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Administratively Confidential

February 22, 1972

MEMORANDUM FCR: f1.R, HALDEMAN
FROM: YORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT 3 Republican Leadership

Conference/March 1-4

ilarry Dent called concerning a Republican Leadership
Conference to be held in Washington March 1-4. Discussion
with the Attorney General encouraged Dent to get "the best
Administration spokesmen" at this event which will be the
last mass meeting of delegate types before the Republican
lational Convention in August,

Dent has approached Kissinger and Connally and received negative
responses from their offices. Dent also approached John

Scali to be moderator of one of the foreign policy discussions.
Scali said he would be glad to do it, but that he has "been
instructed to keep his head down and maintain low visibility®,
Dent asks that you grant an exception to this general rule

that Scali not be an out front spokesman,

Chuck Colson believeg that Scali should do this event, Kissinger
has no opinion as to whether Scali should or should not do this
event,

Recomnmendations:

That John Scali be informed that he should attend this
Republican Leadership Conference,

Approve Disapprove

Comment

GS:1m



THE WHITE HOUSE ,06)’3?

WASHINGTON

Administratively Confidential W

February J, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN G
SUBJECT: Republican Leadership

Conference-~-March 1-4

Harry Dent called concerning a Republican Leadership
Conference to be held in Washington March 1-4. Discussion
with the Attorney General encouraged Dent to get "the best
Administration spokesmen" at this event which will be the
last mass meeting of delegate types before the Republican
National Convention in August.

Dent has approached Kissinger and Connally and received -swsme=
wFpremegpep—itmemeremry. from their offices. Dent also
approached John Scali to be moderator of one of the foreign
policy discussions. Scali said he would be glad to do it,
but that he has "been instructed to keep his head down and
maintain low visibility". Dent asks that you grant an
exception to this general rule that Scali not be an out-
front spokesman. ~ y

Chuck Colsonl;’nfres that Scali shogld!ao thlwmu

Recommendation:

That John Scali be informed that he should attend this ‘Lo M

Republican Leadership Conference,. A
it - Lireas .
ove

Approve Digap

Comment

!
i
i’\:,
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Administratively Confidential

February 16, 1972

HMEMORANDUM FOR3 H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: white House Budget

Committee for the Re-Election
of the President -- Support

You have Bruce Kehrli's January 29 memorandum regarding the
financial support for ‘the White House by the Committee for the
Re~Election of the President, This memorandum is in your
talking paper drawer indicating that you wanted to cover the
subject personally with the Attorney General.

At your meeting today with the Attorney General and Pred Malek
it might be appropriate to discuss this budget subject
because Fred Malek will serve on the budget committee under
Secretary Stans at 1701.

Another alternative would be to have Malek dizcuss the
subject directly with the Attorney General.

GS:1m




Administratively Confidential

February 10, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: Republican Leadership

Conference--March 1-4

Harry Dent called concerning a Republican Leadership
Conference to be held in Washington March 1~-4. Discussion
with the Attorney General encouraged Dent to get “"the best
Administration spokesmen” at this event which will be the
last mass meeting of delagate types before the Republican
tiational Convention in August,

Dent has approached Kissinger and Connally and received some
favorable indications from their offices, Dent also
approached John Scall to be moderator of one of the foreign
policy discussions. Scali sald he would be glad to do it,
but that he has "been instructed to keep his head down and
maintain low visibility®, Dent asks that you grant an
exception to this general rule that Scali not be an out~
front spokesman.

Chuck Colson believes that Scali should do this event.

Racomnendationt

That John Scali be informed that he should attend this
Republican Leadership Conference.

Approve Disapprove

Comment

GS:1m




Administratively Confidential

February 10, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR3 H.R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: Hew Hampshire Mock Election

The Committee to Re~Elect the President conducted a mock
election at New Hampshire Colleg¢e in Manchester, New
Hampshire today. Sample ballots were given to 150
students (total enrollment 950)., The results were:

ilixon-—- - -32%
Hugkie--==meee—c———— e o e 28%
FAC IOV LR YT Y oo e et o o s i s s e 1 e o e e ], 5
Ed Cole (local)-=—=eweommccaeeuf
Humphrey- - PUp— ¥ Y
Linds BLY 0 o o o o 3%
MeCloskey~ ————————3
Agshbrook-==m=wmen- — 1%
Hartke—wemeeoamee—. 1%

At the direction of Jeb Magruder and ¥en Rietz, Van Shumway
and Tom S5ias, the New Hampshire PR Director for the Committee
to Re~Elect the President, are handling publicity in
washington and New Hampshire respectively.

GS:1lm




Administratively Confidential

Pebruary 10, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H,R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: "The Loval Opposition”

Bill Monroe of NBC Hews interviewed Minnesota Governor Andersonj;
Senator Bayh; Lawrence O'Brien; Mary Lou Burg (DNC); Robert
Strauss (DHC Treasurer); and Patricia Harris (DNC Chairman

of Credentials Committee) on January 30 between 5 and 6 p.m.
The news summary note is attached at Tab A and the complete
transcript {obtained by the RHC) is attached at Tab B,

The video tape of the program is available upon request,

To summarize:

O'Brien attacked the Administration's PR expenditures,

the political release of $12 B, and $50 M campaign budget
when asked if it would be difficult to beat the President.
O'Brien's policy criticisms focussed on the "veto minded
President™ . . , that blocked a Democratic Congress trying
to bring this nation forward . . . in important social
areas”,

Strauss said it would be difficult foxthe Democrats to
contend "with a $50 or $60 million campaign”,

Bayh stated that the economy and Vietnam would be the
critical issues within "the whole issue of confidence and
credibility". O'Brien agreed strongly that the credibility
issue emcompassed all other issues,

Patricia Harris hit the President for wvetoing every bill for
the "benefit of the little man". She was the only one who
would answer HMonrce's question on bussing. Her answer
emphasized "quality education" not transporting children,
and that the Democrats would not rely on "phony signals™.

Anderson believes that "the number one issue is unemployment®.
He also hit the VAT as unfair and regressive. Ile suggested
closing tax loopholes instead.

O'Brien frequently returned to credibility, "the vetoes . . .
the deficit . . . (and) the commumications control”.



In response to Monroe's question about why there were so
many Democratic candidates, all responded that it is
because the Democrats have soc many good people, Similarly,
all praised the Democratic party on its reform progress
but did not attack the Republicans on lack of reform.

Monroe concluded by saying that the outlook for 1972 was

“a tough hard fought campaign and, probably, in November
a close election.”

GS:1m
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Administratively Confidential

MEMORANDUM POR:
FROM

SUBJECT:

tewn,

the

February 9, 1972

H,R. HALDEMAN
GORDON STRACHAN

Campaign Surveys

Bob Teat:t submitted the attached seven-~page summary of
1 pell conducted by MOR,
this is the format agreed upon when vou and the Attorney

General met with him on Januar§ 31. Discussion with Teeter

developed the following points for you to consider:

In Teater's mind

1) The Attorney General asked for the two pages on
parsonality, but Teeter wondars whethear vou also want to
raeceive them.

Yes, Haldeman receive personality pages

No, exclude personality material

Othar
2) The Attorney Generxal has not asked for a Presidential
approval page with full demographics, but you may want
to have that page added.

Yez, lialdeman yreceive Presidential popularity with
full demographics

No, exclude popularity demographics
Other
3) Petex Dailey and Pob Marik will have direct access
to all of Teeter's poll information except these summary
memoranda and the trial heat results,
4) Jeb Magruder will have access to all of Teeter's

polling information though it will be delivexed to the
Attorney General in the firat instance.


http:submitt.ed

5)

6)

7)

8)

- - - SWTCESTEMAS TN mnY - T e

Iowa, New Jersey, and North Carolina have also been
racaived. The results are presented in the same format
as the Pennsylvania results. The New Jersey polling
information is attached. Larry has Iowa and North
Carolina, as well as a special New Hampshire follow-up
telephone poll.

The schedule for the receipt of the rest of the poll
results is:

Ohio, Indiana, Missouri-=—wemecmccvaomr————— February 14
Califormia, New York, Oregon, Virginia-----February 21
Texas, Tennessee, Maryland, and National--~February 28

Upon completion of this first wave, Teeter will begin
projects that you discussed with him on January 31 in
this order -~ Presidential travel, the President's image,
and the President's handling of the kssues.

Ken Cole, on February 9, asked you by memorandum whether
the Domestic Council staff could receive the results of
these campaign polls..le wants only the material dealing
with “"domestic policy issues” and would personally limit
the distribution of the results.

RECOMMENDATION :

That Ken Cole receive the issue sections of the National poll
which will be available on February 28. You and the Attorney
General would sign off on the text to be given to Cole.

AGREE DISAGREE

COMMENT




Administratively Confidential

February 8, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR3 H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDOX STRACHAN
SUBJECT : Bob Teeter/Campaign Polling

Three questions remain after your meeting yesterday with the
Attorney General and Bob Teeter. The first concerns the
amount of information you wanted Bob Teeter to discuss with
the Campalign Strategy Group (Pebruary 7 attendees: Malek,
‘Moore, Miller, Flemming, Dent, Magruder, Joanou, Dailey, Xaupinen,
and LaRue). Teeter told the group that the President was in
good shape in all states polled so far except Wisconsin, He
said the President was strong in either two-way, three-way,
or four to five-way trial heats, When asked by Dent if the
Becker poll on Wew iampshire (71~14-4) was accurate, Teeter
said yes, Presumably you and the Attorney General authorized
thase disclosures,

The second matter concerns the direction of Teeter's work load.
You decided yesterday that Magruder and I should have

tandem responsibility to direct Teeter's efforts. You now
want Teeter to test various Vice Presidential candidates'
strengths in certain states. Presumably vou want Magruder,

on behalf of the Attorney General, to be privy to this project.

Thirdly, is there any specific follow@up with Teeter from
your meeting with him and the Attorney Generxal vesterday?

GS8:1m




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
Date: 2/7
TO: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

Bob Teeter delivered his analysis of the Harris

Domestic Issues Poll of September 1971. A copy
of this memorandum was delivered by Teeter to
the Attorney General on February 4.

I gave Fred Malek a copy of Tetter's analysis
on February 4 because he received a copy of the
Harris Poll at your direction in November. In
light of Malek's new responsibilities, it seemed
appropriate that he receive copies of Teeter's
comments.

Should Ehrlichman and Ken Cole receive copies of
the Teeter analysis and control distribution within
the Domestic Council as they did with the original
Harris Issyfs Poll?

/ Yes

L{




Administratively Confidential

Fabruary 8, 1972

MEMORANDUM POR: H.R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT : Campaign Strategy

The Campaign Strategy Group discussed your statement on
"consciously aiding and abetting®™ the enemy and the public
effect,

Cliff Miller believes that it was a serious mistake; the
timing was bad. Just when we had the Vietnam issue on our
side, the Democrat®s will now be able to turn the discussion
to loyalty and not stupidity. Miller believes the matter is
so serious that you may be on the cover of the news magazines
next week. Miller believes Rockefeller should be asked to
come to your defense along with other public officials.

Dick Moore also believes the matter is serious and damaging
but not to the extent Miller does, Moore thinks it would
be waluable for you to respond publicgly tc your crities,

Harry Dent was very pleased by your statement. He thinks
youghauld have others in the Administration support you with
similar statements. He believes most Americans still react
favorably to charges of communist sympathizer. Dent believes
Kissinger should support the substance of your charge by
publicly disclosing what he has said in Leadership meetings --
that McGovern at al do damage to our negotiating position

by making counter proposals.,

Jeb Magruder thought that worse storms had been weathered
(he cigaa the Judge Friday and Liddy example) and that we
should all have confidence in the President's ultimately
correct design.

Harry FPlemming thought we should say nothing, let the issue
drop, and rely on the fact that the Amdrican public neither
knows you nor follows the debate,

Dwight Chapin believes that the purpose of the Today Show
terview was to show you #n a quiet, competent posture

W“hat may have been undermined by such a large news item. Ue

believes there should have been more staffing (Dick Moore,




e

-.2;-

Bill Safire, etc.) of your remarks. Chapin also believes
that you will become the ¥ictim of White House and
Washington jealousges that will begin back stabbing you
and diminishing your power.

Peter Dailey believes that the response by your defenders
should parmit only two alternatives -~ either the

Democrats are traitors or they are so stupid in undermining
the President's negotiating position that they should be
disqualified from nationallleadership positions.

GS:;1lm




Administratively Confidential

Fabruary 7, 1972

MUEMORANDUM POR: HeR. BALDEMAN

FROM: GORDON STRACHAN

SUBJECT: Presidential Papers and
Latate Plan

Simultaneous with the return of my Januvary 27 memorandum
asking for guidance on the Presidential estate plan project,
Hughes sent you the attached memorandum on the Proposed
State Funeral Plan for President Nixon, Rose Woods also
received a copy, but Hughes believes the next action step
is yours.

Concerning the Presidential estate plan, your direction was to
"hold" presumablgy after discussing the matter with
khrlichman., There must be some excellent reasons for the
delay because the arguments in favor of resolving this

entire matter brfore thde China trip are powerful, Without
belaboring the subject you should know that:

1) 8f the President or Mxs. Nixon were to die, the
President's papers would be controlled by his immediate
family;

2) If either or both were to die, some of the papers
and memorabilia would have to be s0ld to pay the faderal
estate tax;

3) If any member of the top White House Staff with
personal control of some of the Presidential papers were
to die, while a resident of Maryland, heavy state

death taxes would be levied in addition to causing
federal estate tax problems,

The Kalmbach, DeMarco and Mudge Rose plans can be consolidated
and implemented qguickly., I strongly urge you and Mr.
Ehrlichman to reconsider the decision to *hold" the
Presidential papers and estate project.

GS:1m



THE WHITE HOUSE

DETERMINED TO BE AN VASHINGTON
ADMINISTRATIVE MAPXING
. E.0.12085, Secticn6-102 Fcebruary 4, 1972

By_ 7. 20% _ HNARS, Date_ /- [ ~{C
SENSITIVIL/IEYES ONI:_X

MEMORANDUM FOR BOD HALDEMAN
SUBJECT: Proposcd State Funcral Plan for President Nixon

As we discussed, the updated plan bas been modified to include
several suggestions arising from considerations by you, rac and
Rosc Woods. She now has the plan.

I think the first step and one that should be initiated immediately
is the procurement of a plot for the President and the First Lady. In
my opinion the one that has becn recommended by Mr. Paul Miller as
a result of a visit to Rose Hill Memorial Park is appropriate and we
should move on that soonest. As you may remember, it overlooks
the Milhous plot. I believe that we should recommend that only the
President and the First Ilady be buried there. There is more than
ample room for this, yet a Presidential plot should probably have a
little more space than the ordinary onec.

If you concur, I would recommend that the President's personal
lawyer on the West Coast, I guess that is Herb Kalmbach, start
moving on this. Mr. Paul Miller, of the Military District of Wash-
ington, is available to assist on a very private basis. Vern Coffey
is also wcll read in and can provide continuity.

Naturally, I am available to assist in any way that you wish me to.

D

o

!\/’v’é""\
MAJOR GENLERAL JAMES D. HUGIIES

Copy to: Rosc Woods
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Administratively Confidential

February 4, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H.R, HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACIIAN
SUBJECT: Vietnaim Announcement

Poll -~ Jan 26-27

You asked several questions about the popularity and trial hcat results
within the various demographic groups (memoranda attached at Tab A).
The questions in your memoranda have becn numbered so that Benham's
responses (attached at Tab B) can be quickly compared,

To the extent Benham's memoranda do not answer the questions asked, the
recason is the statistical insignificance of certain demographic group shifts.
The guide to "Statistical Significance of Survey', which is submitted with
the package of detailed demographics, points out that the statistical margin
of error is between 2% and 17% depending on the demographic group (copy
of chart attached at Tab C). For cxample, when only 54 of the 18-20 year
olds are interviewed the resull that 59% approve,the actual results (if
everyone in the statistical universe were interviewed) could be either 76%
or 42% approval. Although on a probability argument the closcr the results
approach the statistical limit the more significant the shift, Benham
strongly emphasizes that the chart's percentage figures should be considered
conscrvatively.Unless the change is outside the stalistical percentage, they
should be disregarded.

To compare shifts within demographic groups from one poll to another, the
differences must be even larger to be statisiically significant. At Tab D is the
ORC chart on the sampling tolerances for comparing two survey percentages.
To respond to your specific question about the apparent drops in approval by
women, thosc 50 years and older, and those with an education of 8th grade

or less, discussions with Benham develop these comments:

The drop in approval by women from 52% to 49% between Novemher 21-22
and January 26-27 is not statistically significant. That 3% variation docs not
come close to the 8% required when one 500 sample is compared with
another 500 sample,

Concerning the shift of the 504 age group, the drop {rom 55% approval on the
November 19-21 survey to 49% on the January 26-27 survey is considerably
below the 8-11% needed when comparing two demographic groups of between


http:Benbi.uu

250 and 500. The 12% drop in this older group between the September
7-8 survey and the January 26-27 survey is significant, especially
since the bulk of the drop occurred between September 7-8 and October
9-10. However, the 61% approval in the Spetember 7-8 poll is really a
unique peak rather than a basc against which a drop is to be measured,
The ORC August 21-22 poll had approval at 55%, the ORC July 20-21

at 52% and June 5-6 at 57%. The 61% peak could be attributable to the
President's anti-inflation announcements on August 15, as well as the
identification with older voters by visiting the nursing home in Nashua,
New Hampshire on August 6, Thercfore, the constant approval level for
the President among this group is approximately 55% with statistically
insignificant variations from that base of support.

Concerning the drop by those with educational levels of 8th grade or less, again,
the 6% between November 19-21 and January 26-27 is not statistically
significant. Even the drop from 56% to 44% betwecen September 7-8 and

January 26-27 is not significant becausc the comparison of two groups of 100
interviewees requires a difference of 17%.

When a comparison is made between two demographic groups (men and women)
betwcen two surveys, the results must be considered even more carcfully., It
is not possible to conclude that becausc men rose 6% in approval and women
dropped 3% that there is a net 9% drop which shows a very significant weakness
among women. The reason that this conclusion is invalid is that there is an

49%=57% or 41 %). The only conclusion that can be drawn is that more men approve
the President than women. To determine whether this 9% spread between men
and women is a statistical quirk rather than an indication of a trend, another ORC
survey in the next month or so would be required.

As you know, Tom Benham prepared an analysis of five surveys which allowed
the demographic groups to be pooled so that the groups were large enough to
yield statistically significant conclusions. An updated two-page summary that
I prepared in November from this book of tables and conversations with Benham
is attached at Tab E.

One solution to the "'statistical significance' problem is the group interview
technique which you used in 1968, When the same people are re-interviewed and
their atfitudes toward the President have improved that is significant. Of coursc,
as the same people are re-interviewed again and again, they become "jaded"
towards questions and their responses become increasingly questionable.

Scylla and Charybdis,

The trial heat comparisons that appear in Benham's analysis at Tab B are his

preliminary comments based on available data, e has gonce back through the



demographic charts and had some more cofnputer runs prepared, These
were mailed on February 3 and should be available for your review on
February 7. Benham will be in Washington on February 7 and would be
available to discuss any of these materials with you.



Emr——.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WA SHINGTON
January 31, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR : GORDON STRACHAN

£
FROM : H.R. HALDEMAN , "; :‘" s
3

I don't understand some of the breaks on the demographic tab of
the January poll, question 1.

For example, I don't see how both union families and non-union
families can have dropped three points in the period from September
to January when the overall total has only dropped two points., It
just doesn't average out that way.

For another example, I don't see how the income split in September
can be right, hwhen the total public shows a 56% approval, how can you
have the under $5, 000 at 57, the over $15, 000 at 61, and the $5 - $15
at 55?7 It would seem to me that these would have to average out to
more than 56,

Q @ Renlhon g,/'% FU [t~

&aﬁagm’z—B
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WS TG TN

January 28, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR, GORDON STRACHAN

/
FROM: L. HIGBY (

Some questions it might be interesting to find the answer to with
regard to the poll today --

-- On the Trial Heats are the same people voting for us each

time when it is Muskie and Kennedy. We get 52% on both. Also

how similar are the the constituencies belween Muskie and Kennedy
with their 36 and 41. It appears that Wallace hurts us more than he
does either Kennedy or Muskie., Where does Wallace hurt us more --
south or north or with a particular age group or what? Realistically

the 2% increase over our ORC November poll is statistically insignificant.

I assume you are finding out the shift here.

[y}
‘%}“ﬁ\fith regard to question #2. We have to get a four-way break here
rather than just the two-vway.

-- Question #3 doecsn't really tell us very much cxcept there has been
a small upsurge in support of Vietnam. Where did it occur,

<~ Question #4 is very disturbing in that we have dropped a total of
eight points here. It would be intcresting to break question #4 against
Question #1 to find out what our supporters are thinking.

%‘f@% wa&“u With regard to Question #9 it would be interesting to sce if the 34%

,3;%;"( b

b

3

that don't think we did a good job on the specch arc the same 34% who
don't approve us.

-~ Also, is therce anybody who is in the 17% on Question #10 who is not
in the 349% on Question #9. 3 v-r! '

AN DN |
-- Who makes up the 46% on Question %'fll_?

that we arce having problems
with,

How many arc the same people on Question #9 and how many of
these are the same people who disapprove us?



2

-~ How many on Question #12 in the 38% are the same people who
disapprove of the President?



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 31, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY Z/‘

I don't know if you have seen a copy of this, but these are some
notes Bob did as a result of taking the ORC data with him over
the weekend.

It might be interesting to get Benham's reaction to the things Bob
has noted since he failed to name most of them in his original
analysis. It would also be helpful to have Tom Benham review the
data from the two previous polls, s
USRS

Also, you should plan on making up one of these vards everytime
we do one of these telephone polls,

Attachment



THE WHITE HOUSE

WA S HINGTO N
January 31, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBYA

Bob asked that Benham do, as soon as possible, an analysis
of the shifts involved in the demographics for the last four or
five polls in the trial heat arecas, What we would like Benham
to do here is look for something a little more subtle than just
the numbers which will be pretty obvious as soon as you do the
necessary charts and what the reasoning is behind the shifts.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASLDRFINGTON

February 1, 1972

ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM FFOR: MR, GORDON STRACHAN

FROM: L. HIGBY @

Bob has raised again the question of the shifts in the trial heats

and asked that you give this project top priority in getting a report
back in to him, Also, as I think I told you, with regard to his notes

on the January poll, he would like an explanation or at least ORC's
evaluation of an explanation of why some of these figures have changed.
Why are we showing a serious weakness in women, why are people over
fifty dropping, etc. Please get this in as soon as possible.

Is anybody making arrangements of getting our national data to Teeter
or what's the situation here?7 The same would be true of gelting stuff
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NOTES ON JANUARY POIL.L

RE: Approval of the President

In October and November there was a very little difference
between men and women in their approval., However, in the January
poll, approval by men has gone up 6 points, while approval by women
has gone down 3 points. There is now a very substantial 9 point spread
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indicating a serious weakness among women. o 3 e
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Age groups have been erratic over the last few months in their
shifts up and down, but over the period from Sepltember through October,
November and January, approval by 18-20 year olds is up very substantially,
not much change in the 20s, a recovery {rom the November drop among

the 30-50 age group, and a serious drop in the 50 and over.

By age group, there's a major drop in the grammar school education,
a recovery of the drop among high school graduates, and a substantial

increase among college people.

By political affiliation, there's a recovery of the drop among

Republicans, no change among Democrats or Independents,

Regionally, there was a drop in the East in Octlober which has

gradually been recovered, a drop in the Mid-West in October which has
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now turned to a substantial gain, a steady decline in the South, and

a steady decline in the West,

In September the South and West were the two strongest regions, the
Mid-West the weakest, and the East about average, Today, the Mid-

]
West is the strongest, with the others about average. {ay ‘-’f-ﬂiﬁ,@ .
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In summary, there has been a major and continuing drop among
Women‘samong those over 50, and among those with an elementary school
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Polling Datcs: Jan 26-27, 1¢
Respondents: 1026

1. Do you approve or disapprove of the way Richard Nixon is
handling his job as Prcsident?

o union/non-union demographics given.

Polling DATE
Date D D N.O. RELS
O-Aug 21-22 56 31 134¢ N.R
Union 48 39 13
Non-Union 59 28 13
*C-Aug 20-23 51 37 . 12 5/1
*G-Aug 27-30 49 38 13 8/1
*H~Aug 48 50 2 10/
O-Sep 7-8 56 34 10 | N.:
Union 47 45 8
Non—-Union 60 29 11
*H~Sep 20-25 51 48 1 10/
0-0Oct 9-10 52 38 10 | 1.3
Union 41 48 11
Non-Union 57 33 10
*G—-0Oct 8-11 54 35 11 10,
*G-0ct 29- 49 37 14 11,
Nov 1
O-Nov. 19-21 " 52 $ 33 " 15
Union 41 45 14
Non-Union 56 29 15
*G-Oct 29— 49 |37 14 1)
i Nov. 1
*1-0ct 28— 53 46 1 11
Nov 12
*G-Dec 10-13 49 37 14 12/~
*-Deco 28-
Jan 4, '72 49 47 4
*G-Jan  7-9 49 39 12 1/7
O~-Jan 26-27 54 36 10




Vairitiialkl ANNOUNCLENT
Polling Dates:

Respondents:  1g2g

POLL
Jan 206-27, 1972

2. How would you rate the job