 7% 10% 10%
H. Jackson 6% 2% 2%
J. Lindsay 2% 5% 5%
All others 13% 12% 12%

2. GENERAL ELECTION

To measure a base level of support:

o

.

August

18%
32%
13%
8%
4%
8%

19%

O

"Now, if the election for President were

held today and Richard Nixon were running for re~election, would you vote for

him?*"
Yes No Depends
This survey, November 27.3% 43.8% 26.4%
October 28.6% 42.6% 25.5%
September 28.9% 40.5% 22.9%
. August 30.4% 43.5% 17.6%

Head to Head:

R. Nixon E. Kennedy G. Walkce

Total, L.A. & Orange Co. 41.7% 39.4% 7.3%
Republicans 84.0% 7.7% 3.7%
Democrats 20.3% 60.4% 7.8%
Independents 36.2% . 31.0% 13.2%
L. A. County only* 39.0% 42.5% 7.4%
Orange County only 58.5% 20.5% 7.0%
Total, L.A. & Orange Co.,

August survey 39.4% 44,0% 8.5%

Nl»!f:‘\

@\No

Answer

2.6%
3.3%
7.7%
8.5%

No
Answer

11.6%

4.7%
11.5%
19.5%
11,1%
14.0%

8.0%

—

*Mgeles Countv is reasonably representative of California as a whole.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 10, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: H. R. HALDEMAN /%

Find out, please, what the California poll was,(supposedly ours)
that showed 28% for the reelection of Nixon.

This is one that was reported recently and I am sure it was a
listing of the whole field or something like that, but I'd like to
know precisely what the method was on it and what the actual

results were. .

M Ao, ~ Gy |
Re® Teckrn. - \ ol
by Nof ~\MWIW%“ML\AW
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COMMITTEE FOR THE RE-ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT @Q

1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. R W

e

WASHINGTON. D €. 20005 December 23, 1971

{202) 333.0%:20

DETERMINED TO BE AN

CONEEDENEFAL ADMINISTRATIVE

#aBRKING

E.U. 12085, Section €-102

By &l MR NARS, Date_S-d 5o

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

The attached information from the
of interest to you.

JEB

Attachment

ecent California Poll may be
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Rolease 7737 For relea.e FHURSDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1971
LARGE POTENTIAL FCURTH PARTY 2 IMPORTANT: Contract for this service is sudject fo re=
VOTE; FRESERICE WOULD HURT ; vocation if publicetion or broedeast ekes place beferc
DEMOCRATS relcace dote or i contents of report are divulged to

: nasons outside of subseriber staif prior to release ime.

by Mervin D. Field .‘

Rurklings of a possible fourrh party movemant are being heard acrose the land and it is quite possible
that noxr year voters in many states will have a'ballot choice of four naticnal presidential tickets,

Within the past fortnight obout 200 delzaates representing about 28 states attended a fourth party

organizing convention in Texas. Naming itsclf the Peonle's Party, the delegates debated o perty plarform and
i

reviewed the candidate field for likely 1972 presidential end vice-presidentic] standard bearers.

P 3 . - . N . '
[nitial support for this fourth party movement comes from c variety of disaffccted groups, such s

militant young voters, blacks, browns, women's'libbirs, consumerists, and anti-war activisis. While they may

3
. H

lack unity on some policies gnd issues, their common ground is their dissctisfaction with the present social and
A :
political system. They see little difference between the two major parties, and abhor George Wellace. In con-

ventional political description they are liberal, and if they did not form « fourth pdrty, most of them would

Ciem) it ) %

| N P - ” s par blam bermes owE




probably vote Democratic as the least of severol evils. : y .

This is what disturbs Demccrm}‘gsfro?egists as they view next year's presidential campeign. They fear
that fourth party votes will mean defeat for{ the oarty and the re-election of ?iepub!!c'cm President Richard Nixon.

Last May, and ageain last monﬂ;}, the California Poll measured public sentiment toward a fourth carty
movement in this state for president.

The survey's results indicate that thare is large potential vote for o fourth party in this state. Tne
omount depends on who heads the Democm;ic party ticket and who runs on the fourth party ticket,

The survey also shows why Democrats have couse for wony: a fourth party candidate draws more voies

from Democraric than from Republican ranks.
In this fatest test The California Pell tested the current popularity of two men cs possible fourth party

candidates: ex~Senator Eugene McCartny cé'in'? New York Mayor John Lindsay. In cach test Nixon waos listed c

the GOP candidate and George Wellace czs‘:h:*c AlP candidate. De::mocm'r?c"condidofes were rotated in order on

these simuloted ballots.

{(MORE)




The California Poli - page 2 " ' .

VWhile neither McCerthy nor Lindsay “wins™ in the

e

> tests as fourth narty candidaies, results show that
McCarthy has much more support than Lindsay. Nevertheless, in all cases except one, the appearance of a fourth
party still leaves Nixon with substantial pluralities. The exception is when Senaror Edward Kennedy is the
Democratic condidate. His appeal appears able to stem the defection of some nominal Democratic vores o @
fourth party, leaving nim at least as strong as Nixon,

In the table below are shown the current c&}ud?da%e popularity standings when Kennedy, Muskie, or
Humphrey is the Democratic candidate and McCartiiy o; Lindsay arg fourmn party candidares. For comparison

purposes, previously published three party results are also shovn.

Three Party 4 Parties (McCaithy) \ 4

Parties (Lindsay)

MNixon 47% Nixen 37% Nixon 39%
Muskie 40 Muskie 30 Muskie 31
Wallace 10 Wallace ™ 7 Wallece 7
McCarthy 20 Lindsay 18
Den't know 8 Dan't know & Uon'r know 5

\!':. ~ e N . [oPedaly i\j",’, . O

INIAON Lo LED T ARON it 7O ~PAON e 7O
Kennedy 45 Kenncdy | 36 Kennedy 41
Wallace 9 Wal'aes 6 Wellace 5
' MeCarthy i3 Lindsay i5
i; . Don't know 4 Don®t know 5 Daa' know 4

/ Nixon 46% Nixon e 35% Nixon 3&%
I Humphrey 35 Humphrey 25 Humghrey 30

! Wallace 10 VWatlace 7 Viciloce 7 :

y ' McCarthy Z3 Lirdiay 22
7 Don't know 5

i Don’t know . 9 Den't kaow

’ {

When less prominent presidential contenders such os Senators Georgz McGovain, Henry Jackson,

Mayor Sam Yerty, Congressman Wilbur Mills and Congresswoman Shirley Chishelm, are listed in the Democratic




i

slot, Nixon's pluralities become even grecter then when Kennedy, Muskie, ond Humgphrey are licted,

From this evidence, it would seen thet if fourth party movement had as its motivating force the desire
to change the status quo, it would instead accomolish the ogposite == the election of Richard Nixon, But this is
only one way of looking at the situation. The dissidents who would rally arcund a fourth party banner sze in this
exercise an opportunity to demonstrate just how powerful they are and expect that even if they don't poli a
plurality of votes, they can influence the major parties aad their candidates, A significant share of rhe poguiar
vote, even though it brought no electora!l celi:ege vofas,t would also be encourcgement for more organizaiion and
a better showing in 1976.

‘More immediate, however, there is the prospect that o, fourth party headed by a credible candidate and
given a determined effort between now and next November, might just pessible resulf in winning @ siate such as
California, lilinois, New York. The electoral votes from just one of thase states, together with whatever electoral
coliege votes George Wallace got in the Scuth, might be erough to deny eitner the Regublican or Democratic
party an outright victory in November. Then, when the House of Representatives subsequently convenad to sclect

|

a President, the congressmen whose districts polled substantial fourth party votes would be under considerable pressure

to select a man who would be acceptable to fourtn puiiy verers. :
. . : (MORE)
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The California Poll - page 3

Three Party

Nixon
Jackson
Wallace

Don't know
Nixon
McGovern
. Woallace
Don't know
foon
YO:"Fy
Wallace
Don't know
Nixon
Mills
Wallace
Don't know
Nixon
Chisholm

Wallace

Don't know

COPYRIGHT 1971 BY FIELD RESEARCH CORPCRATION.

47%
21
11

20

45%

33

10

4 Farties (McCarthy)

Nixon 40%
Juckson 13

VYN .
Wallace

McCarihy 29

Doa't know: 10

Nixon 35%
tacGoven . 25
Vioiace 9
MeCarthy 2i
Don't know 9
N <on 4£30%5
Yoty il
Wallace b
McCartiy 33
Don't know 10
Mixen 3%%
Mills 9
Wallace 8
whaCurthy o
Den't know 13
Nixon 419
Chisholm 8
Waullace g
McCarthy 30
Don't know i3

4 Parties {Lindsay)

Nixon 38%
Jechsen 12
Walicee 7
Lindsay 27
Don't know 16
Nixen 39%
McCGovern 27
Viaiicce 7
Lindsay 19
Don®t know 13
Mixon 3%%
Yoy 14
Valicce 4
Lindsay 30
Don’t know 11
Nixon 41%
Mills 1K
Watlace 7
Lindsay 26
Donr know 15
Nixon 41%
Chishelm 8
VWallace 8
Lindiay 29

Don't know j4

FOR PUBLICATION BY SUBSCRIBERS ONLY
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Nevember 1 - 13,1971

Dates of interviewing

.

Population covered by

. . Ny
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N . - » 2 . o ., t IR }
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