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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

August 10, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R, HALDRMAN
FROM3 ‘ GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: President's Estate Plan

Dick Ritsel of Mulhe Rowe called this morning easking if
thers wers any developaents in the President's estate
plan, On Friday, August 4, Mudge Rose delivered two
complete sets of documents ready for exseeution, an ocut-
line of the matsrials, and an agenda for ths coyrect
handling of the mseting. John Dean has one set and
Jahn Ehrlichman has the other, I have not asked sither
for coples to review in light of Mr, Ehrlichman'’s desire
to "keep the projeot close”. According to Ritzel, the
documents implement the Mudge Rose plan with none of the
Kalubach, DeMaroo suggestions, Independent California
counsel has approved the Mudge Ross plan,

Dean reports that no action can be taken until you and
Mx, Ehrlichman have met and discussed the matter,

GS/ib
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August 9, 1972

MEMORANDUM PORSs H. R. BALDEMAN
FROM:
SUBJECT

S - o AR WU e e T

The Doimestic Council (Ken Cole and John Campbell) is
confused as to whether the texrms "Johnson Administration,
Kennedy Administration, or presvipus Administrations"”

can be used in any political publications,

E4 Harper has excluded thesa terms from thae Republican
Platform at John Earlichman's direction, The guestion
now is wvhether these terms may be used in the Nixon
section of a history of the Republican Party, which the
RiC will release during the campaign.

Do not use "Johnson Administration, Kennedy
4 stration, previous Administrations"®
- in any political publicakions,

R e

OK to use “Johnson Administration, Kennedy
Administration, previous Administrations®,

Other,

GS/ib
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August 8, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM 1 GORDON ETRACHAN
SUBJECT: Campaign Song

The Mike Curdb Congregation recorded Campaign Songsa
41 _and $#2 today in Loes Angeles. August 2 and 10
+Will bes used for "sound meshing” and reworking the
recordings. These versions ars to be in Washington
August 11,

A new cew at a "campaign rally song" has been

writtea. A recording is being prepardd in New York
and is to be in Washingten on August 11,

GS :car
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August 8, 1972

MEMORANDUM FOR: ' H. R. HALDEMAN
FROM: GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: DNC Convention

, /EA Failor from 1701 has learned that after the opening

- of the Convention at 7:30, there will be opening ceremonies
of thirty minutes, Shriver will then be nominated.
He will be seconded by Hubert Humphrey and Ted Kennedy. The
balloting and roll call should conclude around 9:30.
Mansfield will introduce Shriver, who will deliver his
acceptance speech. Shriver's speech will be followed by
a "brief" address by McGovern. The DNC hopes to adjourn
between 10:00 and 10:30 p.m.

GS:car
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August 4, 1972

MEMORANDUM YOR: } H. R, HALDEMAN
FROM s GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: Gallup Surveys

Discussion with John Dwua today disclosed several inter-
- esting matterss y

1) The Gallup release for Sunday, August 6, is attached)

2) Gallup is interviewing August 4~6, Trial Heats are
included and the rxesults ars scheduled to be released
Sunday, August 13, From now to Novesmber 7, Gallup will do
bi-vnkly trial healsn;

3} McGovern is losing one in three Democrats. "It's
the laxgest e.muu evay from a parxty®s candidate in
twenty-£five {«n in Davies mamory. Davies says
MoGovern wil t soms of them back, MNcGovern is caught -
with a m«-cdq.d swoxd, however, becauss "a sizeable

on of the Demsorats that support McGovern disagree
with his position on amnesty®, When MeGovern's position
beoomes clear it may cest him more Democratic votas)

4) eanup will 4o a series of issue polls testing
NoGovern's prxoposals, such as the incoma redistrxibution,
asnesty, and abortion views beginning in the middle of
Septembery

$) Contxary to what George Gallup, Jr., said, Gallup
will oonduct Presidential popularity questiona. Davies
said the results will net be released, He will txy to
give us the results)

6) Gallup will begin releasing union/non-union demo~
graphics on the questions,




Davies noted that the Gallup organisation had issved a
dirsctive to all employees not to releass any advance
information. Davies balked and will txy to continue to
give me advance information, He urged strictest confie-
dentislity and noted that Gallup stopped giving advance
information to President Johnason "becauss he just became,
if you'll excuse the expression and lack of courtesy,
downright ridiculous about it",

GS/3b




The Gallup Poll

For Release: Sunday, August 6, 1972

At This Early Stage of Campaign

McGovern’s

Behind His

By George Gallup

Copyright, 1972,
Field Entmrprises, Inc.

PRINCETON. N. J.. Aug. 5 — The
Dorrocrati party eurrertly holds a mar-
rinal lead nver the GOP, 53 to 47 per
cent. as the party voters believe can
betrer handle the problens they con-
sider i be maost imporgant.

afiderce s the Democratic party s
T the prablems vaters
reportant may seem incon-
i e fact thar Senator Me-
s T e Derpocratic nominee, trails
Pres:dert Nixon by 1g points in the
farest trial heat.  Survey evidence in
presidential  election years
lowegver. thar, at this eary
. nany  voters
tirs 2 Uwaitand-see” at.
MGuvern's stance on
This is perhaps the prin-
=l one Demnocrat in
currently withliolds suppoit
rovern.

sensifive Baiomeler
£ Yotz RBehavior

T ion as o which of the two
n betior deal w9 that
ersst in the nund of the
) ay provided a sensitive barometer
«f wotine bebavior, patticularly in sur
veys taken shortly hefore an election.

Conirast
With 68

Alshough Nixon's fead over his Dem-
rival today is closely compar-
t Bis Jead over Sen. Hubert Hum-
v o1 July, 1468 — if the Wallace
vure 13 taken into account — the present

pattern of voter concerns is striking:
ly different from that recorded
exactly four years ago. In July, 1968,
the GOP held the edge 52 to 48 per
cent as the party voters thoaght could
better deal with the problem of greal-
est importance.

In a mid-August survey in 1968, the
GOP lead had stretched to 560 to 44
per cent. The margin narrowed to 53
to 47 per cent just before the election,
anticipating the close division of the
vote.

Yietnam, Inflation
Now Top Problems

"The Vietnam war and cconamic prob-
lems are running about even as the
top concern of the American people
at this time. Twentyfive per cent
name the war and 23 per cent name
the high cost of living.

Selected by the next greatest number
of vaters n the latest survey are crime/
fawlessness (z0 per cent) and drug
e wnd abuse (9 per cent).

Together these four problems are
named by almost two thirds of all
voters as the most impostant facing
the natinn today.

Twice ax Many Named
Vietnam in 1968

In comtrast, at & comparable point in
the 1468 campaign, the Victnam war
was named by 52 per cent of voters —
twice the proportion who name the
war today.

Standing in
Party’s Lea

The problem named next most often
at that time, by ag per cent, was crime
and lawlessness {including riots and
looting}. Race relations were named
the biggest problam by the third great-
est number of voters (13 per cent),
followed by the high cost of living (o
per cent).

The following tables show the top
four problems named today, compared
with the top fous in 1968:

July, 1972
Vietham war ......... 25%
High cost of living ..... 23
Crime/lawlessness .., .. 10

Drug use and abuse ... o

Others named ..... 37
No opinion ..., ...... 2
00%*

* Toial excerds 14 per eent since rome
peraong named more than one problem,

July, 1968
Vietnam wag ...,... v 2%
Crime/lawlessness .. ... 29
Race relatiois ......... 13
High cost of living .... 9
Others named ........ 13
No opinion .......... 1

115%*
* Total exeeeds 100 per vent since some
porsons namod mors than ona problem,

Details
Of Survey

The latest fndings are based on in-
person interviews with 1527 adults in-
terviewed in more than 300 scientifically
selected localities across the nation dur.
ing the period July 14-16.

This question was asked first: W bat
do yon thodk is the most important
problem fucing this country today?”

All persons who named a problem
were then asked: "W hich political party
do you think can do a better job of
handling the problem you bare just
mentioned — the Republican party or
the Demperatic party?”

Following are the results of the lat-

est survey, comparcd with those record.
ed in July, 1908:

Party Best Handle
Top Problems?
July, 1972 July, 1968
o o

7e e
Democratic ... ... 34 27
Republican ..., 28 31
No difference/
No opinion ..... 38 42

81

*

.

Trial Heat Lags
d on Top Issues

When the views of thowe who said
“no difference” and those whe e press
wl 0o opinion are divided cqually be
tween the two parties, the eesults are
as follows:

July 1972 July, 196R

L e

s .

Demacratic ..., $% o8

Republican ... .. 47 82
1o00'; 10t

The iinponance of the Gallup seue
barometer as it reflects the division of
the vote in presidential elections s seen
not only in 1908, but in the two pravinus
presidential eledions

The Democrats bad a 6337 per cont
advantage in this measarenrent im (-
ber. 1oty This divisen of o iuen
was reflected i the presidennid vure
the following month when Prosdent
Lynden Johnson defeated Sen. By
Goldwater by a G1-39 per vent marrin,

In the fall of 1960, the Deminratic
party had a narrow, §2-48 per wont,
lead over the Repubdicans in terins of
the party better able to deal with the
top problem.  Tius close division of
opinion anticipated the results f the
19060 election, one of the clostwt in
history.
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PHONE CONVERSATION WITH JOHN DAVIES -- Friday, August 4, 1972

Hi, John, how are you?

Long time no hear.

Yeah, how was your vacation?

Oh, it was very good, but it was a little difficult getting back
after a month and 5 days.

I can imagine.

I got back later than I thought, so I'm now getting back into the
swing of things.

Sorry we missed each other last week, I guess, Kind of interesting -
some of the results. That happens.

Oh boy.

What's up these days?

Well, a survey went out, let's see what's day is today, a survey
want out Wednesday.

So that would be August 2nd, huh?

Right. Interviewing would be this weekend, tonight through Sunday

night. And probably the first results of that will be published
on the 13th which I would guess would be the trial heat again.
R T —————

There were a lot of things on that particular ballot that would

be of interest to you. There were - we posed about 15 or so issues

to respondents and asked them the degree of importance and then also

which of the two candidates - Nixon and McGovern - they thought

could better handle the problems and why. So, I think we're going

to have a great deal of very good information for you - I'd say

Fomsray,

within a week or two.




G - Gee, that's great.

D - There's one thing I have to tell you. There's been a directive today,

g a O o o

0 ®
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as I feared would happen, from the company here about receiving

information. I don't know how to handle this, they didn't say, nobody
w—

said don't, you know, get out advance information, but I do think

that you ought to be now extremely careful with how you use it.

In other words, even if you and perhaps if it's possible the President
are the only ones that realize that there is advance information
coming.

Yes.

Not that we care that much because very often we give information
to the Democratic National Committee also.

Sure,

But -~

No, T understand.

I hate to see the doors closed.

No, I understand.

We had to do that with Johnson finally because he just became,

if you'll excuse the expression and the lack of courtesy, he became
just downright ridiculous about it.

Well, that's why when we talked that day one of my assignments

was to emphasize to you the extreme closeness with which it's kept.
Right.

No one else should call or cause you any problems about it.

And by all means, by all means, call for me.

I will., OK.



Because I don't think vou'll get much information otherwise.

No and that'll be great because it will be between the two of us
and we haven't had a problem before and I'm sure we won't.

That's the reason I balked. I said, Now look these guys have been
very cautious about this stuff and there hasn't been one leak and
so, they don't agree with me, but at any rate -~ onward.

Onward we go. What's going to come out this Sunday?

An issue index - which party voters think can handle the key

problems facing the nation., It's pretty much of a tossup.
Democrats are given a slight edge partywise.

Sure, cause there's twice as many of them.

Right and also it's really a reflection of Congressional strength
rather than Presidential, I think.

Is that going to be the tone of the story?

Well the tone of the story is that the Democrats hold the marginal
lead over the Republicans on issues but McGovern's personal strength
lags far behind his party's, you know,

Oh, I see.

Which indicates a couple of things. One, that McGovern h&s to make
his position better known on the issues obviously; and two, there
are many Democrats, one in three infact, that now say they are now
goiﬁg to vote for Nixon.

Jesus, and will that be in Sunday?

No, that was in last week's.

Yeah.
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It was sort of hidden in there, but it's there.

Yeah.

In fact, it's the largest defection away from a party's candidate,
I recall, in twenty-five years.

Jesus. Do you think he'll be able to get them back?

Uh - I don't know. It's hard to say. He will most certainly he'll
get some of it back. The pattern of course for many, particularly
}ntgllectual Democrats and Democrats that are Democrats but lean
sort of Independent, you know, is to withhold support for a new
face until he becomes better known and his ideas and positions

and so on are crystallized. But I think, just between us, the
way MoGovern's positions -are running on issues now, it just might

work the opposite direction., First of all, we find a sizeable

proportion of the Democrats that support McGovern disagree with
—— —

his position on amnesty, for example. And, of course, McGovern's
“— H ]

positioﬂ on amnesty isn't clear.

Right.

However, if‘it should become clear, who knows what this could do.
Yeah.

and how about the upper income Democrats who will shutder to find
out that anyone over $15,000 a year or $20,000 a year will be
specially taxed to pay for a new welfare program. These things
haven't all come out yet, but I don't know how it will work but

he certainly won't gain Republican supporters with a position like

that. You have to either solidify what you didn't have among
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the Democrats or lose more and I have a feeling it will be the
latter.

Are you going to do a series of issue polls similar to the ones
you did after the Democratic Convention?

Yes.

So these points will sort of be brought out.

Oh, absolutely.

The income proposals and so forth.

Right.

Will you schedule those through September -—-

Probably through the middle of September, right.

That's great. OK.

As soon as everything is a little bit more concrete. Still a
little vague right now.

Yeah, ,understand. So then we'll get results back some time next
week én that 4-6 interview.

Right.

This Sunday will be issues. Will one issue be headlined -- the
war or the economy?

Well, the war and the economy rank one and two very close together
in fact as the key issues. And it's guite a change from this time
in 1968 when Vietnem was named about 3 to 1 over any other issue.
The war has lost a lot of its emotional punch anyway.

Interesting. Will that point be mentioned?

Well, think it's just clear. We try not to assume why these

things may be because we don’'t really know either,



Yeah, yeah. OK, you're going to do monthly or bi-weekly trial
heats between now and November.

Probably bi-weekly.

Bi-weekly and no more approval, right?

Well, we may slip one in every once in a while, just to see
what happens, to see how it's looking. I mean, we may do it just
for our own benefit and we may not report it.

Without releasing it. I understand.

That helps us try to figure out either a decline or increase in

a candidate's standing. For example, if Nixon should go down

in the next month, let's say 5 points against McGovern, we'd like
to know whether it was more a plus for McGovern or whether it's

a minus for Nixon. Has the President done something that the
people don't go along with or is McGovern just coming up in the-
eyes of the public? You can get that information too.

Oh good. Because we keep this, you might imagine, trend information,

Oh yeah. By all means.

Did you ask any gquestions about the President's meeting with

or Japanese trade relations or

No, I don't believe so really.

Oh, there's a lot of concern you know about how unhappy the Japanese
were on the China trip.

That's the kind of thing though that doesn't filter down really to

the general public.
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Really?

The huge don't know. About 40% of the people don't have any
Are you going to start releasing labor demographics?

Yes, yes absolutely.

Yeah, that's fascinates us as you might well imagine.

By all means.

Indicates some interesting ...

Gordon, are you getting a hold of any campaign materials?

I'm keeping everything for you. I kid you not.

idea.



e EET
\

ADMINIBTRATIVELY CONPIDENTIAL

\August 7, 1972

Riets said the meeting was “"great, fantastic®, and he
hopad it worked out as you wanted, He said the. President

‘seemad rather senthusiastic. Riets and his group wers

overjoyed to spend over an hour with the President, Tricia
and Bd Cox and you,

Is thexs any specific followup from the meeting that I
should get from Rietx?

GS/ib




ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

August 4, 1972

MNEMORANDUM FOR: Hs R. BALDEMAN
FROM GORDON STRACKAN
SUBJECT) AIP Convention

George Wallace sent a telegram last night to T, Coleman
Andrews, the Chairman of ths AIP, confirming that Wallace
would not acoept a draft,

The rumor distributed by Tom Turnipseed and Petar Beater
at the Convention that the talegram was not authorized
by Governor Wallace is merely a continuing indication of
the split within the ranks of tha Wallace advisers,

The AIP will nominate their candidate for President this
afternoon, Congressman Schmits (R~Cal) is still expected
to recsive the nomination. BSchmita is now working on .
his acoceptance speech, which will be delivered tonight.

There are no indications who Schmitz will pick as Vice
President,

Lester Maddox will address the AXIP Convention, though a
time has not yet been set,

GS/3b
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONYIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM POR1
FROM3
SUBJECTs

August 3, 1972

H, R. HALDEMAN
GORDON STRACHAN
Halde

Do you want me to followeup with Murray Chotiner on any
mattears raised in your meeting yesterday at 5130 p.m,?

Yes, Strachan follow-up.

S oo

Ne, follow=up unnecessary.

GS/jb
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ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIAL

August 3, 1972

MEMORANDUM PORs H. BR. HALDEMAN
FROM¢ GORDON STRACHAN
BUBJECT AIP Convention

- " The American Independent Party is holding its convention

in Louisville, Xentucky from today through August 3,

Late tomorrow, the Presidential candidate will be nominated,
The Dent office contact in lLouisville, Ron Mitchell from the
AIP dslegation, resports that lameduck Congressman Schmits
{ReCal) will probably bs nominated, Schmits is werking

the delegates hard and has captured the initiative from
Richard Kay, the Cleveland lawyer who had been expacted

to receive the nomination when Wallace withdrew,

Wallace may receive a vote of oconfidence and xeosive the
“Honorary Nomination". There is very little chance that’
Tom Turnipseed?'s "Draft Wallace® movemant will be success~
ful since Sernipseed has been all but repudiated,

There is only minimsl TV, wirxe, and media coverage of the
event because without tuiim the AIP is a shell, according
to Ron Mitchell,

GS/9b
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mgsmrmx CONPIDENTIAL
August &, 1972

MEMORANDUM FORs H, R. HALDEMAN
FROMs GORDON STRACHAN
SUBJECT: Campaign Surveys = Wave II

You decided on July 24 to permit Bob Teeter to brief
menbers of the White House Staff on the results of the
Campaign « Wawve II, Chapin, Parker, Buchanan,
and Ziegler were briefed last week, Colson re-scheduled
and hopefully will be briefed today. The briefing they
recaived is suwmmarized in the August 1 memorandum from
Bob Teeter, attached at Tab A, This memorandum is
Teater's second attempt to draw some conclusions from
the Wave II data, You read his preliminary report

when you xeceived the datas on July 17,

The Vice President and Ray Price should also be briefed
on the Wave IXI resulés, 7Teetsr could brief them this
weak. The briefing for the Vice President would be on
the gensral political situation and issue information., .
Price would xeoeive information on MoSovern's image and
issue information,

Approve Vige Presidential briefing,
Disapprove Vice Presidential briefing,

Aoy

Approve Ray Price briefing.

AT

Disapprove Ray Price briefing,

wiinkdeaaisnliamein

Other,

Ehrlichman, Cole, Harper, and Roy Morey of the Domestic
Council were briefed on August 1, Ehrlichman is yequesting
in the memorandum attached at Tab B access to the polling
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information similar to that which the Domestic Council
had to Wave I, Teeter prepared the issue materials for
the Demestic Council attached at Tab C,

Reeopmmendation:

That the Domestic Council receive the same access (general
issue information) to Wawve II that they received to Wave I,
including receipt of the materials already prepared by
Testar,

Approve Disapprove _____ __ Cosments

The state~by-state issue information that Teeter prepared
for Chapin and Parker would also be helpful to John

. Whitaker and Bart Porxter in their schedule planning for
the Surrogatas,

Recommendations

That Whitaker and Porter receive the State-by~Stata Issue
information,

Approve Disapprove ., Comments

Testsr has also submitted the results of the re~intexviewd
oonducted during the national survey. The results are at
Tab D, Teeter's memorandum on Inflation and Taxes, which
he considers the two moat important problem areas, is
attached at Tab E,

That a copy of Teeter's Inflation and Taxes mamorandum be
forwardad to BEhrlichman,

Approve _ Disapprove Comments

GS/jb
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MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. H. R. HALDEMAN
-
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER ‘29"'\
SUBJECT: Second Wave Polling Results .

This memorandum is to summarize the briefings I am giving the White
House personnel you requested I meet with,

We are in relatively good shape against McGovern in terms of

the sample ballots. We have broken the pattern of the President

only getting 42-467 of the committed vote for the first time. In
several of the priority states his committed vote is near or above
50%. We continue to have some problems in Missocuri, Oregon, Wisconsin,
and Washington although our situation has improved from the first

wave. We have rated each of the states we polled A, B, C, D, and E.
With A meaning we are in vexry good shape, B in relatively good shape,

€ that it is c¢lose, D we are in not too good shape, and E we are in

bad shape. Y
Ratings

A B c D E
Alabama California Michigan Wisconsin None
Connecticut Maryland Missouri :
Illinois . New Jersey Oregon
Ohio New York Washington
ngas Pennsylvania

The President is doing very well for a Republican candidate with all
three voting behavior groups. He is losing almod no Republicansg,

he has substantial leads with the ticket-splitters and is cutting into.
the Democrats at the 25-30% level. . At this point he is doing
significantly better among the ticket-splitters than he did in 1968.

Our data indicates that there are two basic groups of ticket-splitters
with which we need to be concerned. The first group has.been splitting
their ticket for some time and in recent years have been splitting

in favor of winning Republicans. They tend to be in the 25-50 age
group, to be somewhat better educated than the average voter, to have
slightly higher incomes than the average voter, in general they are

from the upper middle class, and are typically suburbanites.
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The second group are those who have only begun to split their
ticket in the past few years and who have previously voted straight
Democratic. Even though they are now clearly ticket-splitters and
are available to us in this campaign, they will still probably vote
for a majority of Democrats. Many of them split for Wallace in the
last election and many switched from Wallace to Humphrey late in’
the campaign. This group is lower on the socio-economic scale than
the first group and age is somewhat less of a factor. They are
often (but not necessarily) Catholic, and in the large cities of
the East and Midwest, often have ethnic backgrounds. They are
essentially the blue collar working middle class.

Candidate Perception

The President is rated quite well on the three key personality
dimensions -- trustworthiness, strength, and competence. He is
rated higher on the trustworthy dimension now than he was in
January and this is a scale on which we rarely see any movement
for a well-known figure. However, there is no significant differ-
ence between the President and McGovern on the trust or strength
dimensions. He gets his highest ratings by far on the competence
dimension and has a large advantage over McGovern.

Several specific questions were asked concerning credibility and
the results indicate that a significant number, though a minority,
do not think the administration has been completely honest with
them, particularly with regard to Vietnam. However, when viewed
against the President's personal trustworthiness ratings I think
that the problem is ag much one of government not being credible
as it is of the President himself not being credible. More impor-
tantly, I think this is a problem that can be at least partially
30lved by separating the President from it and then having him
attack the problem. Although he hasn't gotten much credit for it,
he appears to have done this to a degree by ordering the reviews
of classification and secrecy procedures. Another possibility
might be for him to attack the pork-barrelling practice of Congress
. adding non-related spending items to major appropriation bills if
_and when he vetoes some major spending bills.

The President however does get fairly low ratings on the amiability
or friendliness dimensions. While he is seen as trustworthy, strong,
and competent he is not seen as warm, friendly, etc. There is no
indication, however, that this is detracting from his support. 1In
contrast to 10-12 years ago, being dynamic or friendly is simply not
viewed as being an important qualification for the Presidency. This
is not to say, however, that higher ratings on these scales would

not be of some assistance in attracting new votes,

The President is also seen to a degree as a one dimensional President.
That is, in contrast to some past Presidents, he is viewed almost
exclusively as one who is the chief of State, and the head of the
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government rather than as the head or leader of an entire culture -- -
sports, the arts, life style, etc. In a sense he is viewed as.a ¢
"professional” President, that is, one who is trained, experienced,
competent, respected for his ability, and concerned with the official

duties of his job full time. There is also no evidence that this

is losing us any votes at all.

McGovern's perception is still being set at this time. Although .
most of the respondents could rate him on the various personality

and issue scales, his various ratings were similar indicating that

the knowledge of him is quite superficial.

Compared to the President, McGovern's ratings for trustworthiness, .
strength, and amiability were not significantly different from the
President's but he was rated much less competent than the President.

I would expect to see McGovern's personal image take much more
definite shape in the next few weeks.

The most important issues continue to be Vietnam and the economy,
particularly inflation, both in terms of general concern and of
importance in voting for the President. Taxes, drugs, personal
safety are also important but definitely secondary to Vietnam and
inflation. The minor-issues such as abortion and marijuana do not
appear to be affecting Presidential vote. The tendency to lump
amnesty, abortion, and marijuana all togther is not supported by
the data. Amnesty is viewed as part of the Vietnam issues and there-
fore relatively important. Abortion is not seen as a major national
problem and the votqrs are split almost equally on this question of
liberalizing abortion statutes. Liberalization of the marijuana
statutes is opposed by a substantial majority, but is not seen as

an important issue in the Presidential election.,

Bussing is seen as a moderately important problem.in those local
areas where it is a reality or there is a pending decision but is
not at all an important issue outside of those areas. It is not a
major national dissue and while we may want to use it in those areas-
that have been directly affected, there is no reason for us to make it
, 3 national issue.

Unemployment is a moderately important issue but not one which is
currently costing us any votes at this time. Very few people who
are most subject to unemployment are potential Nixon voters. This
will probably remain the case as long as it continues to decline.
There appears to be a threshold at which unemployment becomes a
major concern of large numbers of voters whether they are unemployed
or not but below that level only those who are unemployed are
immediately threatened are concerned. Undoubtedly this,-is also
related to the trend of the unemployment statistics. The issue of
more and better jobs has, however, always been an effective issue
and even though unemployment per se is not a major concern, I don't
think we should overlook the job issue. -.

*
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The general issue of national defense is also seen as a moderately
important issue but with varying attitudes about the specifics.
There is support for the idea that a strong national defense is a
means to peace. Yet a large majority think we should cut our armed
forces. The reason for this is, however, a belief that there is
great waste in the defense department, not that we don't need a
strong national defense.

Z Mention As One of Top
Three Problems Facing U.S.

Vietnam 57

Crime : 14 ,

Inflation ' 13 - : .
Drugé 13

Economy . 12

Race 11 )
Unemployment - 11

Environment 11

Poverty . . 9

Taxes

Bussing ' -5

There is some concern on the part of a large group of voters, many
of them ours, or potedtially ours, with the general issue of change
and of the concentration of power in large institutions -- govern-
ment, labor, business., This issue does not appear to be specific
or to have taken shape yet but looks like one which could become

of increasing importance. Any of our questions which even hinted
at the need for change or the concentration of power issue got
strong responses on the side of change and more concern for the
individual citizen.

- This appears to be particularly true with regard to large unions.
More people blame them for inflation than blame business, or the
President and Congress combined and other recent data indicates a
real lack of sympathy with large or crippling strikes. With regard
to business, the problem seems to be one of a lack of faith in the
honesty or with being adequately concerned with either the customer's -
or the public's welfare.

Government is seen as too expensive, distant, inefficient, and
simply ineffective. The citizenry simply does not think they are
getting their moneys worth for their taxes. At the same time,
however, they want and expect government to solve whatever problems
they presumably think are important,
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With just three exceptions the President's ratings on his handling

of issues have held fairly constant and positive since January.
Between January and June his ratings on the change issue increased
significantly and his ratings on inflation and taxes dropped markedly.
His rating on Vietnam remains high with 35% more people rating him
positively than negatively.

McGovern's ratings are fairly positive but not very well defined
as yet, This, however, may not change for the majority of the
issues in the short time between now and the election.

ISSUE HANDLING

Nixon . McGovern
Positive Negative . Positive Negative
Vietnam 65% 30% 42% 26%
Inflation 47 46 - 41 42
General Unrest 57 33 43 25»
Crime -1 36 : 46 17
Unemployment 50 43 . 43 .20
Drugs 53 36 44 18
Taxes 46 48 40 24
Bussing 46 40 35 24
Health Care 69 21 50 12
National Defense ' 73 18 43 23
Environment 60 30 . 50 11
Racial Problems 60 31 43 <0
Fereign Policy 81 11- 40 22

Welfare 52 39 ' 43 22
Conclusions

One of the unique things in this set of data is its consistency
across the various states particularly with the perception of the
President. His strong and weak points in terms of personal per-
ception is very similar in all of the priority states. The major
issue concerns are also fairly uniform across states but there is
some significant variance in the importance of the secondary issues.

In the top priority states the President's pattern of support is

very close to that which Republicans have won with before,

that is to get 90-95% of the Republicans, 15-20% of the Democrats,
and a large enough majority of the ticket-splitters to win.

Assuming we get 95% of the Républicans and 157 of the Democrats,
the following table ligts the percentages of the ticket-splitters
we must get in ecach of the priority states to win a two-way race,
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Minimum Percentage of Ticket-Splitters
Needed to Win State

California ) 70%
Connecticut 60
Illinois 60
Michigan 75
Missouri 75
New Jersey 60,
New York 65
Ohio 55
Oregon 60
Pennsylvania , - 70
Washington 63
Wisconsin 70

Our first priority is to re-create what has been the proven winning
"coalition in those states before. This means we need to get majorities
among those who have traditionally split their ticket. Our next
priority should then be to ‘go after the Democrats who have just

begun to split their tickets. We also should go after those Democrats
who have not yet split their tickets but are similar demographically

to those who have. Past experience indicates that some campaign

effort directed at th%se people will cause some new ticket-splitting.

In terms of issues we should concentrate on the major national issue
Vietnam, the economy, taxes, drugs, and crime. These are the issues
that are going to decide the most Presidential votes and it is to
our advantage to keep the campaign directed to them and not on the
minor issues of abortion and marijuana.

While the data on the President is generally optimistic there are

two soft spots or potential problems that need attention. His
ratings on inflation and taxes are poor and down sharply from January.
These issues are closely related and important to Presidential vote.

We have some weakness in the general issues of change. A large
majority think we need fairly drastic change and they do not see
the President as being for this change. I think it is important
that we show the President as an innovator and as one who is for
responsible change as opposed to McGovern who is for radical and
- irresponsible change. . .

We should move as soon as possible to harden up these soft spots
while they don't appear to be costing us any sizable groups of votes
now, they are points at which we are vulnerable to attack. We
should move before McGovern has a chance too.
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There are several é¢lements that I think should be present in the S
general thrust or image of the campaign. First, it should have a i
central idea or theme. We know from the first wave data that the v
President is viewed as a tactican and as one without a master plan

or strategy for the country. A theme or central idea would give

us the common thread with which to tie together all of his accomplish-

ments and give the voters a reason to vote for the President.

Second, the campaign should show the breath and complexity of the
President's accomplishments and proposals. One of the elements of
his support is that he is doing a good job in a very difficult or
impossible job. This would take advantage of that feeling.

Third, it should show the President as an innovator and for responsible
change for the reasons discussed earlier.

Fourth, it should show him as being concerned about improving the
lives of the citizens. We need to emphasize that the ultimate pur-
pose behind all the President's trips, programs, and actions is to
help our citizens enjoy better lives. We need to communicate how
him program is going to help '"you" not some special interest group
or institution.

Fifth, we should emphasize those plus qualities which the President
is seen as having and which are believable - knowledgeable, wise,
competent - and not try to make him something he isn't.

The campaign should have the element of hope. The voters have got
to believe that thingg are going to improve over the next four years
with Richard Nixon as President or they have no reason to vote for
him. They are not going to reward him for the past four years.

One of the basic elements of the American attitude and of American
politics has always been hope for better times. Feople don't like
negativism.

We should work to the people's desire for a more calm, orderly, and
peaceful life style. Even though we may be on the side of the
majority, it does not serve our purpose to become strident or
increase the acrimony in the country. One of the problems with

the '70 campaign was that while people were against long hair
hippies, marijuana, permissiveness, etc. what they were for was

a return to a peaceful, orderly life style and while our campaign
was on the majority side, we were seen as making the fight two sided
but adding to the acrimony. '
We now have a fairly large lead which will probably decline, at
least partially. However, as long as we have a substantial lead
it is to our advantage to keep things calm and on the high road.

We should take as few chances as possible and not let it ‘get close.
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This is not to say, however, that we should not do anything to
introduce some negatives on McGovern. We do need to have a fairly
regular flow of negative material on him while his perception is :
being set but we should take full advantage of his own problems . %
and let the press do as much of it as they will without our help. ‘
However, if McGovern's negative press does taper off, we should

be very careful about how we attack him. We simply cannot take

a chance of damaging the President's respect and trust which are

not yet particularly deep or well set. Any attacks on McGovern

should be directed at the extreme nature .of his positions and not .
at him personally.

CONTIDENTIAL/EYES -ONLY
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MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

JULY 31, 1972

FOR BOB HALDEMAN
FROM JOHN éRLICHMAN
RE AVAILABILITY OF POLL MATERIAL

At the very minimum there should be three peopie on
my staff, in addition to myself, who should have the
latest poll information available to them,

They are Ken Cole, Ed Harper, Roy Morey,

I would appreciate it if you would see that their names
appear on the appropriate access lists for the polls,




Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM August 1, 1972
MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. GORDON C. STRACHAN
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER PV\/]

Attached is a copy of the survey data I propose to give
to Erlichman and Cole. In addition to this, we will
continue to work with them on specific issue problems
as we have in the past.
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* Jupe 16-26, 1972; 1,016 Intervizws -

#4 Because the Natlonel atudy vas couducted by phone the scalea are slightly diffecent than the states. No questicns ranking the issues by Irmportance were aske:,



OVERALL RATING:

Vietnam

Inflation

Drugs

Crime

Unemployment

Taxes

Race

Foreign Policy

Eanvironment

General Unrest

Welfare

Health Care

Nat'l. Defense

Bussing

A

ISSUES:

- PR
~
June 13-26, 1972
804 Interviews
ALABAMA
‘A A
Mobile/ A A A Huntsville/ A
Meridian Montgomery Dothan Columbus, Ga. Chattanooga Birmingham Total
Imp. RN lop. RN Imp, RN Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp. N
74 75 53 " 77 75 81 .0 76
34 23 48 22 @ 38 4 21 49 22 30 19 3 2
50 62 47 58 55 58 56
; 24
27 s Wy 22 s 7 3 S % a a1
59 78 70 0 n 62 70 68
3% 36 33 18 . 5 . 27 @ 35 % 3
51 67 53 ‘ 56 56 69 62
@ 47 38 4 2 0 42 % 3 N
59 63 51 69 @ 57 68 63
20 3 W a3 B B g ‘ 39 18 13 g,
41 63 49 50 . €0 55 54
16 55 @ 13 30 45 20 8 18 38 28 r 26 i
45 €0 49 58 62 €6 60
52 26 32 @ 40 3 40 13 34 22 31 3 36
74 84 68 77 e "84 1 85. n 8
5 23 3 8 T3 T ‘ 9 13 , 13
66 72 70 @ 63 n , 10 0 10
4 30 10 22 4 17 ‘ 33 n 26 1 25 26
55 68 60 65 66 68 65 "
7 40 12 23 8 32 8 3 12 29 ° 29 ’ 30
58 73 47 €0 64 2 €8 65
1 3 16 8 45 0 5 15 3 1 29 13 5
80 80 62 73 84 82 80
T s g, 4 30 8 8 s 8
77 80 77 83 80 87 82
11 19 10 44 17 1 LIS 20 15 16 s 16 13
27 59 36 3 41 48 43
12 17 15 17 :
71 14 37 10 57 67 55 47 53
ADI_SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES
Vietnam
Drugs Mobile/Meridian: Crime
Crime Race
Taxes Bussing
Inflation . .
Montgomery: Taxes
Dothan: Vietnam
Race
Columbus, Ga.: Drugs
Crime
Environment
Huntsville/
Chattanooga: Drugs
Crime

Foreign Policy




OVERALL RATING:

.

Vietnam
Inflation
Drugs

Crioe
Unemp.loyzeat
Taxes

Race

Foreign Policy
Environment
Ceaeral Unrest
Yelfare

!'nl th Care

Nat'l. Defense

Bussing

IS8UTS:

~
B CALIFORNIA June 12-17, 1972
- 1,600 Intervicws
A
3 A Santa Barb/ A A P E Sacravento/ 3
San_Dieso L:s Angeles  Santa Miria $alinas/Hontry Fresno Sar_Francisco Chico/Redding Stockton Total .
lnp, R fmp. BN Tizp. RN Imp, KN Tnp. R Iip. RY lmp. RN I=p. R ey RN
53 64 70 67 70 49 50 61 60
B0 523 42 g 57 3 S 3 4 L 55 3y
55 47 52 S8 45 3 3z 45 48
Nt R T T 7 h % 4 B g L Bos %5
83" 54 70 ss 33 46 38 @ 55 26 53
By P % gy 39 *oss B 53 3% 43
58 57 45 42 45 4 " 52 53
@ O I 18 s Mo 7o B 2os 0
56 47 45 45 55’ 33 32 52 45
18 5 LB s 55 0 5 180 2 @ 59 @ 56 0
a7 46 58 42 48 39 35 39 44
7 o5 # 5 B3 52 18 4 0 g 12 LIS 2 g
61 62 6 61 70 51 @ 62 5 59
10 4 1 4 a2 36 12 4 15 24 I LI . 32 16 5 13 38
81 79 91 8s 88 . 71 68 7% 78
¥ 20 2 @ s 15 12 s 13 5 15, 7 5 L
53, 48 61 67 70 50 2 56 14 55 <9 51
%3 23 49 B a5 15 30 25 bt 1 38 s .
34 52 1 3s 50 48
9 52 45 67 4 14 15
¥os LA 2% 3 LU 5 e 45
16 % 1 5 .6 0 58 61 51 2 32 s 48 13 53
39, 43 By 36 1 39 & i 59 50 44
3 66 o 66 70 n 64 58 12 50 13 81 10 63
! 33 . 29 °* » LS 33 oS 28 38 32
70 76 70 6 80 7%
20 76 88 79 2 14 22
@ 28 22 2 1 @ 18 1oy 13 3% 18 23
&7 54 52 70 48 46 38 59 s2
[ 3 4 3 8 4
i8 u ° @ ° 2 P a2 ot I 38 a2
ADL SPECIAL ENPHASTS TSSUES v
» Vigtnam "
Unerployrent San Diego: Crime . «
Taxes - Katfonal Defense .
Inflatioern

Natfonal Defense

Santa Barbara/
Santa Harin:

Salinas/
Honterey:

San Francisco:

Chico/Redding:

Sacramento/
$tockton:

Unempleyment
Natienal Defense
Fereign Pollcy

Taxes
Drugs
Welfare

Vietnan
Unemployment

Race
Crime .

Unecployment
Drugs
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- OVERALL RATING: A

CONNECTICUT

v

June 11-20, 1972
615 Interviews

A A A
New York Hartford Providence Total
Inp. RN Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp, RN
: 73 60 75 64
Vietnam 54 27 60 40 48 2] 57 35
) 45 39 52 41
Inflation 25 52 36‘ 60 32 45 33 56
55 49 52 51
Drugs 38 24 46 17 34 25 42
) 55 44 54 48
Crime a1 @ 51 20 38 24 47
45 40 50 42
Unemploynent 26 49 34 57 32 38 33 53
T~ 48 © 42 - 52 44 -
Taxes . 27 46 25 55 27 38 25 51
57 57 59 57
Race 12 36 18 39 11 3% 16 38
) 85 w77 75 79
_ Foreign Policy 20 3 16 18 20 11 17 15
’ 61 58 52 58
Environment 14 32 20 37 20 34 18 36
59 50 57 53
General Unrest 13 33 9 6 29 12 a1
48 46 52 47
Welfare 14 46 11 48 11 38 13 46
66 65 54 64
Health Care 8 2% 6 30 6 32 7 28
s 80 72 79 75
Nat'l. Defense .jl? 13 14 29 @ 1 16 19
50 51 45 50
Bussing 5 39 3 38 5 39 3 38
ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES
Vietnanm
) Inflation New York: Drugs
v Unemployment
Drues Hartford: Crime
Taxes

Providence: National Defense
General Unrest
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OVERALL RATING:

Vietnam

Inflation

Drugs’

Crime

Unemployment

Taxes

Rdce ?

Foreign Policy

Environment

General Unrest

Welfare

Health Care

Nat'l Defense

Bussing

ISSUES:

June 13-23, 1972
800 Interviews

A - A
Chicago Total
Imp. RN  Imp,. RN
59 59 60 63
39 35
31 44 31 47
55 52
26 52 27 56
47 42
24 30 25 52
49 45
29 44 28 49
54 49
32 42 34 48
57 51
21 50 21 54
48 44
16 75 16 78
24 21
16 49 16 56
49 42
10 48 11 52
51 47
8 53 9 52
46 41
10 64 9 68
35 30
11 7313 77
25 21
3 49 4 49
49 48

ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES

Ro'ckford/Davénport: Vietrnam

St. Louis:

A ILLINOIS
A : A
Rockford/ D Paducah/
Davenport St. Louis Springfield
Imp. RN Imp. RN Tmp., RN
72 63 56 51 74
26 40 24
. 63 23 31 28 57
36 67 41
20 69 30 54 64
26 41 33
23 63 29 47 20 59
35 51 ) 35
25 72 @ 39 24 60
28 60 38
36 64 24 44 @ 61
36 53 37
« 13 74 ! 49 19 .62
. 26 50 35
@ 90 10 67 13 84
10 31 11
14 79 14 54 11 70
21 44 26
13 67 15 43 15 64
33 53 33
4 78 13 46 12 66
21 - 50 28
6 83 3 54 -6 81
15 40 15
15 90 7 73 17 87
8 26 10
3 54 5 37 4 53
40 57 43
Vietnam
Taxes
Inflation
Unemployment
Drugs

Inflation
Foreign Policy

Unenp loyment
Race '

Paduczh/Springfield: Taxes

Drugs




OVERALL RATING:

Vietnam
Inflation
Drugs

Crime
Unemployment
Taxes *°
Race

Forelgn Policy
Environment
General Unrest

Welfare_

Health Care

Natlonal Defense

Bussing "

ISSUES:

Vietnam

Crime
Drugs

B

Inflation

Taxes

MARYLAND June 13~23, 1972
600 Interviews
B A A B
Baltimore Salisbury Washington Total
Imp. RN . Imp. RN Tmp. RN Tmp. RN
47 66 ‘58 55 70 51 67
33 42 29 . 32
25 49 .16 67 44 32 48
50 33 54 51
52 74 22 62 33 57
45 26 34 40
40 44 16 53 36 61 37 50
55 47 . 37 48
22 3 12 15 19 32 21 54
46 20 46 ‘ 45
28 4 .. 20 54 28 53 28 48
54 46 44 49
21 90 20 75 S A 17 82
: 30 25 34 36
n 77 12 8 n 8 10 8
19 17 12 17
14 60 ’ 12 92 @ 55 17 60
36 8 43 37
9 59 8 67 10 62 g 60
30 29 35 37
15 54 58 8 57 12 55
44 38 40 42
10 70 12 5 7 65 .9 68
27 25 31 29
76 83 85 80
2 16 13 T B
58 62 53 56
T3 38 7w 7 4o
ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES
Baltimore: Drugs
Salisbury: Vietnam
Drugs
Welfare
Bussing
Washington: Inflation

Environment
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Vietnam
Inflation
Drugs

Crime
Unemployment
Taxes

Race

Foreign Policy
Environment A
General Unrest
Welfare
Health Care
"Nat'l Defense

Busging

MICHIGAN
BOO Interviews
B B c A
)i A Flint-Sag. Grand Rapids Traverse Harquette ¢
Detroit Lansing Bay City Kala./Chicapo City Green Bay Total
Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp. RN imp. RN Imp, Ry Imp, RX
52 53 50 59 58 48 65 51 ® &7 53 5¢
46 as 37 34 43 13 42
24 41 @ 50 17 55 26 50 27 27 @ 41 25 43
58 50 41 48 68 9 55
30 49 19 74 19 53 26 61 25 59 10 4 27 5L
49 26 41 33 35 26 43
27 ) 29 48 29 42 23 48 6 43 20 52 25 45
54 52 54 48 51 48 52
33 41 22 58 26 53 28 53 @ 27 33 63 31 45
57 42 41 45 65 33 52
34 39 @ 53 @ 43 23 47 @ 41 24 52 34 42
60 47 54 52 54 48 57
21 50 @ 58 23 61 19 55 7 46 10 67 21 53
47 42 34 40 49 30 44
s 80 s 91 7 82 g 7 11 70 @ ‘89 9 80
19 9 11 17 24 11 17
11 6 . .6 15 17 58 68 7 . 59 @ 4 13 e
34 25 39 28 35 44 33
23 56 6 73 13 55 18 59 7 41 3 70 19 57
43 27 42 37 51 26 41
10 47 @ 76 6 51 @ 53 @ 38 10 63 14 50
50 24 44 42 . 54 37 47
9 65 0 72 9 77 7 77 5 70 0 85 8 69
18 16 16 139 22 15 28
7 80 0 84 7 77 @ 85 4 68 7 89 8 80
18 16 18 11 24 11 17
23 43 6 66 13 45 18 53 7 43 3 49 19 46
58 31 47 42 51 sk 51
ISSUES: AD] SPECIAL EMPHASIS 1SSUES *
: Vietnam .
Taxes Lansing: Taxes
Unemployment Inflation
Drugs Race
Inflation Welfare
Crime -
Flint-Saginaw-Bay City: Vietnam
Taxes
Grand Rapids-Kalamazoo/ ’
Chicago: Welfare .
Environment

June 13-30, 1972

Traverse City:

Marquette-Green Bay:

National Defense

Vietnam
Taxes
Unemployment
Welfare

Vietnam
Inflation
Environment
Foreign Policy




OVERALL RATING: E MISSOURL June 13-24, 1972
800 Interviews
¢ A D .
E Paducah/ -Columbia/ St. Joseph/ E
St. Louis Springfield Quincy Kansas City Total
Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp, RN ° Imp. RN
< 56 64 70 64 62
Vietnam 55 " 56 32 51 28 50 3 54 37
40 47 57 44 45
Inflation %9 59 27 49 29 a2 33 54 30 53
58 57 54 59 58
Prugs 22 3 2% 3 @ w B 3 26 33
47 52 52 56 51
Crime @ 59 25 43 22 48 29 43 30 47
39 55 59 55 49
- Unenployment @ 50 30 43 26 39 3 %4 34 49
50 @ 51 62 55 53
Taxes 22 49 . 46 32 34 33 44 32 45
50 64 68 68 60
Race i .20 49 12 130 13 30 ‘16 30 16 37
79 74 87 84 80
Forelgn Policy 13 20 10 21 17 12 12 11 13 17
58 69 68 67 64
-Environment 12 40 7 27 15 3] 15 30 13 13
52 61 68 59 58
- General Unrest 12 %6 16 35 14 22 13 38 i3 39
54 56 68 57 57
Welfare 14 46 17 40 16 32 12 42 15 31
64 70 @ 77 76 70
Health Care 8 13 .7 24 . 21 12 29 9 27
. 85 72 86 78 80
Nat'l. Defense 12 13 10 29 17 13 16 18 13 16
47 : 50 58 55 51
Bussing 7 50 9 43 2 37 4 a1 6 %5
Paducah/Springfield also includes Spring./Paducah-Cape Girardeau-
Harrisburg/Joplin-Pittsburg/Memphis
ISSUES: ADI SPECTIAL EMPHASTIS ISSUES
Vietnam
Unemployment St. Louls: Unemployment
Taxes Crime
Inflation
J Crime Paducah/Springfield/
Harrisburg/Joplin/Memphis: Taxes
Columbia/Quincy: Drugs

Health Care




e

OVERALL RATING:

Vietnanm
Inflation
Drugs

Crime
Unemploywent
Taxes

Race

Foreign Poiicy
Environment
General Unrest
Welfare

Health Care
Natt}: Defense

Bussing

ISSUES:

Vietnam
Taxes

Unemployment
Inflation

Drugs

Philadglghia
Tnp. R
6 2
2z 2
w o
18 22
33 ’5*123
B ¥
15 g;
12 ;g
13 gg
13 gg
15
12 g;
1 S
B

New Yori City
Imp. RN
s 2%
33 gg
31 j';:
21 ‘;2
32 gg
35 gg
16 ﬁ
12 ;g
14 23
o0
e
b B
‘o
.

June 11-20, 1972
823 Interviews

B
Total
Ip. W
58 zi
31 g;
29 ZZ
20 'gg
32 23
n o 3
16 ﬁ
13 ;3
15 gg
11 2;’;
15 gg
s 8
14 ;g
U



-

OVERALL RATING: A OHIO ¥ June 13-27, 1972
800 Interviews
A B A
A F A Columbus Cleveland Youngstown/ A
Toledo/Lima Dayton Cincinnati Parkersburg Akron Canton Pittsburgh Total
Imp. Ry Imp, RN Imp. RN Imp. RN Imp, RN Tmp. RN Imp. R
: 75 @ 60 69 72 63 e 70 67
4 58 57 53 55
Vietnam ’ 2 . 39 31 27 36 . 28 32
25 59 @ 44 50 29 37 13 k1 33 45 42 47
Inflation 40 56 50 42 60 53 52
Druge 18 48 48 39 45 44 44
51 71 48 26 .55 29 53 27 46 25 50 37 50
Crime @ 45 50 ' 45 44 51 47 48
21 54 @ ‘14 37 51 31 61 37 37 31 55 35 47
Unemploynent 43 56 48 ‘ 38 61 42 51
2 61 18 55 21 52 60 29 41 2 41 2 50
Taxes 5 44 48 37 .87 55 49
Race 17 65 16 61 13 65 14 65 14 54 17 48 1 59
35 39 34 33 44 48 39
Foreign Policy 15 80 16 88 15 90 12 81 15 80 13 70 14 82
. 14 . 13 10 17 16 27 ‘16.
Environment @ 70 11 68 10 66 11 59 14 51 8 56 13 59
28 33 32 37 44 . 38 38
General Unrest 13 68 11 50 63 13 57 14 49 7 55 13 55
31 49 35 36 47 44 42
Welfare 15 51 13 55 9 57 55 13 sz 12 53 13 54
48 44 43 44 44 44 44
Health Care 10 69 & 69 6 17 4 64 10 67 8 55 8 67
28 28 21 31 32 42 30
National Defense 85 9 79 13 83 15 77 14 80 12 83 13 80
- 13 20 17 19 17 14 17
Bussing 6 55 4 48 4 62 1 50 3 50 5 53 [3 52
43 51 37 44 45 44 44
ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES
Vietnam
Unemployment Toledo/Lima; Crime
Inflatfion Enyironment
Drugs National Defense
Crime

Vietnam
Unemployment
Inflation *

Dayton:

Inflation
General Unrest

Cincinnati:

Columbus/Parkersburg: Taxes
Welfare

Vietnam
Drugs

Youngstowm/Pittsburgh:




OVERALL RATING: ¢

Vietnam

Inflation

Drugs

Crime

Unemployment

Taxes

Race

Foreign Policy

Environment

General Unrest

Welfare

Health Care

Nat'l Defense

Bussing

TSSUES:
Vietnam
Taxes
Inflation
Drugs
Crime

E
Eugenc

Imp. RN
:
48

30 38
63

20 50
46

18 50
45

17 49
49

:
58

7 55
43

12 69
28
® ;
41

12 50
48

16 43
57

8 66
30

12 74
.23

2 49
40

OREGON_
D
Portland
Imp, RN,
50 56

39

30 41
53

28 52
40

25 48
46

24 44
50

32 39
56

10 61
31

13 72
21

16 62
31

15 46
) 47
13 45
48

10 58
35

15 71
21

2 45
43

49
31
27
24
23
39
10.
13
17‘
14
15
10

14

ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES

Eugene:

Vietnam

Taxes

Environment

June 12-17, 1972
600 Interviews

53
41

49
46

45
50

39
57

61
33

72
23

64
31

48
45
50

62

- 32 .

73

21

47
42




OVERALL RATING:

Vietnam
Inflation
Drugs

Criwme
Unemployment
Taxes

Race

Pore.igu Po;;cy
Environment
General Unrest
Welfare

Health Care

Rat'l., Defense

Bussing

33
45

.35

4

72
26

81
17

34
42

PENNSYLVANTA June 13-27, 1972
800 Interviews
A A
A B Harrisburg/ Wilkes~Barre-
Johnstown/ Pittsburgh/ York/Lancastex/ D Scranton/ B
Altoona/Erie Youngstown Lebanon/Hagerstown Philadelphia Binghanton Total
Imp. BN imp, BN Imp. RN Lmp. RN Lmp. RN Imp.
79 \ 65 @ 69 48 70
4 n &0 34 . 27 62 51 46 2 - ¢
60 39 61 44 60 2
29 18 29 60 19 37 29 55 25 40 9
73 49 65 51 @ 68
22 4y @ 32 R . 32 34
54 46 61 46 62
o o a7 o % 5 E R 24
62 41 63 42 64
¥y B s 1B 3 56 36 3
54 41 60 39 57
2 s @ 58 I 4 A 5 @ 43 36
75 56 66 46 85
14 21 14 43 10 a1 18 53 10 15 16
p 94 85 . 89 . . 79 83 :
15 -8 11 14 14 g 8 20 15 17 11
76 51 63 59 89
T @ o v 12 3 I 15
67 49 €0 50 62
30 0 4 gy 10 2 8 4 n
59 50 61 54 77
3 a T s 38 n s 4 0n 1
83 67 78 70 87
25 T ox T o1s 10y 2 ’
90 81 85 77 89
6 15 18 s 11 9 21 14 1 1
71 44 58 54 77
3 2 M) 2 38 A 0 b
ISSUES: 4D SPECIAL EMPHASIS I1SSUES
Vietnem 1
Taxes Johnstown/Altoona/Erie: Crime
Drugs * National Defense-
Unemployment General Unrest
Inflation

Pittsburgh/Youngstown: Taxes

Environment

Harrisburg/York/Lancaster/

Lebanon/Hagerstowns

Philadelphia:

Vietnam
Drugs
Welfare

Unemployment

Wilkes-Barre-Scranton/

Binghamtqn ¢

Drugs
Unemployment
Taxes

r—
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2D} SPECIAL FMPHASLS 1SSUES
Coxpus Chrlstl: Inflstion San Antonlo:
Taxns
Yoenployment
Realth Care
Peawwnt /Pt Arthurs  Vietnan 11 Paso:
Kational Defansa
Busaing
Shreveperi/Texarkanai Vietara AbllenefSveslvatess
National Delense
Auatin: ¥iecsam
Envirermenst
Roca
Foreign Pallcy Tybbockt
Velfare
Buesing )
Wacaltewple: Raca Anariilo:
Ballas/Ft. Vorths Busutrg
Sdcenaftidiand: Drugs
Tanes

Kational Defenss
Fareips Polley
Cenural Ynrest

A
Odeosa/
MHidi
Inp.
5
2
e
* a
E .ﬁ 2

nooy
@ 19

Yietnas -
Inflstles
DBoenplozmant
Racs

Taxes
Environzaot
Sanncal Unrest

Vieraan
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Texes

Race
Rational Defsnaaz

Drugs
Criva
Race

Brugs
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2
%

43
31

35
i3
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4
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»
Abtlene/

9

1z

b

June 12-37, 1971
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OVERALL RATING: D WISCONSIN 600 Interviews
B
E E Green Bay/
A Madison/ Chicago/ Wausau D
Minneapolis Rockford Milwaukee Rhinelander Total
Twp. RN ;_(3_12. ﬁ .Imp. RN Imp. Ry Imp. By‘
Vietnam 55 59 61 61 63 53 58 69 63 59
33 37 45 31 39
Inflation 31 52 @ 47 31 45 31 55 32 49
46 53 55 . 45 51
Drugs 19 65 @ 59 12 59 18 71 16 63
27 36 38 28 34.
Crime @ 59 13 64 15 50 18 59 16 56
40 34 47 40 42
Unemployment 19 56 29 47 8 25 58 30 47
42 52 g 60 41 51
Taxes 37 36 43 45 39 43 50 46 42
60 55 61 48 57
Race 8 67 10 76 14 64 8 76 11 69
28 24 35 23 30
86 S . ’
Foreign Policy 13 82 11 87 15 84 18 * 90 16 86
15 12 14 10 13
Environment 11 67 19 71 18 57 14 73 16 65
31 28 41 27 34
General Unrest 10 61 15 58 9 58 12 63 11 60
38 40 41 35 39
Ay
Welfare 18 49 16 52 18 47 15 56 17 50
49 45 - 53 43 49
Health Care 9 75 2 76 6 69 8 82 7 74
21 24 28 17 24
Nat'l Defense 17 86 20 86 12 82 19 88 16 85
12 13 17 11 14
Bussing 6 62 4 67 3 52 2 68 4 60
29 29 42 29 35
Minneapolis also includes Minneapolis/St. Paul-
La Crosse/Eau Claire-Dubuque
ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES
Vietnam
Taxes Minneapolis: Taxes
Inflation Crime
Unemployment .
Welfare Madison/Rockford: Inflation
Drugs
Chicago/Milwaukee; Unemployment

* June 13-20, 1972

84




State: California
PDates: June 12-17, 1972

No. of Intervicws: 1,000

. F-5
ISSULS

Domestic Program not passcd because--

. ~ State Rep. T-S  Denm.
Progrem Not Good ' 18 4 11 28
Politics 73 91 79 62
Faver or opposc local property tax for schools--

Nat'i State Rep.  T-S Den.
Favor 51 37 39 33 38
Oppose ‘ Y 54 53 61 53
Replaccuent for local proporty tax--

Nat'l State Rep. T-S Demn.
Federal Inceme Tax 17 11 13 8 12
Stete Tncome Tax ' 15 10 G 10 12
State Salos Tux 17 24 33 22 20
Statc Property Tex 4 3 3 4 3
Nationzl Sales Tax 32 43 37 47 40
Has infleotion slowed?

Rut'l State Rep. T-S Ne.
Yes 46 36 5§ 40 23
No 45 53% 34 - 51 65
lHas inflation of food prices slowed?
’ Nat'l State Rep. T-5 Den.
Yes 26 25 56 26 17
No , 71 72 59 70 81
Suppert or opposce {reeze on food prices?

State Ren, T-5 Nem.

Yes . 05 61 64 67
No - Too23 30 22 23



State: California .
Bates:  Jwne 12-17, 1972
No. of Interviews: 14,000
F-6
Respensible for inflation-- .
Nat'1l Statce Rep. T-S Dem,
Business 20 27 13 25 38
Unijons 37 41 65 45 27
President 3 7 1 4 11
Congress 9 6 4 8 6
Consumer 17 9 9 © 10 7
Assassination
Nat'l Statc Rep, T-S Dem.
Should limit appcarances 60 S1 49 S2 53
Should not limit appearances 31 40 40 40 39
National Defensc
N
Sl Me |
E:j__ Ten,
Ve Nr l_j ’ Vv
1 2 3 4 S 6 7
Strong Defense Spend at llome
Less Strong Defense
Sclf: 3.43 Total Rating Nixon: 2.56 Total Rating McGovern: 5.]0
Rep: 2.33 Rep, Rating Nixon: 2.15 Rep, Rating McGovern: 5.54
T-§: 3.34 T-S Rating Nixon: 2.79 T-§ Rating McGovern: 5.19
Den: 3.95 Den. Rating Nixon: 2,65 Dem. Rating McGovern: 4,84
Moncy spent on national defense--
Nat 'l State Rep, T-8 Den.
Spend less 37 43 23 37 s3
Spend sane 39 39 S3 43 33
Spend more 18 15 19 17 12
Faver or opposec a onc-third cut in military forces--
Nat'1 State Rep. T-S Denm.
Faver 73 69 57 72 66"
Oppose 17 22 25 20 22




e e

State: Califorhia
Dates:  June 1217, 1972
- No. of Intervicws: 1,000

¥-7
Spend less because--
. Nat'1 State Rep. T-S Dem,
Need Jess military strength 18 21 10 19 24
Defense waste 71 .72 80 74 69
Vietnan Withdrawal
saf.
Rep T-S Dero, .
N . Mc
I\' A2 2 : .. _\[
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Gradua] Withdrawal Immediate Withdrawal
Self: 3,38 Total Rating Nixon: 2,11 Total Rating McGovern: 5,82
Rep: 2.17 Rep. Rating Nixon: 1.81 Rep. Rating McGévern: 6.24
7-S: 3.06 7-S Rating Nixon: 2.16 T-S Rating McGovern: 5.93
Deme 4,07 Pen, Rating Nixon: 2,17 Dem. Rating McGovern: 5.59
Nixon on Vietnam--
Nat'1l State Rep. T-S DNen.,
Frank and straightferwvard 35 40 70 46 - 21
Not told the truth 46 .8 22 43 69
Aninesty
. Sclf
Dora T-§ Re .
X N
A
T i
i
Ay, P L.a b\
1 2 3 4 ) 6 7
Grant Amncsty ConsiJder Aumesty Never Grant
Imncediately After the War ’ Arncsty
Seif: 4.4 Total Rating Nixon: 4,81 Total Rating McGovern: 2.78
Lep: 5.10 Rep. Pating Nixon: 1.606 ep. Rating McGovern: 2,19
T-5: 4,80 T-8 Mative Niven: J.70 T-8 Rating McGovern: 2.7¢
| NG 4,22 7 ore Loatiag Lo 4,00 Do, Rating McGovern' 3.0



¥-

CGovernment and cconomic system change--

&

State: Califolnia
Nates:  June 17-17, 1972
Ko, of Intervicws: 1,000

Dero
Rep.
S0
e [u T
sz ALy N/ N
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Drastic Do Kot Keed
Change Drastic Chang2
Self: 3.29 Total Rating Nixon: 4,006 Total Rating McCovern: 2,82
Rep: 3.94 Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.39 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.49
T-S: 3.47 T-S Rating Nixon: 4,44 T-85 Rating McGovern: 2.88
Den: 2.82 Dem, Rating Nixon: 5.01 Dem, Rating McCGovern: 2.91
Tax Keform-- ’
Self
T-8 Pan, '_—_‘L_
o, ! i ‘
J:ixx Se s L. 4
1 2 3 4 . s 6 7
XNced Tax Reform Do Xot Need
Tax Reform
Self: 2,23 Total Rating Nixon: 4,39 Tota) Rating McGovern: 2.76
Rep: 2.78 Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.53 Rep. Ruting McGovern: 2.56
T-8: 2.18 T-$ Rating Nixon: 4.37 T-§ Rating McGovern: 2,90
ben: 1.91 Den. Rating Nixon: 4.90 Dea, Rating McGovern: 2,83
Marijuana
Sclf
Pem.,
Mc
s X
h\74 A4
1 2 3 4 3 7

Legalize Use and
Control Sale

el R0 Totrd Tating Nixon:
Per: 5,387 Pep, tetin: Ninen:
T-%1 5,10 -5 Ratine Lisent

ror 5.13 Peta tating MNiaons

al

o

.
a~r

el

P

]

gy
P

[

Do Not Legalize

Tetal Euating McGovern: 3,80

Itep, Lnting MeGovern: 340
T8 Ratin Melovern: 3.0

e, nating Motovern: 4.30



State: California
Bates:  Jupne 12-17, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,000

-Abortion-~

1 2 3 4 . 5 6 7

Legalize Do Not

Abortion : Legalize
Seif: 3,23 Total Rating Xixon: 4,53 Total Rating McGovern: 3.42
Rep: 3.43 . Eep. Rating Nixon: 4.62 Rep. Rating McGovern: 3,46
T-5: 2,97 1-8§ Rating Nixon: 4.33 T-$ Rating McGovern: 3.29
Den: 3.47 Dewse Rating Nixon: 4,65 Dem, Rating MeGolern: 3.43

%y
.



TSSUES

Pomestic Froguen Unt pascced because -

State

Progrom Not Good 16
Politics : 74

Rep.,.

3
92

Faver or oopoce lecal property tax for schools ~—-

Rat'l  State
Favor 51 49
Oprose 40 42
Replacencnt for local property tax —-

o'l State

Federal Tucong ¥ox 17 16
State Incene T 15 20
State Szien Tox 17 10
Stoce Proporty Tox A 2
Letionazl Salen Vax 32 38

Has inflation slowed?
Nat'l State

Yes 46 40
Yo 45 < 54

las dinflation ¢f {ood prices slowed?

Nat'l ~ State

Yes 26 23
Ko 71 12

Support or eoppose freese on food prices?

Yes 65
1o 26

Rep.,

57
38

Ren..
17
26
18

29

Ren,

62
33

Rep

34
60

Rep.

56
271

e

| i w—
. Illinois i

« Junc 13-13, 1977
800 Intervic s
Copy No.

T8 Dem.

11 30
80 59

TS - Dom,

48 45
43 44

-9 Don.

14 16
19 17
8 10

42 39

T-S Den.

42 28
50 69

T~S Dem.

26 13
70 83

I-5 - Dem.

60 : 09
23 .24


http:slm:<.5c
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June l3~2}, 1972
800 Intcrvicws
Copy No.

¥-6

Lespuaniblie feor inflation .—-

Bat')  State  Rep. I-5 Den..

c———

20 27 13 ' 28 33
37 39 56 47 23
8 7 2 2 13
9 6 6 6 7
37 12 14 10 10

Acarnzoinntion

Hat 'l State  Rep. T-S Den.

Should 1icit

60 55 66 - 55 55

appearances 31 .37 29 38 37

N i i;i
eavom l si
l N |
NNy st N
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Strong Spend et Lome
Defense . Less Stronyg bef.
Self: 3.9 TJotal Roting Rizoen: 2.7 Total Rating licGovern: 4.5
lep.: 3.1 Rep. Dating mixon: 2.6  Rep. Rating MeGovern: 4.6
T-8: 3.8 T-5 Rating liixon: 2.9 T-5 Rating licCovern: 4.7
Dem.: 4.2  Desw. Rating Nixon: 2.6  Dom. Rating McGovern: 4.3

Loney spent on national defencse ~-

lat'l State Ren. T-S Dem,
Spewd less 37 46 33 46 48
Spend sane 39 36 48 ) 35 34
Spend more 18 12 - 14 Sl 12

Favor or oppose a 1/3 cut in military forces —-—

Bae'l State Rep. -5 Dem.

oy 73 75 66 81 .75
Oprose 17 16 23, 11 17

Pt
3

)

L

T

ey




.

Illinois
June 13-234 1972
800 Intervieus
Copy No.,

¥-7

Cnend less hocruse —-
Nat 'l State Rep.. T-S Der.
Leed less wilitary

styrengih 18 21 22 ' 18 15
Pafense wasto 71 70 74 75 74

1 27 73 4 5 6 7

Gradual . Irmediate
ithdrawal Tithdravao

Se2if: 3.4 Total Iatisg Niwon: 2.3 Total Rating MeGovern: 5.2
ep.t 2.4 Rep, Noting Mixon: 2.1 Tep. Rating licGovern: 5.8
T-8: 3.2 T-8 Poiing Hixen: 2.2 T-5 Rating licGovern: 5.5
Dem.s 3.9 Dom, Reting Iiizons 2.4 Dem, Rating MeGovorn: 4.7
Rixon on Vietnanm -- :
Nat'l State Rep. T-S Der.
Frank and straight J
Fal

forvard 45 44 72 52 24
Not told the truth 46 49 21 40 N

Amnesty

e N

LUl

R

1 2 3 “ 4 5 6 7

Crant Amnesty Consider Ammesty Never CGrant
Iimmediately After the Var Amnesty

Selfy 4.6 Toral Noling Hivon: 4.7 0 Toral Wating lieCovern: 3.3
Nevor 5.1 Yoo, Mnpdne Diom: 4.7 Pon. Ravivy Melovern: 3.1
=500 4,7 TR R i Dinon: 4.6 -5 Natlay SteCoverns 2.9
Fasor AVS Yoo, et b drinon: 4.7 Do, Rating MeCowvorus 3.8
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June 1323, 1972
800 IntCIVLLLu
Copy No.

F-8

Gov't and Tconenic Svetonm Change

1 7

Y
w
ol
w
o

Need Drastic Do not uneaodn
Change Drastic Clange

Sclf:
Rep.:

'f(\i L.l R .,..\.')r’ ‘h'“'"'l. 4.6 TGtu} ..\dt.!. "TCGO\"'TIK:
lep. Rating Nizon: 4.2 Rep. Rating “cCovcrn.

~

. Rating Nixon: 4.2 DIem. Rating McGovern:

3.4 3
3.7 2
T-S: 3.7 T-5 Reting Udxon: 4.6 T-§ Rating McCovern: 3.1
Den.: 2.9 3

Der

f
. — -
l l
..l;i.‘..}\'.‘,:i::.._.‘l 4 il
1 2 4 5 6 7

weed Tax - Do not necd
Reforn Tax Reforn:

Self: 2.4 Total Reting Fixen: 4.4 Tot?l Ra g MeGovern 3.0
Rep.: 2.6 PRep. Ratiig Nizen: 3.6 ep. ‘?ti ‘cGoveln. 2.9
T-S: 2.4  T-5 Rating Nixon: 4,2 1T-5% LuLuna EcCovern: 2.9
Dem.: 2.0 Dem. Rating NWizon: 4 3.2

¢ Dam. Rating HcGovern:

-

1 2 3 4 7

Legalive Use Do not

g Ao 3 s . 3.
andd Coninel Sale Lepaline

EadPih I [ S T S TE M et £ ’. [3e3 . N i, YL Y. . >
Sellr 5.3 Povas Slueny o oelnont oGt Total Doiing erGvP as -4.3

- € i e [ v R - oy

Nopar 5060 B, R O D6 Teps hatdos YMeToverar 4.4
RN RIS W - T 5.6 T8 Datcine nm’r”‘1r' 4.0

\ . - 4 - ca . " yetyt -

Beoor 5.0 Do, i Ve 5.4 Der, Antian MeGovern: 4.0



¥ IR SRR Y RV IR |
Junec 13-23, 1972
800 Intorvicws
Copy 1.0,

Abostion
Self )
T-S

Me

—

1 2 3 4 5 6 I

Legalize ' Do not
Abortion : Legalize

Tetal Rating Miwen: 4.6 Tetal Rating leGovern:

Self: . .
Rep.: Rep. Rating Hison: 4.9 Rep. Rating MeGowern: .

3.7

3.9

- Rating Nixon: 4.6 'U-S Rating licCovern: 3.6
3.8

3
4
-8 3.
3 pow. kating Wixon: 4.5 Den. Rating rcGovern:

De e



F-5
ISSUES

Domestic Program not passed because --

New Jorsey
June 11-20, 1972
823 Intervicws

Copy No.

13

State  Rep. T-§ Dem., -
Program Not Good 13 3 9 24
Politics 69 80 78 56
Favor or oppose local property tax for schools --
Nat'l State . Rep. T-S Dem,
Favor 51 37 42 - 43 31
Oppose . 40 45 42 42 52
Replacemant for local property tax --
Nat'l State Rep. T-S  Dem.
Federal Income Tax : 17 17 15 15 19
State Income Tax 15 33 42 32 33
State Sales Tax 17 9 17 8 5
State Preperty Tax ] 5 5 2 5
National Sales Tax 32 24 10 27 28
- Has inflation slowed?
Nat*l State Rep. T-S =m.
Yes . 46 39 53 37 31
No : 45 54 36 60 61
Has inflation of food prices slowed? ‘
Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem,
Yes 26 26 33 26 21
No 71 69 61 72 75
Support or oppose {reeze on food pricés?
Statc  Rep. T-5 Dem.
Yes 76 72 77 81
No 15 21 10

.t



_ New Jersey
- June 11-20, 1972
. 823 Interviews

Copy No.

F-6
Responsible {or inflation ~--
Nat'l Statc Rep. T-§ Dem.
Business 26 30 21 33 29
Unions 37 35 44 42 29
President 8 7 2 7 11
Congross 9 5 7 2 5
Consuner 17 8 10 5 8
Assassination
Nat'l Stote Rep. T-S  Don.
Should limit appearznces . 60 60 61 60 59
Should not linit appearances 31 34 34 36 34
National Defonse
Self
Nixon T.g | Dem. McGovern
Rep. T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Streng Spend at lome
Dafense Less Strong Def.
Self: 3.64 Total Rating Nixon: 2.34 Total Rating McGovern: 4,83
Rep:  3.03 Rep. Rating Nixon:  2.40 Rep. Rating McGovern: 5,25
T-8: 3.47 T-S Rating Nixon: 2.42 T-S Rating tlcGovern: 4,87
Dem: 3.92 Dem. Rating Nixon:  2.26 Dem. Rating McGovern:  4.59
Money spent on national defense -~
Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem,
Spend Jess 37 43 33 42 47
Spend same 39 39 41 43 39
Spend move " 18 11 17 9 9
Favor or opposc a 1/3 cut in military forces --
Nat'} State Rep, T-S Dem,
Favor 73 77 70 74 85
Oppose 17 16 23 22 7

P -




New Jersey
June 11-20, 1972

823 Intcavicws

Copy No.
F-7 ,
Spend less because --
Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem.
Need lcss military strength 18 18 21 27 16
Defensc waste 71 71 66 65 77
Vietnam Withdrawal
Rep. Dem.
Self
Nixon I‘TS_ McGovern
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Gradual Imrediate
Withdrawal Withdraval
Self: 3.42 Total Rating Nixon: 1.90 Total Rating McCGovern: 5.53
Rep:  2.61 Rep. Rating Nixon:  1.90 Rep. Rating MicGovern: 5.87
T-5: 5.30 T-S Rating Nixon: 1.99 T-8 Rating McGovern: 5.66
Dem: 3,90 Dem. Rating Nixon: 1.91 Dem. Rating McGovern:  5.36
Nixon on Vietnam --
Nat'l  State Rep.,. T-S  Dem.
Frank and straightforvard 45 4] 62 44 27
Not told the truth 46 51 27 50 66
Amesty
T-S
1
Nixon
faxon
McGovern —S%}—f
D—T}B“ ngn‘
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Crant Aimesty Consider Amesty Never Grant
Iracdiately Alter the War Arnesty
Self: 4.64  Total Mating Nixon: 4.68 ™ Total Rating McGovern: 2,99
lep: 5.09 Rep. Rating Nixon:  4.08 Rep. Rating McGovern:  2.67
T-S: 4.87 T-S Rating Nixon: 4,71 T-5 Rating MeGovern: 2.92
Dowms 4,59 Dem. Rating Nixon:  4.66 Dem. Rating dMcGovern: 3,21
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New Jersey

June 11-20, 1972
823 Intervicews
Copy No.

F-8
Cov't and Economic System Change T-S
MeGovern p,,
— Nixon
Self '
|
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Drastic Do Not Necd
Change Drastic Change
Self: 3.37 Total Rating Nixon: 4.80 Total Rating McGovern: 2.03
Rep:  3.96 Rep. Rating Nixon:  4.67 Rep. Rating McGovern:  2.74
T-S:  3.39 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.59 “T-$ Rating McGovern: 3.28
Dep:  3.03 Dom. Rating Nixon:  4.97 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.99
Tax Reforn
Self
T-§ Rep.
Dem)  McGovern Nixon
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Reed Tax ' Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform
Self: 2.21 Total Rating Nixon: 4.51 Total Rating McGovern: 2.69
Rep:  2.70 Rep. Rating Nixen:  3.97 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2,54
1-S: 2.07 T-S Rating Lixon: 4,44 T-S Rating McGovern: 2.89
Pem: 2.08 Dem, Rating Nixon:  4.79, Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.55
Marijuana .
}S:elf
Yo N e
t=Govern DL Nixon
McGovern =5 TRen
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
legalize Use Do Not
and Control Sale Legalize
Self: 5.13 Total Rating Nixon: 5.78 ” Total Rating McGovern: 4.21
Roep: 5,74 Rop. Rating Nixon:  5.57 Rep. Rating McGovern:  3.84
T-S5:  5.14 T-8 Rating Nixon: 5.79 T-S Rating McGovern: 4,34
Poin: 5,12 bom. Rating Nixon:  §5.71 Dain. Rating McCovern: 4,30



Abortion

: New Jersey
. . June 11-20, 1972

§23 Intervicws
Copy No.
F-9
f-Govern
Self Hixon
T-S IROP.
T e
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Legalize ) Do Not
Abortion Legalize
3.55 Total Rating Nixon: 4.85 Total Rating McGovern: 3.68
3.90 Rep. Rating Nixon:  4.52 Rep. Rating McGovern:  3.98
3,23 - -T-5 Rating Nixon: 4,67 T-S Rating McGovern: 3.67
3.69 Pem. Rating Nixon:  4.69

Dem, Rating McGovern:  3.50
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State: New York
) Dates: June 22-30, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,000
' F=5
ISSUES
Domestic Program not passed because--—
State Rep., T~5 Dem, |
. |
Program not good - 16 4 14 25 %
Politics 71 88 73 60
Favor or oppose local property tax for schoolsg--
Rat'l State ‘Rep. T-~S Dem,
Favor . 51 42 43 45 39
Oppose " 40 40 40" 38 42
Replacement for local property taxe—- )
s Nat'l State Rep . T-8 Dem.
Federal income tax 17 20 16 20 26
State income tax 15 13 18 12 11
State ‘sales tax 17 6 8 7
State property tax 4 6 4 6
National sales tax 32 43 46 44 39
Has inflation slowed?
Nat'l State Rep. TS Dem.
Yes « 46 39 58 38 28
No “ 45 55 31 56 67
Has inflation of food prices slowed?
- ~ Nat'l State Rep. T-8 Dem.
Yes i 26 22 30 23 16
No - ‘ ’ 71 74 65 71 82
Support or oppose frecze on food prices?
State Rep. T-S Dem,
Yes 74 73 77 75
No 15 17 12 15



State: NBew York
Dates: Junc 22-30, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,000
. ) F-6 ’
Responsible for inflationw-- *
" Rat'l State Rep. T-5 Dem.
Business 26 28 16 31 30 :
Unions 37 39 60 39 28
President . 8 7 X 2 & 13
Congress 9 [ 4 8
Consumer 17 11 10 12 10
Assassipation~-
Nat'l Stste Rep. T~5 Dem,
Should limit appearances 60 53 58 51 57
Should mot limit appearances 31 36 35 36 33 *
Hational defense~w
Self
Rep. T-5 Dem,
N Me
. S I -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Strong Defense Spend At Houme
Less Strong Defense
Sclf: 3,77 Total Rating Nixon: 2,35 Total Rating McGovern: 5,03
Rep: 2,65 Rep. Rating Nixon: 2.07 Rep. Rating McCovern: 5,31
T=-S: 3.59 T-S5 Rating Nixon: 2.51 .« T=S Ratding McGovern: 5.10
Den, 4,34 Dem. Rating Nixon: 2,31 Dem, Rating McGovern: 4,88
Honey spent on national defénse-=
Nat'l State _Rep. T-5 Dem,
Spend less 37 44 24 38 56
Spend sane 39 41 51 47 32
Spend more 18 10 16 10 7
Favor or oppose a one-third cut 4in military forces-—- . ’
Nat'1l State Rep, T~S Dem.
Favor 73 79 77 77 80
Oppose 17 16 17 16 "16



State: New York
- Dates: June 22~30, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,000

F-7
Spend less because-- s
Nat'l State Rep,. T~S Denm, °
Need less military strength 18 26 13 28 26
Defense waste 71 67 83 . 67 67
Vietuam withdrawal--
Self
Rep. z:g_ Der,
] ’ Me
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Gradual Withdrawal Immediate Withdrawal
Self: 3.55 Total Rating Nixon: 2.01 Total Rating McGovern: ~ 5.69
Rep: 2.22 Rep. Rating Rizxon: 1.77 Rep. Rating McGovern: 5.79
T-S§: 3.55 T-~8 Rating Nixon: 2.09 T~8 Rating McGovern: 5.92
Dems 4,05 Dem. Rating Nixon: 2.02 Dew, Rating McGovern: 5.49
Nixon on Vietname-
Nat'l State Rep. T-$ Dem.
Frank and straightforward [33 40 70 41 23
Not told the truth 46 52 26 48 70 *
Annesty-—-~ .
Sel
Dens T~5 Rep.
He N
- \[ 2 k]-,
. . -~
. 1 2 3 . 4 5 6 7
) Grant Amnesty Consider Amnesty Never Grant
Immediately After the War R Amnesty
Self: 4,38 Total Rating Nixon: 5.03 Total Rating McGovern: 2.86
Rep: 5.11 Rep., Rating Nixon: L9 11 Rep., Rating McGovern: 2.37
T-5: 4,76 T-S Rating Nixon: 3.11 T-$ Rating McGovern: 2,93
Dem: 3.87 Dem, Rating Nixon: 5.18 Dem., Rating McGoveru: 2,95



Government and economic system change-~

Self:
Rep:
o T-5:
-t - Dem:

Tax reform--

2,97
3.67
2.98
2.59

¥ Tt gelf: 2.04
: e Rep: 2.43
- T T-S¢ 2,05
-t vl Den: 1.75
Marijuana-~
LS 3
I i P
Fioaoop
i ‘ '
Self: 4,94
Rep: 5.53
T-53 5.19
Dews 4.70

State: New York
Dates: June 22-30, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,)00
F~8 .
Selt
Deas, | IS EI'
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Drastic Do Rot Keed
Change Drastic Change

Total Rating Mixen: 4.51 Total Rating McGovern: 2,96
Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.97 Rep. Rating McGovern: 3,07
T~S Rating Nixon: 4o 37 T~S Rating McGovern: 2,97
Dem, Rating Nixon: 4,89 Dem, Rating McGovern: 2.88
Self
Det, |T-S Rep.
— ——
[ e X
¥ .

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax Do Not Need
Refora Tax Reforn
Total Rating Kixoa: 4.36 Total Rating McGovern: 2,67
Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.45 Rep. Rating McGovern: .69
T~S Rating Nixon: 4.22 T~-S Rating McGovern: 2,64
Dem, Rating Nixon: 4,58 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.60

»
self
Deme {T-5 Rep.

: Me X
1 2 3 4 5 [ 7
Legalize Use And Do Rot'Legzlize

Controel Sale
Totnl hLating Nixon: 5,93 Total Rating McGovern: (.04
Rep. Ratiunpg Nixon: 3.74 . Rep. Rating Mc¢Covern: .81
T-§ Ratinp Nixon: S, 49 < T-§ Ratinyg McGovern: L, 06
Bem, Rztinpg Nixor: 5,49 Pem. Rativy McGovern: L.16

PR



State: New York
Dates: June 22-30, 1472
Nao, of Interviews: 1,000
F-9
Abortion-~
Self
pelr
Dem, _ IRep, T-§
Me N
) Ny l
1 3 5 6 7
Legalize ’ Do Not
Abortion . Legalize
Self: 3.54 Total Rating Nixon: 5.16 Total Rating McGovern: 3.36
Rep: 3.64 Rep. Rating Nixon: 4,97 Rep. Rating McGovern: 3.39
T=-S: 3.71 T=5 Rating Nixon: 5.24 T~8 Rating McGovern: 3.35
Dem: 3.32 Dem, Rating Nixon: 5.23 Dem, Rating McGovermn: 3.31
. !
' * .
" ‘ .
"
. g
i ‘ |
L
. ) o
* Y
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Domestic Program ot

asaed LYocause --

State Rep.

Progran Yot Good ' 14 5
Politics 75 90

Favor or oppose local property tax for schools —-

Nat'l Stote

Rep.

51
40

Faver 5
Oppece 4

W O

4
4
Replacenent for locul property tax --

Eat'l - State

Rep.

ncome Tan 17 11 11

State Inzone Trx 15 20 20
State Soleg Ton 17 27 31
State Propeorty Tex 4 4 1
Raticual Sales Tox 32 26 : 24

Has inflation slowed?

Nat'l State Rep.

Yes 46 39 58
No 45 - 56 39

Has inflzstion of food prices slowed?

A1

Kat 'l State Rep.
Yes 26 21 33
7

"

s

Yo 71 3 61
-
Support or oppose frecze on food prices?
Stete Rep.

Yes 70 73
Na 22 21

ohio.

— —

dunc” 13-27, 1972

€00 Intcerviews

Copy 1

T-5

11
25
24

29

T-8

21
76

T-S
70

24

o,

Dem.

24
63

Dem.

45 .
48

Den.

11
17
29

25

Den.

22
73

Doen.

13
84

Bom,

6°
23



unio

June- 13-27, 19272
800 " Intervievs
Copy ko.

¥-6

Kegponsiile for inflation -~

Rat'l State Pep., . T-§ Den.

civess 26 23 9 22 32
Unions 37 43 61 43 34
. SN & 6 2 3 g
Covprona 9 4 5 4 3
Consumey 17 10 10 12 S

.
Asgresine

Rat'l State Rep. T-S Den,

Should 1imit arpearcoces 60 61 62 64 59
1 - ] L.

appcaé&ncéﬂ 31 31 32 27 33

N ‘ ‘ te
]:_".m. 2L he..

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Strong Spend at Ilonme
Defense . Less Stronr Tef.

fclf: 3.6 Tet2) Natine Wixon: 2.5 Total Rating McGovern: 4.8
Repo:r 2.0 wp. Ratdng Hixon: 2.5 Rep. Rating McGovern: 5.3
-5 3.6 T-§ Roting ildxon: 2.6 T-5 Rating eCGovern: 4.9
Paw.: 3.5 Dem. Rating Nizon: 2.5  Dem. Rating licGovern: 4.6

Honey spent on naticnal defense --

Nat'l ' Stete ep. TS em.,
Spend less 37 43 32 41 L4
Spend sams 30 42 - 55 43 41
Spond nore .18 11 9 12 11

Favor or eppese a 1/3 cut in military forces -- ‘

State kep.
oo 15 75 G4

O o ) Yy 0 20



- - -A' e tot . W e ~
Speud leous bocuusg -

streastn 13 20 16
Defense wocte 71 71 76

Bep.

hio ..
Juaz 13-27, 1972
00 Iunterviowes

Copy lo.

78

Viovrnon Vith raent
Self
{ =5
N D Mc
H,JLN;'¢my;" L
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Graduzl Immedinte
Vitharaoal Withdrawval
£elf: 3.0 ietal Nating Tizen: 2.0 Totzl Rating MceGovarn: 5.4
Rep.t 2.3 Rop. Rrtips Ninou: 2.0 hep. Foting debovern: 5.9
T3 5.1 -5 Nalin, Uinon: Z.1 T-5 Fsidny delovorn: 3.4
Pomer 303 Poal Batdin Nivon: 1.9 Dein, Rating MeGovern: 5.1
Kixen on Victnen —-

hi

1

Frant ol
forvard

hot told the truth

LR
straig

74

Linest

x}

o

45
44

25
64

1 2

. - Ao g ¥r
Grant lAomoonty

Tvmadintely A ter the

CALS maeal Corian i b7
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Y 4,0 : L R Ll
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7
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Ohig

Juite 13-27, 1272
800 Intervioeus
Copy Ho.

¥-&

Cov't _rind Feenmrmis 8vetms € ]

Seif
ES

e 11 R R .

(RN
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Heood Drastic Do not roed
Clinnce Drastic Change

Coli: 3.3 Toted Ratving Mivent 4.4 Total Rating McGovern: 3.0
Fep.t 3.6 Pop. Batdun MNivenr 4.2 7 Rep. Rating HeGovera: 2.9
-5 3.4 T-8 ki Ninen: 4.2 T-S Rating teGovern: 2.8
Pem.: 2.0 Do Tatin: gdxon: 4.6 Don. Dating MeGovern: 3.1

Tow vefora
n
4 5 6 7
Foed Yax Do not nead
Refoon Tax Refcr
Self: 2.3 Yeral YMutine MHyven: 4,3 Totzl Rotiag licGovern: 2,7
Bep.: 2.8 Hep. Ratdre Diuven: 3.7 Rep. Nating eGovern: 2.4
T8 2. =8 L Udng Ninors 4.2 -8 Zating cGovern: 2.7
7 2.9

..
~
.

3 3
Pew,: 2.0  bim, kRating Hixon

ISP rewet NG R R ) ot ] Lting Molovernt L4,2

Lo b N B RO N Do It Do e Tovern 3.9
’ ot oo i LT ALt eN o e Mellovern: 4,2
Lo hL o oo T L0 Yoo Ral i eflovey 4,0
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Juir 13-27, 1972
800 Toterviovs
Copy i3,

Ahortion o .
© s
S
D .
|
=R K
sl
i
1. 2 3 4 5 6 7
Legalize Do not
(%)
Abortion : Legalize
Self: 2.8 Totel Matine Hixon: 4.8 Total Reoting YcGovern: 3.7
nep.: 4.0 Rep. Tating Ninop: 4,3  Rep. Rating lelovern: 3.5
=8¢ 3.6 T--§ Rating RNivon: 4,8 T-S Fating llcGovern: 3.7
Denal: 2.9 ° 3.9

Dem. Ratine. Rixon: 4, Dem. Rating “cGovern:
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F-5
ISSUES
Domestic Progran Not passed because -~
State Rep. T-5

Irogram Not Good 18 6 12
Politices . 73 85 &0
Favor or oppose local property tax for schools —

Nat'l State Rep. T=8
Favor _ 51 48 59 45
Oppose 40 42 34 46
Replacenent for local property tax =

Nat'l State Rep. -5
Federzl Income Tax 17 20 13 22
State Income Tax 15 11 19 8
State Sales Tax ' 17 9 13 12
State Froperty Tax 4 5 6 3
hational Sales Tax 32 45 38 4%
Has inflation sloved?

Nat'l State Rep. T-8
Yes 46 38 51 38
Yo 45 56 43 55
Has inflation of food prices slowved?

Nat'l  State Rep. I-$
Yes 26 3 47 28
Yo 71 65 50 69
Support or opposc frecze on food prices?

State Rep. T-8

Yes 76 83 72
Yo ) 19 11 23

Peunsylvania
June 13-27, 1972

800 Intervicus
Copy No.

Dem.
30

Dem.,

45
45

o
£
jal

o W
wr =

Dem.

Pty

26
71

R
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T-8:
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Lep.

Lo
NN RN WO

e
=5

4, Dom.

spent

Spend Jess
Spend sonc

Spend more

Paver or oppone &

appearances

o national

inflation --

Rat'l State  Rep.

20
55

11 10

Bat'l State

58

Rew.,

57

37 39

Poevnsylvonia

Juire 13-27,

1972

86D Interviave
Copy No.

Den.

32
29
12

10

Den.

65

29

1

Strong
Doefenae

[

Total Ratina Rixon: 2.7 Total Rating
Rating Ninon: 2.8 Rep. Ratdng
Dating Nizon: 2.7 T-8
Rating Mixon: 2.5 Dem. Roting

defense -~

Nat'l
37
39
18

State
45

44
7

Ren.
27
62

1/3 cut in pilitary forces --

Ga e P
hlave

i
15

MeGovern s

MeGoverns:

- N W

Rating MeGoyvernt

YeGeovern:

45

6 7

Spend ot Home
Less Strong Def.

4,
4
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5
. nz felGovern: 5.4
Dem. 4. 5

LicCovora:

Rat'] State Ren. T-8 Den:.

Frani anid strasght
- , 12
forvari 45
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not told ths truth i

64 42 25
28 51 68

U W
W

srmesty .
Self
D |5
N
ic i B
: 1 AR LN
1 2 3 7 4 -5 6 7
Grant ‘mnesty Consider Auncsty © KRever Craat
Twsncdiately After the Vor Ammosty
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opor 500 RO R O R I3 O 5.6 Ten, Mol o Mlovern: 2.5
Tons BN PRt SR U I S P 4.9 8 Tatden Trellover: 2.9
1.yt T Pao, Tavion o 5.0 Tiome Bot oo, e lovies 3.4



Go

Self

B

J"'u-

}\

o

+

Den.

Harijuana

v 1 t

'Y

»
.

-

ar d Peonsgie L
Se1f
D T-5 R
iz

. ——
Penns ylvani:
Jung: 1327, 1772
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Copy No.,

1
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3.1 4.5  Total Rating YMeGovern: 3.3
3.8 4.4 Fep. Yating MeCovern: 3.4
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State:

.

Texas

No - 28 20

Dates: June 12-17, 1972
-No. of Interviews: 1,000
* F-5
ISSUES
"Nomestic Program not passed because--
State . Rep. T-S hen.
Progran mot good 16° 8 11 20
Politics ’ 73 89 83 67
Favor or oppose local properly tax for schools~--
Nat'l State Rep. T-S Den,
Favor 51 61 58 62 60
Oppose 40 26 29 26 27
Replacement for local property tax--
Nat'l State Rep. T-5 Dem.,
Federal Income Tax 17 10 ‘ 13 11
State Incomc Tax 15 8 8 11
State Sales Tax . 17 22 33 21 20
State Property Tax 4 10 11 14 8
National Sales Tax 32 33 33 38 30
Has inflztion slowed?
Nat'} State Rep. T-S Dem
Yes 46 40 63 46 32
No . 45 48 29 40 57
Has inflation of food prices slowed?
Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem.
Yes 26 23 35 26 19
No 71 71 - 60 68 76
Support or opposec frceze on food prices?
State Rep. T-S Den.
Yes 58 58 58 57
30 29


http:Incor.lc

\ Dates:  jone 12-%7, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,000
F-6
Responsible for inflation -- -
Nat'l Statc Rep, T-S Dernt.
Business 26 26 24 24 26
Unions 37 33 39 41 28
President 8 9 4 5 12
Congress 9 7 11 6 7 .
Consuner 17 10 11 10 10
Assassination
Nat*l State Rep. T~ Den,
Should limit appcaraances (4] 48 48 43 50
Shovld net limit
appearances 31 37 42 40 34
National Dcfense
Self
Rep. I-8 | lerg
,._,fl [ M
1 2 3> 4 5 7
Strong Spend at llene
Defense Less Strong vef.

Sclf:
Rep:
T-5:
Dem:

Money

Spend
Spend
Spend

Favor

Favor

Opyone

State:

Texas

Total Rating Nixon:

3.46 2,91 Total Rating McGovern: 4.73
2.89 Rep., Rating Nixon: 2.83 Rep. Rating McGovern: 5.00
3.35 T-S Rating Hixen: 3.09 T-8 Rating McGovern: 4.81
3.54 Nen, Rating Nixon: 2.88 Dem, Rating McGovern: 4.68
spent on naticaal) defense -~
Nat'] State Rep. T-8 Dem,
less 37 28 - 13 27 29
sane 39 46 59 45 45
nore 18 17 16 16 18
- ’ '
or Opyposc a 3/3 cut in Miljtary Forces -~
Kat'l State Rep. T-8 Nem,
73 68 67 58 73
17 22 8 29 19

s



State: \Tcxas
Bates: June 32-17, 1922
No. of Imtervicws: 1,000

F-7

Spend less beeause «-
Nat'] State Rep. 1-5 Dem,
Need less military strength 18 - 22 25 20 22
Defense waste 71 67 67 71 65
Vietnan ¥ithdraval
a1f.
By T-8| Poro
X S Me

- 1 13 i 5 [ 7

Gradual ¥ithdrawal Immediate Withdrawal
Self: 3,13 Total Rating Nixon: 2.35 Totul Rating McGovern: 5.14
Rep: 2,70 Rep. Rating Nixon: 2,26 Rep. Rating McGovern: 5,68
T-8: 2,89 T-8 Rating Nixon: 2,38 T-S Rating McGovern: 5.16
Pens 3.29 Dems Rating Nixon: 2.35 Dem. Rating McGovern: 5.05
Nixon on Vietnan

Nat 'l State Rep. T-5 Dem,
Frank and straight .
forward 45 46 72 52 30
Not Told the truth 46 38 21 32 44
Amnesty
Self
Deomo [Rep. T-8
Mc N i
h¥ 4 \|¢ d !
1 2 3 4 S 4 7
L

-Grant Amnesty Consider Amiesty Kever Grant

Innediately After the war Auncsty
Self: 4,84 Total Ruting Nixon: 4,60 Total Rating McGovern: 3,33
Rep: 4085 Rep, Rating Nixoen: 1.35 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2,84
T8 .00 Te8 Poating Nivon: 4.65 T-8 Rating HeCovevi: 3.33
Done $.79 Poos oting Nixen: A 6] Pem. Rating McGovern: 3,40
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Governnent and cconomic system change

Self:
Rep:
T-5:
Dem:

S5c¢if:
Rep:
- -8

Dem:

3.63
4.02
3.7
3.49

Tax reforn

2.66
3.12
2.64
2.56

Marijuana

. Self:
Rep:
T-8:

Do

5.42
5.59
5.40
5,49

State: Texas
Dates:  June 12-17, 1972
No. of Interviews: 1,000
F-8 '
" bPema T-S_ Tep.
el
15 N
“l . v
1 J ES 5 b 7

Need drastic change

Total Rating Nixon: 4.58
Rep. Rating Nixon: 4,47
T-S Rating Nixon: 4,65
Dem. Rating Nixon: 4,57

Do not need drastic change

Total Rating McGovern: 3,49
Rep, Rating McGovern: 3.57
T-5 Rating McGovern: 3,35
Dem. Rating McGovern: 3.53

Self.
herno, LE-S Ren.
Mc .
N N
T P 3 > [ '
Need Tax Refornm Do not need tax reform
Total Rating Nixon: 4,35 Total Rating McGovern: 3.35§
Rep. Rating Nixon: 3. 09 Rep. Rating McGovern: .10
T-$ Rating Nixon: 4.38 T-S8 Rating McGovern: 3.38
Dem. kating Nixon: 4.44 Den. Rating McGovern 3.33
. Sedf
T-8 then, Rep.
it o
T 2 3 5 [ 7
Legalize Use and - Do Kot
Control sale Legalize

Total Rating Nixon: 5,61
Rep. Rating Nixon: 5.08
T-S Rating Nixon: . 5,57

Nerm, Rating Nixons 4. 56

Total Ratinp McCGovern: 4,10
Rep. Rating McGovern: 3.39
T8 Rating McGovern: 3.a3
Dem, Rating McGovern: 4,30
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Abortion--

Self: 4.1)7
Rep: 3.66
T-5: 3.92
Dem: 1,45

State: Texas

Dates: Juse 12-17, 1972

No. of lInterviews: 1,000
F-9
s
Bep _ I-8 ) Ioon
: l{ =
L LRV i
1 2 3 4 3 6 7
Legalize Do Not
Abortion Legalize
Total Rating Nixon: §,8§ " Total Rating McGovern: 3.91
Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.58 Reps Rating McGovern: 3,63
T-§ Rating Xixon: 4.85 T-8 Rating MeGovern: 3.86
ben. Rating Nixon: 4,92 Pem. Rating McGovern: 4.03
. . \\\ )
g+



Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM _ , July 31, 1972 oA
) ’ ADNINISTRATIVE MARKING

' N -102
CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY .0, 12085, Section 6-10

v St NARS, Date [/ X
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE CLARK Macc?
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER @ vy

SUBJECT: Panel Interview Results

As you know, we paneled (re-interviewed) approximately 507 of the
respondents from our Wave I national poll as part of our Wave II national
study.

Attached is a2 table which shows the direction and amount of vote
switching between January and June. As Muskie was the strongest
Democratic candidate at that time, the most meaningful comparisons
are between the January Nixon-Muskie race and the June Nixon-McGovern
race. The distribution of the Wallace and Kennedy votes in the
Nixon-McGovern race is also interesting.

The President retains significantly more of his January support than
any of the Democrats, picks up as much or more of the undecided vote
as McGovern and gets more of the Wallace vote than McGovern.

He loses 12% of his January support to McGovern but picks up 19%
of the January Muskie support. Moreover, the January undecided
vote splits 51% for Nixon, 234 for McGovern, with 267% remaining
undecided. ‘

The January Wallace vote now splits 407 for Nixon, 37%Z for McGovern,
and 217 undecided on the two-way ballot, On the three-way ballot 64%
stays with Wallace, 13% goes to Nixon, and 14% to McGovern.

It is also interesting that he gets 25% of the January Kennedy vote to
McGovern's 58%. This is a further indication that Kennedy appeals to
a unique coalition which is not transferable to any other Democrat.

During this period the President clearly gained more than he lost and
he did not lose any specific group of supporters. This peried was
more of a shaking down period and the switching away from the President
has no pattern and appears to be simply a random switching.

CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY




TOTAL U.S. VOTERS

Wave I Ballots

A

NIXON
MUSKIE

UND

'NIXON

HUMPHREY
UND

NIXON
KENNEDY
UND

NIXON
MUSKIE

* WALLACE

UND

NIXON
HUMPHREY
WALLACE
UND

RIXON
KENNEDY
WALLACE
UND

NIXON
MUSKIE
WALLACE
McCARTHY
CHISHOLM
UND

Wave II Trial Heats

Un
weight- Weight-
ed ed
508 513
271 262
211 224
26 27
292 276
194 216
22 21
286 261
188 220
34 32
243 228
192 199
56 68
17 18
266 246
175 185
50 59
17 22
256 233
179 202
45 52
28 27
216 202
140 151
42 51
48 42
- 16 18
46 50

Q22

Nixon
& McGovern
= Undecided

£ Nixon

64
20
37

63

20

22

64
20
32

73
22
13
28

71
17
13
34

71
23

33
75
24
16
29

29

Q23

~
>4 McGovern

5 Wallace

21
29

21
17
27

18
22
17

12
12
64
28

12
14

.71

11
16
75
14

13
14
66
18

19

v Undecided

fay
(= g



Committee for the Re-election of the President

MEMORANDUM July 31, 1972

CONEIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE CLARK MacGREGOR

* . /
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER ? v
SUBJECT: Inflation and Taxes

While the second wave data is generally very optimistic, two potential
problems are apparent. The President's ratings on inflation and taxes
have fillen sharply since January and he appears to be vulnerable

on the more general issue of change against McGovern. This memorandum
summarizes the data on inflation and taxes. The change issue will be

covered in a subsequent memorandum.

In all states surveyed the President has experienced a substantial
decline in his ratings on his handling of inflation,.

Percentage Rating the Preisdent's

Selected Handling of Inflation as Positive
States
Wave 1 Wave 11 Change

California 62% - 45% -17%
Illinois % 47 N/A
Maryland 69 48 -21
Missouri 64 45 -19
New Jersey 65 37 ) ~-28
New York 62 43 ~-19
Ohio ) 69 47 ' ~22
Oregon 59 40 -~19
Pennsylvania 70 47 =23
Texas 68 52 ~16
Wisconsin 63 49 ~14

In January, approximately two-thirds of the voters gave the President

positive ratings on handling inflation while today equal numbers of

voters give him positive ratings as give him negative ratings.

Overall the President's ability to handle inflation has dropped about

174, across the priority states. A similar decline is also evident in

the percentage approving of the way the President handled all economic matters.

* Comparable data on Wave I is not available.
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This decline results from the feeling that the problem has worsened
durign the past six months and that his programs have not slowed
rising prices. Half of all voters and more significantly half of the
ticket-splitters now share this view. The problem is especially
acute with respect to food prices. Seventy-two percent of the voters
hold the opinion that rising food prices have not been slowed. This
belief is held consistently by all demographic groups and in all
geographic regions, although it is particularly pronounced in several
large metropolitan areas.

Nearly two—thlrds of the voters give the President negative inflation
ratings in Chicago, Philadelphia, New York City, St. Louis, Detroit,
Newark, Northern California, Milwaukee and Tacoma.

At the same time only 8% of the voters blame the President directly
for causing inflation. The greatest mention went to unions blamed

by 37%Z as most responsible for rising prices. Business is seen as the
next greatest cause being mentioned by 36%. ‘

In terms of solutions, 66% would favor more drastic measures such as

a ' total freeze on food prices similar to Phase I.

Taken together the above data may indicate that although the voters
do not blame the President for causing inflation, they do not think he
has been effective in solving it.

Similar to the situation in inflation, the President's perceived
ability to handle taxes has declined significantly in most states
since the first wave.

Percentage Rating President's
Handling of Taxes as Positive

Selected

States ’ Wave I Wave II : Change
California 53% 447 - 9%
Illinois * - 48 N/A
Maryland 65 48 -17
Missouri 61 53 -8
New Jersey 48 ' 36 -12
New York " 50 43 -7
Ohio 62 50 -12
Oregon 54 39 -15
Pennsylvania 57 : 44 -13
Texas 68 56 -12
Wisconsin 5S4 - 42 -12

*Taxes not included on Wave I Illinois poll.
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Tax reform may be especially jimportant in the campaign because it
is an issue on which McGovern's perceived position is closer to
the general population's position than Nixon's and one which is
related to the change issue. The data from the seven large states
is almost identical to Illinols which is demonstrated below.

Self )
D T—SR.
i l
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax Do not need
Reform _ Tax Reform
Self: 2.4 Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 Total Rating McGovern: 3.0
Rep.: 2.6 Rep. Rating Nixon 3.6 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.9
T-S: 2.4 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.2 T-S Rating McGovern: 2.9
Dem.: 2.0 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.9 Dem. Rating McGovern: 3.2

(See Attachment for other states)

In Illinois 777 of the voters favor tax reform with only 11% opposed.
The important point is not so much that a large majority favor major
tax reform as it is that the President is seen as being opposed to

tax reform. .Although McGovern enjoys a better position overall than
Nixon on tax questions, 63% of the voters specifically oppose the
McGovern proposal to give direct financial aid to those with less than
$12,000 income and thereby resulting in higher taxes for those with
incomes over $12,000.

With regard to local property taxes, 514 favor continuation of it
as the means to finance public education compared to 407 who are
opposed., Those opposed would favor a national sales tax to replace
local property taxes followed by federal income tax and sales tax
as alternatives. o

Conclusions

Inflation and taxes are clearly related in the minds of the voters

and are the greatest potential problems evident in the data. While

we do not appear to be losing any significant number of votes on

these issues now, it is definitely a potential problem and one we

should act to solve soon. I have seen instances where this kind of
attitude shift has not immediately resulted-in loss of ballot strength
but later caught up with the candidate and cost him votes. Should
McGovern begin to gain strength and segments of the Democratic coalition
begin to come back together, inflation and taxes appear to be the issues
that could be most effectively be used against us,



4

We should keep in mind that while inflation is.related to all
elements of the rising cost of living, including taxes, most
voters relate it directly to food prices.

I think that the President should take some action dealing with
the inflation problem immediately and that the tax reform problem
should be handled some time early in the campaign before McGovern
has a chance to get a hold of it, If the President can boost his
rating on-inflation near the January level, it should carry through
the election. While I do not think tax reform is as urgent as
inflation, it is an important issue and one on which we are
especially vulnerable to McGovern. Tax reform seems to be related
to the general issue of economic and socilal change and to the con-
centration of power issue on which McGovern appears to have an
advantage.

Inflation and tax reform are problems the President should handle
persorally. They are important with virtually every significant group
in the electorate and he should get the direct benefit of any action
he takes. The key criteria of whatever action he takes should be

that it be clearly seen as being in the interests of the individual
worker and consumers and not for any special interest group.

The surrogate program should then continue to communicate the President's
action on inflation and taxes in those geographic areas of the country
where they are particularly important and where the President receives
low ratings on his ability to handle these issues.

I believe that the President would gain in overall strength if he
were to take strong action against rising food prices, even though
there might be some temporary decline in strength from the farm belt.
However, there are simply many more food purchasers than farmers,
particularly in the top priority states.

CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY




CALIFORNIA

Self: 2.2
Rep: 2.8
T-S: 2,2
Dem: 1.9

NEW JERSEY

Self: 2
Rep: 2.
T-S: 2
Dem: 2

NEW YORK

Self: 2.0
Rep: 2.4
T~S: 2.1
Dem: 1.8

ATTACHMENT
(Tax Reform)

Self
D I-S
R
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax ' Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform

Total Rating Nixon: 4.4
Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.5
T-S Rating Nixon: 4.4
Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.9

Total Rating McGovern: 2.8
Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.6
T-S Rating McGovern: 2.9
Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.8

Self
T;S ‘R
LT l
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax . Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform
Total Rating Nixon: 4.5 Total Rating McGovern: 2.7
Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.0 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.5
T-~S Rating Nixon: 4.4 T-8 Rating McGovern: 2.9
Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.8 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.6
. Self
D |T5
R Mc N
. ]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax - : Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform
Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 Total Rating McGovern: 2.7
Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.5 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.7
T-S Rating Nixon: 4,2 T-8 Rating McGovern: 2.6
Dem. Rating Nixon: 5.0 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2,6



Attachment Cont'd.

OHIO
Self
I-s
R
D Mc N
1 l
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
" Need Tax Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform
Self: 2.3 Total Rating Nixon: 4.3 Total Rating McGovern: 2.7
Rep: 2.8 Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.7 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.4
T-S: 2,3 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.2 T-S Rating McGovern: 2.7
Dem: 2.0 Dem., Rating Nixon: 4.7 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.9
PENNSYLVANIA
Self
8
DI R
1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform
Self: 2,2 Total Rating Nixon: 4.2 Total Rating McGovern: 2.9
Rep: 2.5 Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.6 Rep. Rating McGovern: 3.1
T-S: 2.1 T-S5 Rating Nixon: 4,2 T-S Rating McGovern: 2.7
Dem: 2.1 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.5 Demn. Rating McGovern: 2.9
TEXAS
Self
TS
DI R S,
%fi jf
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Need Tax Do Not Need
Reform Tax Reform
Self: 2.7 Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 Totél Rating McGovern: 3.4
Rep: 3.1 Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.0 Rep. Rating McGovern: 3.2
T-8: 2.6 T~S Rating Nixon: 4.4 T-S Rating McGovern: 3.4
Dem: 2.6 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.4 Dem, Rating McGovern: 3.3
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