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August 8, 1972 

MEMORANDUM FOR: H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: GORDON s-I'RACHAN 

SUBJECT: DNC Convention 

t
;Ed 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. 
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The Gallup Poll For Release: Sunday, August 6, 1972 

At This Early Stag'e of Campaign 

McGovern's Standing in Trial Heat Lags 

Behind His Party's Lead on Top Issues 


By Gf!<JTlI<' Gallup 

Copyright, 1972. 
fi.ld E'nlM"pli"••, Inc. 

?l(/:,\UTOX. N. J.. Au;:. 5 The 
D(,.frLx- ~ .. tH. party (urr<:ntly holds a mar· 
".hal load ,,,.,, the GOP, ~" to 47 per 
(en':. 3'i rhe pJ.rtr voters believe can 
r-"1'f~' hanr:k- rhe pr(Jbf<:m they (on" 
sider !o be most impJrt:1nt. 

J"~ '1M\" ~e(;'m lOenn· 

':. Jrij tha~ Senator .\tv 

f 1, w,r.~fJ tf ~ D<:rnl)(rark nlJlflJn<:c, trJil~ 

Pres;Jt"f,r ~ix()n hy 1<) roints in the 
!<l~(.,.t tnJJ 1/(:;1t Sur\,(l' evidence in 

elt·oion yea,..; 
at this early 

voters 
at­

\"\': ­

f;\,:,t 

~4!n.'.. ifhe B:t,'or.;e{f: ­
01 \ ntm:; fleh,uit),. 

T a;;: to v,'hkIJ of the two 
;an l~:l(u f!"al •• ;"'1 tiHH 

tTpc-rr:!fJ\t in the nlJnJ of the 
~ ~ • J':! F,rovid,-d a sen sit he barometer 
\'!itin~ bd:JVIOi. partirularly in sur­

VI.'''p taken 5h()rtly before an election, 

('''ntra~ 
\Vith ·GS 

A:,:lf/ut:lIi'ixfJn·s. ieaJ over hi~ [)cm~ 


('. ~J:': rit;:JJ to:Ja;: is dO<i.ely compar­

t'l h;~ lead ()Vcr Sen. Hubert Hum~ 


14(,8 if the \\'allace 

\'ut(: b t.tktfl into a(,.(ount tile present 


pattern of votcr concerns is 
Iy different from that 
ex.dly (our years In July, 1968, 
the GOP held the 52 to 48 per 
cent as the rarry voters thought could 
b<:tter deal with the problem of great­
est importarll:e, 

In a mid-August survey in 1968, the 
GOP k.d had strddled to 5" to 44 
per et'nL The l1lar~in narrowed to ')} 
to 47 per ccnt just before the election, 

division of the 
vote. 

Vietnam, InflaUon 
Now T0l' Problems 

The Vi(..'tnaln war and <--'{'oHomic proh. 
h..ms are running about even as the 
top concern of the American people 
at this time. Twenty-five per <ent 
name the war and 2; per cent name 
the high cost o( living. 

Selected hy the """t greatest number 
HE VHtN!. 10 tllf'latest survey are crime/ 
la\\lessnrss (10 per cent) and drug 
u;.,<.: .fllt) ahu'ic (9 per 

Topet),« these four problem5 are 
namod by almost two thirds of all 
votlrs as the most important facing 
the nation today. 

Twit. as Many Named 
Vietnam in I9fJII 

In (nntrast, at a comparable point in 
the 1968 campaigll, the Vietnam war 
wa. named by ~a per cent of voters ­
twice the proportion who name the 
war today_ 

I 

The problem n~med next mo.t often 
at that time, by 2-:J per cent, was crime 
and lawlessness .( induding riot. and 

Race relations were named 
probl';'n by the third gre.t. 

est nllmber of v.oters (13 per cent), 
followed by the high cost of living (') 
per rent). 

The followinf! tables show the top 
four problems n,~cned today, compared 
with the top fou, in 196R: 

July. 1972 
Vietnam war ... _..... 2~'7o 
High cost of living .... 2; 
Crime/lawle.<IIl.ss ... _. 10 

use an~ abuse .. _. 9 
, named n 

No opinion. 

106'70· 
.. Tei(ll f':ttf'ftfll 1M per ant fttt('CI ~omt 

pt"rlUnUt 11!'tl1tl'd mort! 0't'I.e probifl1H..'''rut 
July, 1968 


Vietnam WIlt .. , .... , .. '2% 

Crime/lawlt..sness _... _ 29 
Race re1atiOlu .. _.. _ . .. 1 ~ 

Hilih cust of living. . .. 9 
Other; named ." __ .. _ It 
No opinion. _.... ___ . 

II~%· 
.. 1';141 e:reeeds 100 per CiBHt ,fIitt:t'I(I' 1t()1ft.t 

".r.OM ftGm.M ~ thaa O'M proble",. 

Details 
OC 8u<\'.y 

The latl'St fmoings are based on in· 
person intervie\\'s 'with 1 S27 ad\lIts in­
terviewed in more than 300 scientificaBv 
sel('dcJ localities acnus thc nation Ju~. 
'nil the period July 14-,6. 

Tlus question W~5 asked first: UWbat 
((0 yo/! ,!tiltl: is II'e IIIOJI 

/,ro/;hm !tU:i"g IM.f cO/miT)' 

All persons ,,·ho named a problem 
were then asked: "U"/.ich tolilif,,1 f'drl,! 
do rOil Ihink (dlJ do t1 belief job 01 

I},. /'.-0"'<111 rON bare just 
- If,. Rc f'lIblic,,', f'drly Or 

Ibe De11Jacrlflic "drIll" 

following are the «snlls of the lat­
est SlH\'CY. ~omparcd with those record­
ed in Julv, 1968: 

Party n.~t HRndle 

Top I'robl.ms? 


filly, 1.972 /uly, 1968 
,0% '" 

Dc'mocratk H '7 
Republican 28 ;1 

No difference/ 

No opinion ;8 4' 


1005'0 looro 

\,'hen the view) of th,)',e wil(j ~.iiJ 

"no difference" and those who-
cd no opsnion are J~VjJL.J t:ql 
tween the t\\,\l rartie~, the' te'suh ... Jrc 
as follows: 

Iqly.1972 lull. JIIiB 
r ~"'Ie , 

DCfn(}cratic y,> .;H 

Republican 47 5' 

roor; 1('~'" 

The imr,ortan(c of the Galluf j ..... tte 

barometer as it f~!1('\'ts the Jivi!>I')11 of 
the "me in pr(,,!'IJC',1tl;d elet tiollS :<" ... t:<j.'n 
not only ill 19(1S. hut in the t,\O pH \ i'Ju:> 
presidential dCliioll~ 

The t 1t'1llo,--rats h;td ;l (,,;- J, -: y-c:r {f'nt 


advantJce in tillS mca.,.UH:n·t.'nt III (Lt., ­

IX'1. 1')~'_1 -Ihi, .ll\1"1~1I1 ~If 01) ;'I[\lJl 


WJ,S rrlit:deJ 111 the l're~IJcdn.d n,t(" 

~i)(! fol!\)wing month \'."hen PI(,,:Jcnt 


hl1~){l dd('.1t(,d &'11. h.Hf\, 


by a (lJ'.\Y ref \('n! flLH(?";, 


In tile fall of IfJ'''', the D,,,,, , rati< 

party IUld a 
ieJJ OVCl the 
!he party b<-tter 

nafruW, 

,tem. TillS clos(" dj\'i~lt <'I of 
anticipated the result, ,f the 

Jt)('I() election, one of d~C' dl)s("~t in 
history. 
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PHONE CONVERSATION WITH JOHN DAVIES -- Friday, August 4, 1972 

G - Hi, John, how are you? 

D - Long time no hear. 

G - Yeah, how was your vacation? 

D - Oh, it was very good, but it was a little difficult getting back 

after a month and 5 days. 

G - I can imagine. 

D - I got back later than I thought, so I'm now getting back into the 

swing of things. 

G - Sorry we missed each other last week, I guess. Kind of interesting ­

some of the results. That happens. 

D - Oh boy. 


G - What's up these days? 


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

G - So that would be August 2nd, huh? 

D - 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.-
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.. ... 
within a week or two. 
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Gee, that's great. 


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


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 

I 

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, I 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, c~ll for me. 

I will. OK. 
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D - Because ~ don't th~nk you'll get much information otherwise. 

G - 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. 

D - 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. 

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

D - 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. 

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

D - Right and also it's really a reflection of Congressional strength 

rather than Presidential, I think. 

G - Is that going to be the tone of the story? 

D - 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, 

G - Oh , I see. 

D - 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 

going to vote for Nixon'­

G - Jesus, and will that be in Sunday? 

D - No, that was in last week's. 

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

G - Yeah. 

D - In fact, it's the largest defection away from a party's candidate, 

I recall, in twenty-five years. 

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

D - 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 

intellectual 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 thi~k, just between us, the 

wayl.tcGovern"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 

~ ~______~___b______,,___his position on amnesty, for example. And, of course, McGovern's 

position on amnesty isn't clear. 

G - Right. 

D - However, if it should become clear, who knows what this could do. 

G - Yeah. 

D - And how about the upper income Democrats who will shutter 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. 

G - Are you going to do a series of issue polls similar to the ones 

you did after the Democratic Convention? 

D - Yes. 

G - So these points will sort of be brought out. 

D - Oh, absolutely. 

G - The income proposals and so forth. 

D - Right. 

G - Will you schedule those through September 

D - Probably through the middle of September, right. 

G -Tha,t I s great. .00K. 

D - As soon as everything is a little bit more concrete. Still a 

little vague right now. 

G - Yeah, ,understand. So then we'll get results back some time next 
, 

week on that 4-6 interview. 

D - Right. 

G - This Sunday will be issues. Will one issue be headlined -- the 

war or the economy? 

D - Well, the war and the economy rank one and two very close together 

in fact as the key issues. And it's quite a change from this time 

in 196B when Vietnem was named about 3 to lover any other issue. 

The war has lost a lot of its emotional punch anyway. 

G - Interesting. Will that point be mentioned? 

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

things may be beca.use we don't really know either. 
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G - Yeah, yeah. OK, you're going to do monthly or bi-weekly trial 

heats between now and November. 


D - Probably bi-weekly. 


G - Bi-weekly and no more approval, right? 


D - 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. 


G without releasing it. I understand. 


D - 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 'krrow wheth"er it was more a p·lus 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. 

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

D - Oh yeah. By all means • .",. ~, .~. 
, ":'; ~ ~ 

G - Did you ask any questions about the President's meeting with 

or Japanese trade relations or 

D - No, I don't believe so really. 

G - Oh, there's a lot of concern you know about how unhappy the Japanese 

were on the China trip. 

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

the general public. 
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G - Really? 

D - The huge don't know. About 40% of the people don't have any idea. 

G - Are you going to start releasing labor demographics? 

D - Yes, yes absolutely. 

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

D - By all means. 

G - Indicates some interesting ••• 

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

G - I'm keeping everything for you. I kid you not. 
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Committee for the Re-election'of the President 

MEMORANDUM ".... August 1, 1972 
1)!E'l'EPg:"..-- '1'!:; B~ AW 

ADNr;lI~:;:' :;: ',' ;,:,:~;':INiG 
GONFI~n'fltrt/EYES ONLY E. O. !2QS5, f:8('tiO:l 6-102 

By en"llf:>~ R~S, Date 1-;"- fV 
MEMORANDUM FOR: MR. H. R. HALDEMAN 

~ 
FROM: ROBERT M. TEETER \2 c."," \ 

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 patrern of the President 
only getting 42-46% 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 Missouri, 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 very good shape, B in relatively good shape, 
C that it is close, D we are in not too good shape, and E we are in 
bad shape. \ 

Ratings 

•
A B C D E 

Alabama California Mich.igan Wisconsin None 
Connecticut Maryland Missouri 
Illinois New Jersey Oregon 
Ohio New York Washington 
Texas Pennsylvania
• 

The President is doing very well for a Republican candidate with all 
three voting behavior groups. He is losing almo~ no Republicans, 
he has substantial leads with the ticket-splitters and is cutting into, 
the Democrats at the 25-30% level. At ~his 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 hastbeen splitting 
their ticket for some time and in recent years have been splitting 
in favor of winnirtg 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 maj ority of Democrats. }lany 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 res~lts indicate that a significant number, though a minority, 
do not think the administration ha~ been completely honest with 
them, particularly with regard to Vietnam. However, when viewed 
aga~nst the PFesident's personal trustworthiness ratings I think 
that the problem is a~ 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 dqes 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. In 
contrast to 10-12 years ago, being dynamic or friendly is simply not 
viewed as being an important qualification fQr 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 contr~st 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 
"professionalll 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 s~t 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 issu.es 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 
appea+ to be affecting Presidential vote. The tendency to lump 
amnesty, abortion, and marijuana. all to~ther 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 issue 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 
a 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 NixQn voters. This 
will probably remain the case as ~ong,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, hm"ever, 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. 

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

o· 

Vietnam 57 

Crime 14 

Inflation 13 

Drugs 13 

Economy '12 

Race 11 

Unemployment 11 

Environment 11 

Poverty 9 

Taxes 7 

Bussing 5 

There is some 'concern on the part of a large group of voters, many 
of them ours, or potentially 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 whic~ 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. 
~re 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. lolith 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 ~he 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 20 

Crime 56 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 lO 
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 
som~ 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 Republicans and 15% of the Democrats, 
the following table liqts the percentages of the ticket-sp1itter"s 
we must get in each 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 6' 

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 th~ 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 these 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. 


l~i1e 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. 


I 
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..;:~7:~:~~:."There are several elements that I think should be present in the ..,~~",.. .: 
general thrust or image of the campaign. First, it should have a ..:: 

central idea or theme. We know from the first wave data that the 
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 thingr 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. ~eople 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 
~le '70 campaign was that while people were against long hair 
hippies, marijuana, permissiveness, etc. what they ,,,ere for was 
a return to a peaceful, orderly life style and while ou.r campaign 
was on the majority side," vIe 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 hig~ road. 
We should take as few chances as possible and not let it 'get close. 
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This is not to say l 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 he directed at the extreme nature.of his positions and not 
at him personally. 

• 

• 
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MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

JULY 31, 1972 

FOR BOB HALDEMAN 

FROM JOHN @RLICHMAN 

RE AVAILABILITY OF POLL MATERIAL 

At the very minimum there should be three people 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 f2 V"1 

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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30 32 31 	 32 
53 ~, n 56 46 SI46 41 53 	 56 51 

51 sa 47 52 53 61 6368 53 51 27 27 34 16 
28 43 4239 40 38 U 44 41 31 34 

50 51 43 50 	 5662 53 48 	 37 30 20 21 24 1631 20 24 48 41 52 48 46 	 4235 43 41 " 
" 	 4754 39 11so . 63 	 42 28 '9 21 303S 31 . UQel'Iployment 19 30 33 	 45 49 51 51 	 5143 33 	 53 " 

)4 44 44 34 42 53 36 50 	 4246 26 28 32 33 26 n. 36 :~ • 46 
48 53Ta•• 	 57 U 5144 51 59 49 

62 53 60 SI 59 61 59 6960 60 	 57 21 11 21 16 16 10 16 11 1123 13: ;: 16.... 	 36 44 31 44 33 311 30:18 39 

18 79 78 81 80 10 14 &2 12 83 80 86 

31 36 

81 81 16 10 	 13 11 1611 	 13 13 1411 20 is 	 21 11 17 17 20 16 23 15 18 1311 13 


60 70 sa 16 
 60 6) 61 	 64 59 6S1651 18 17 	 13 13lnvlrollHtlt 10 21 36 31 33 3) 	 31 39 3~40 26 46 


51 41 55 .14 
 57 6060 51 SI 43 48 1165 12 11 19 13 11 ., 13 11 41 39)J 30 49 31 41 39 42 46 

S2 47 32 ss 50 42 45 ~5 SO1165 53 1) 12 14 15 13 11 42 4913 	 42 41 52 ~o39' 32 44· 	 46 41 " 41 

64 6! 68 69 70 60 62 12 1: 70 7469 80 63 

21 16 32 30
Bulth Care. 10 	 ~ 1028 29- 21 27 33 32 26 21 24 

13 82 22 14 16 75 13 71 13 80 80 13 80 70 
1) 10 13 13 11 2: 78 16 6S 

18 13 23 2116 19 	 17 17 16 23 11 21 11 19 14 

S6 46 51 48 S2 41 41 6046 43 52 	 50 49 1911 	 40 SI 4S 41 44 42 SO 3540 S3 42 	 :18 41 

.' 

• 
, 



OVERALL RATING: A June 13-26, 1972 
804 Intervie"9 

AUJlAMA 

A A 
Mobile! A A A Huntsville! A A 
Meridian Monrgomcrl Dothan--- ­ Columbus, Ga. Chattanooe Birmingham Total 

.!!'!.E..!. RN ~ RN ~ RN ~ R..'i ~ RN ~ R..~ .!!'!.E..!. t.'i 

Vietnam 54 74 
23 48 75 

22 G 53 
38 

44 77 
21 

49 75 
22 

50 81 
19 

50 ;6 
12 

Inflation ·27 50 
48 14 62 

32 22 47 
43 

27 58 
38 

24 55 
42 

26 58 
41 

24 56 
41 

Drugs 34 59 
36 35 78 

18 41 70 
23 Q 71 

27 G 62 
35 

41 70 
26 

39 68 
18 

Crime G 51 
47 34 67 

30 32 53 
40 G 56 

42 24 56 
41 

29 69 
28 

31 62 
35 

Unemployment 20 59 
38 14 63 

33 13 51 
43 23 69 

29 G 57 
39 

18 68 
28 

19 63 
33. 

Taxes 16 41 
55 G 63 

33 30 49 
45 20 50 

48 
·18 60 

38 
28 55 

44 
26 54 

44 

Race G 45 
52 26 60 

32 G 49 
4Q 

23 58 
40 

13 62 
34 

22 66 
31 

23 60 
36 

Foreign Policy 5 74 
23 

5 84 
8 

7 68 
13 

14 77 
17 G 84 

9 
11 85. 

13 
11 81 

13 

Environment 4 66 
30 

10 72 
22 

4 70 
17 G 63 

33 
11 71 

26 
12 70 

25 
10 70 

26 

General Unrest 7 55 
40 

12 68 
23 

8 60 
32 

8 65 
31 

12 66 
29 

9 68 
29 

9 65 
30 

Welfare 11 58 
38 16 73 

23 8 47 
45 10 60 

35 
15 64 

33 
12 68 

29 
13 65 

32 

Health Care 7 80 
15 11 

80 
14 4 62 

30 8 73 
23 

8 84 
14 

11 82 
15 

8 80 
16 

Nat'1. Defense 11 77 
19 10 80 

13 17 77 
11 

10 83 
10 

20 80 
15 

16 87 
9 

16 82 
13 

Bussing 0 27 
71 

14 59 
37 

10 36 
57 

12 31 
67 

17 41 
55 

15 48 
47 

17 43 
53 

ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 
Vietnam 
Drugs 
Crime 

Mob ile/Mcr.1d ian : Crime 
Race 

Taxes 
Inflation 

Bussing 

Montgomery: Taxes 

Dothan: Vietnam 
Race 

Columbus, Ga. : Drugs 
Crime 
Environment 

Huntsville! 
~hattanooga: Drugs 

Crime 
F'.'re ign Po 11 cy 

-




OVERALL Il.ATI!;C: B 	 9-I,TFOl\NIA Juo. 12-11, 1972 
1,000 IrHe>rv{cvs 

• A 	 I) 

A $anta 83r1>1 A A E SAcra~cntol 
!,:'In D!.~so V::s A..·)~c~_~ Santa ~tlr la §.!!ln3s/Ho.£~ FrC'sno ~a:, Francisco Chleo/Redd ! t;! Stockton 
.!E.l!.:.. ~ ~ !lli ~!Ei:';:--~- .!l!!£.,.. H!. ~ !;i -~&- !...~ RS ~!:!. 

53 64Vietnam 58 	 42 70 67 10 t;;\ 49 50 61 6052 57 54 	 54 5447 35 30 44 
55 47 

30 33 Q 49 	 38 39' 

52 .58 45 36 32 45 4.5Inflation 18 42 30 51 30 27 24 25 27 18 2842 42 48 62 62 53 .53 

63 ' 54Dru,s 23 20 70 t;'\ 55 33 46 38 1";;\ 59 5324 24 15 	 2034 42 30 ~ 39 55 48 (0 53 '-::.J 36 43 

t;;'\ 58 57 45 42 4.5 41 44 52 .5318 21 18 24 17 1.5 23 20\:::.,/ 38 40 52 45 45 47 47 45 43 

.56 47 45 45 55 39 32 42 45CDomplo)'l<Ont 18 29 t:;;\ 	 o30 18 29 	 3042 50 '-::.) 55 .52 45 58 59 \::.:.) 56 .52 

47 46 58 42 48 39 35 39 41.Taxes 27 2852 51 33 	 18 30 12 32 2939 52 48 .51 56 58 53 

61 62 64 61 70 51 62 55 59lac. 10 38 11 36 12 12 14 	 16 1336 36 24 44 32 42 38 

81 79 91 85 88. 71 68 79 71S14 19' 20 15 12 , 15 	 17 1820 9 15 	 25 24 11 20 , , 

53-. 485: tnvlrorunent 14 23 15 61 21 67 10 50 12 56 14 55 , 21 51 
42 49 39 27 30 46 38 42 46 

34 52Ceaeral Unrest 19 	 52 45 61 41 35 50 4812 12 9 11 9 	 156l 44 45 48 30 56 56 47 49 

59 53 15, t;;\ 	 8 12 8 13Velfere 16 14 67 58 61 51 32 48 53 
39 43 33 ~ 36 39 46 59 5~ 44", 
66 661I••1th Car. 	 10 10 73 64 58 50 61 63o 3 	 11 12 13 10(033 29 21 21 33 31 38 38 32 

t;;\ 70 16 Q 	 70!lat.'I. Defens.e 20 76 88 79 	 56 80 7418 21 	 14 22Q 28 22 v:::.J 24 9 (0 18 27 38 18 23 

41· 54Bu..1ng 	 52 70 48 46 38 59 52o o 3 4 3 8 448 41 42 21 42 47 47 38 42 

"ADI SPECIAL W?HASIS ISSUES 
# Vietnam 
Unemplo)'~-ent San 1I1ogo: Crt....
Taxes National Da·fense
rnflat1or. 
National Oef~n$e SantA BatbOl:ra/ 

Santa Karin: 	 UneClplc:,rrr:ent 
National De(ense 
Foreign Policy 

S8Unasl 
IIontercy, Taxes 

I)rug5 
Vel£are 

San Frenei.co: Vietnam 

Ch1to/lWddlng, Unetlployce-nt 
lUte.. 
Crime 

Sacramentol 
Stockton: Unecploymcnt 

Druga 

, 

http:Frenei.co


L--­

OVERALL RATING: A CON~ECTICUT 	 June 11-20. 1972 
615 Int~rviews 

A 	 A A A 
New York Hartford Providence Total 

RN 	 RN Imp. RN Imp. RN~ ~ 

73 60 75 	 64Vietnam 54 60 48 	 5727 40 21 35 

45 39 52 41Inflation 25 36 32 	 33 

G 
52 60 45 56 

55 49 52 51Drugs 	 24 17 2538 46 34 42 

55 44 54 48Crime 	 20 2441 51 38 	 47G <0 
45 40 50 	 42Unemployment 26 	 34 32 3349 57 38 53 

, ' 
48 ' . 42 52 44 .Taxes 27 25 27 	 2546 55 38 51 

57 57 59 57Race 12 18 11 1636 39 34 38 

85 77 75 79Foreign Policy 20 16 20 	 178 18 11 15 

61 58 52 58Environment 14 	 20 20 1832 37 34 36 

59 50 57 53General Unrest 13 9 	 12G)33 46 29 	 41 

48 46 52 	 47Welfare 14 	 11 11 1346 48 38 46 

66 65 54 64Health Care 8 6 6 	 7 .24 30 32 28 

80 72 79 75Nat t 1. Defense 17 14 	 1613 	 22 11 190 
50 51 45 	 50Bussing 5 3 5 	 339 	 38 39 38 

ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 
Vietnam 
Inflation 	 New York: DrugsJ Unemployment 
Druli!"> Hartford: Crime 
Taxes 

Providence: National Defense 
General Unrest 

. , 
L 



June 13-23, 1972 
OVERALL RATING: A 	 ILLINOIS 800 Interviews 

A A 
Rockford/ D Paducah/ A A 
Daven20rt St. Louis S,2ringfj.c1d Chica8£ Total 
~ RN Imp. RN Imp. ,!g! RN RN 

G 	
~ ~ 

Vietnam 	 72 63 56 51 74 59 59 60 63 
26 40 24 39 35 

Inflation 	 23.0) 63 31 28 57 31 44 31 47 
36 67 41 55 52 

Drugs 	 20 69 30 54 64 26 52 27 56G26 41 33 47 42 

Crime 	 23 63 29 47 20 59 24 50 25 52 
35 51 35 49 

G 
45 

Unemployment 25 72 39 24 60 29 44 28 49 
28 60 38 54 

C0 	
49 

Taxes 36 	 64 24 44 61 32 42 34 48 
36 53 37 57 51 

I.,/.. 	 Race 13 74 49 19 .62 21 50 21- 54Gr

26 50 35 48 44 

Foreign Policy 90 10 67 13 84 16 75 16 78 
10 31 11 24 210 	 'J 

f-. 	 Environment 14 79 14 54 11 70 16 49 16 	 56 
21 44 26 49 42. IGeneral Unrest 13 67 15 43 15 64 10 48 11 52 
33 53 33 51 47 

Welfare 4 	 78 13 46 12 66 8 53 9 52 
21 50 28 46 41 

Health Care 6 	 83 3 54 .6 81 10 64 9 68 
15 40 15 35 30 

~ 
~ 

Nat'l Defense 15 90 7 73 17 87 11 73 13 77 
8 26 10 25 21 

Bussing 3 	 54 5 37 4 53 493 4 49 
40 57 43 49 48 

,. 
,; 

ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPF.ASIS ISSUES 	 I. 

Vi.etnam 1
Taxes Rockford/Dav.enport: 	 VietnamInflation Inflation
Unemployment Foreign Policy
Drugs 

St. Louis: Unemployment
J Race 

Paducah/Springfield: 	Taxes 
Drugs 

. \ 	 \ .. 
; 



OVERALL RATING: B MARYLAND June 13-23, 1972 
600 lllterviews 

B A A B 
Baltimore Sa1isburr WashinEton 
Imp. RN P.N Imp. RN~ 

66 '58 	 70 67Vietnam 47 	 55 51(033 42 29 32 

Inflation 25 49 16 67 44 32 48 
50 	 33 54 51e 
52 74 	 62 57Drugs 	 22 33
45 26 34 40 

Crime 40 44 16 53 36 61 37 50 
55 47 37 48 

Unemployment 22 53 12 75 19 52 21 54 

G G 


46 	 20 46 45 

..:. ~ ;Taxes 	 28 45 20 54 28 53 28 48 
54 46 44 4'9 

Race 21 60 20 75 14 63 17 62 
30 25 34 36 

Foreign .Policy 11 77 12 83 11 86 10 81 
19 17 12 17 

Environment 14 60 12 92 55 17 60 
36 8 43 37 

General Unrest 9 59 8 67 10 62 9 60 

G 
30 29 35 37 

Welfare 15 54 58 8 57 12 55(044 38 40 42 

Health Care 10 70 12 75 7 65 9 68 
27 25 31 29 

76 83 85 80National Defense 11 16 15 1320 13 12 	 17 

:~ ,~} 58 	 62 53 56.Bussing 7 	 7 739 	 38 43 400 
ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 

Vietnam 
Crime Baltimore: Drugs 
Drugs 
Inflation Salisbury: Vietnam 
Taxes DrugsJ Welfare 

Bussing 

Washington: 	 Inflation 
Environment 



OVERAI.L RAl'lNG: C tllClllGAN June 13-30, 1972 
800 Interviews 

B B C A 
D A Flint-Sag. Grand Rapids Traverse Marquette 

Detroit La,!-sl.'!& BalCHl Kala./Chicago Citl Green Sal 
~. -liN ..!!!!l!.: .!lli ~ !Il! ~ RN ~ RN ..!."!l!.:.. RN 

Vietnam 52 	 53 50 59 58 48 65 51 67 53 5~e 	 (046 38 37 34 43 33 4=0 
Inflation 24 	 41 50 17 55 26 50 27 27 41 25 43G 	 (058 50 41 48 68 %9 55 

Drugs 30 	 49 19 74 19 53 26 61 25 59 10 74 27 5L 
49 26 41 33 35 26 43 

Crime 27 	 44 29 48 29 42 23 48 6 43 20 52 25 4S 
54 52 54 48 51 48 52 

Unemployment 33 	 41 22 58 26 53 28 53 27 33 63 31 45(0
57 42 41 45 65 33 52, 

Taxes 34 39 G 53 43 23 47 0) 41 24 52 34 42G60 47 S4 52 54 48 5i 

Race 21 	 50 58 23 61 19 55 7 46 10 67 21 53(0
47 42 34 40 49 30 44 

Foreign Policy 9 	 80 6 91 7 82 8 77 11 70 89 9 80<019 9 11 17 24 11 Ii 

Environment 
\ 

11 	 63 • 6 75 17 56 68 7 59 44 13 \ 630 	 <034 25 39 28 35 44 33 

General Unrest 23 	 56 6 73 13 55 18 59 7 41' 3 70 19 57 
43 27 42 37 51 26 41 

Welfare 10 	 47 76 6 51 53 38 10 63 14 50<0 	 0 0
50 24 44 42 54 37 47 

Health Care 9 	 65 0 72 9 77 7 77 5 70 0 85 8 69 
18 16 16 19 22 15 25 

Nat'1 Defense 7 	 80 0 84 7 77 85 4 68 7 89 8 80<018 16 18 11 24 11 17 

BIIssing 2j 	 43 6 66 13 45 18 53 7 43 3 49 19 46 
55 31 47 42 51 56 51 

ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 
Vietnam 
Taxes Lsnsing: Taxes
Unemployment Inflation
Drugs Race
Inflation Welfare
Crime 

F1int-Saginaw-Bay City: Vietnam 
Taxes 

Grand Rap1ds-Ka1amazoo/ 
Chicago: 	 Welfare 

Environment 
National Defense 

Traverse City: 	 Vietnam 
Taxes 
Unemployment 
Welfare 

Mar'!:uette-Green Bay: 	 Vietnam 
Inflation 
Environment 
Foreign Policy 



OVERALL RATING: E MISSOURI 	 June 13-24, 1972 
800 Interviews 

C A D 
E Paducah/ Columbia/ St. Joseph/ E 

St. Louis SEringfield. guincI Kansas C1tX Total 
Imp. RN RN Imp. RN RN' RN~ ~ ~ 

56 64 70 64 62Vietnam 55 56 51 50 5444 32 28 34 37 

40 47 57 44 45Inflation 29 27 29 33 3059 49 ·42 54 53 

58 57 54 59 58Drugs 22 26 	 23 2439 35 40 38 38 

G 47 52 52 56 51 

0 
Crime 	 25 22 29 3052 43 48 43 47 

G 39 55 59 55 49Unemployment 	 30 26 31 3460 43 39 44 49 

50 51 62 55 53Taxes 22 	 32 33 32(049 46 34 44 45 

50 64 68 68 60Race 	 20 12 13 16 16.. 	 49 30 30 30 37 

79 74 87 84Foreign Policy 13 10 	 17 12 13 80. 
20 21 12 11 17 

58 69 68 67 64Environment 12 7 15 15 1340 27 31 30 33 

52 61 68 59 58General Unrest 12 16 14 13 1346 35 32 38 39 

54 56 68 57 57Welfare 14 17 16 12 1546 40 32 42 41 

64 70 77 76 70Health Care 8 7 	 12 9(033 24 21 22 27 

Nat 11. Defense 12 85 10 72 	 17 86 16 78 13 80 
13 22 13 18 16 

47 50 58 55 51Bussing 7 9 	 2 4 650 43 37 41 45 

Paducah/Springfield also includes Spring./Paducah-Cape Girardeau­
Harrisburg/Joplin-Pittsburg/Hemphis 


ISSUES: ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 
Vietnam 
Unemployment St. Louis: Unemployment 
Taxes Crime 
InflationJ Crime 	 Paducah/Springfie1d/ 

Harrisburg/Joplin/Memphis: Taxes 

Columbia/Quincy: 	 Drugs 
Health Care 

.. 



OVERALL RATING: B NE"~ JERSEY June 11-20. 1972 
823 Interviews 

C B B 
Philade1I!hia New York Cit}': Total 

Imp. R.~ RN Imp. RN~ 

56 56 56Vietnam 60 58 5840 41 41 

42 35 37Inflation 27 33 31
50 62 59 

47 47 47Drugs 24 31 2942 44 44 

46 ,42 43Crime 18 21 2046 54 52 

43 37 39Unemployment 33 32 3252 58 57 

36 36 36Taxes 33 35 3357 59 59 

51 51 51Race 15 16 1643 45 44 

72 75 74Foreign Policy 12 12 1323 19 20 

54 49 50Environment 13 14 1538 45 43 

40 44 43General Unrest 13 10 1150 49 49 

48 40 42 
:"'.' ~ 

Welfare 15 14 1546 54 52 

57 62 60Health Care 12 7 935 32 . 33 

67 71 70Nat'L Defense 16 13 1425 22 23 

45 49 48Bussing 3 443 40 41 

ISSUES: 

Vietnam 

Taxes 

Unemp1o),'Inent 

Inflation
J Drugs 

() 

. \ , 



OVERALL RATING: A 

A A . 
Darton 
~ RN 

A 
Cincinnati 
~ RN 

OHIO 

A 
Columbus 
~arkersburg 

~..!. RN 

B 
C1evel.md 

A 

'/ June 1)-27, 1972 
800 Interviews 

A 
:otal 

1m." M 

Vietnam 

Inflation 

49 

25 

75 
24 

'59 
40 

(0 
0 

60 
39 

44 
56 

58 

(0 
69 
31 

50 
50 

57 

29 

72 
27 

57 
42 

53 

33 

63 
36 

38 
60 

C0 
33 

70 
28 

45 
53 

55 

31 

67 
32 

47 
52 

Drugs 31 58 
38 

32 53 
48 

29 50 
48 

30 58 
39 

24 50 
45 0) 48 

4/, 
21 52 

44 

Crime 

Unemp10ytlent 

G 
21 

51 
45 

54 
43 

21 

<.0 
48 
50 

44 
56 

26 

37 

,55 
45 

51 
48 

29 

31 

53 
44 

61 
38 

27 

37 

46 
51 

37 
61 

25 

31 

50 
47 

55 
42 

27 

3.5 

50 
48 

47 
51 

Taxes 25 61 
39 

18 55 
44 

21 52 
48 0) 60 

37 
29 41 

57 
24 41 

55 
26 50 

49 

ltace 17 65 
35 

16 61 
39 

13 65 
34 

14 65 
33 

14 54 
44 

17 48 
48 

1~ 59 
39 

Foreign Policy 

Environment 

15 

Q 
ao 
'14 

70 
28 

16 

11 

88 
13 

68 
33 

15 

10 

90 
10 

66 
32 

13 

11 

81 
17 

59 
37 

15 

14 

80 
16 

51 
44 

13 

8 

70 
27 

56 
38 

14 

13 

82 
'16. 

59 
38 

General Unrest 13 69 
31 

11 50 
49 (0 63 

35 
13 57 

36 
14 49 

47 
1 55 

44 
13 55 

42 

Welfare 15 -51 
48 

13 55 
44 

9 57 
43 0 

55 
44 

13 52 
44 

12 53 
44 

13 54 
44 

Health Care 10 69 
28 

4 69 
28 

6 77 
21 

4 64 
31 

10 61 
32 

8 55 
42 

II 67 
30 

National Defense0. 85 
13 

9 79 
20 

13 83 
17 

15 77 
19 

14 80 
17 

12 83 
14 

13 80 
17 

Bussing 6 55 
43 

4 48 
51 

4 62 
37 

1 50 
44 

3 50 
45 

5 53 
44 

4 52 
44 

ISSUES: 
Vietnam 
Unemployment 
Inflation 
Drugs 
Crime 

ADI SPECIAL L"IPHASIS 

Toledo/Lima ; 

Dayton: 

ISSUES 

Crime 
Environment 
National Defense 

Vietnam 
Unemployment 
Inflation' 

Cincinnati: Inflation 
General Unrest 

Columbus/Parkersburg: Taxes 
Welfare 

Youngst~""/Pittsburgh: Vietnam 
'Drugs 

, 
. . 

" • 



OVERALL RATING: C OREGON June 12-17, 1972 
600 Interviews 

E 
Eugene 

Imp. RN 

D 
Portland 

Imp. RN 

C 
Total 

Imp. RN 

Vietnam 

Inflation 

Drugs 

Crime 

Unemployment 

Taxes 

Race 

Foreign Policy 

Environment 

General Unrest 

Welfare 

Health Care 

Nat'l Defense 

Bussing 

ISSUES: 
Vietnam 
Taxes 
Inflation 
Drugs 
Crime 

J 

. \ 

G 

30 

20 

18 

17 

(0 

7 

12 

(0 

12 

16 

8 

12 

2 

52 50 56 49 57 
48 39 39 

38 30 41 31 40 
63 53 56 

50 28 52 27 53 
46 40 41 

50 25 48 24 49 
45 46 46 

49 24 44 23 45 
49 50 50 

39 32 39 39 39 
58 56 57 

55 10 61 10· 61 
43 31 33 

69 13 72 13 72 
28 21 23 

57 16 62 17 64 
41 31 31 

50 15 46 14 48 
48 47 46 

43 13 45 15 45 
57 48 50 

66 10 58 10 62 
30 35 32 

74 15 71 14 73 
·23 21 21 

49 2 45 2 47 
40 43 42 

ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 

Eugene: Vietnam 
Taxes 
Environment 

0 

, 



PENNSYLVANIA June 13-:1, 1972OVERALL RATING: B 
SOO Intervie"s 

A A 
A 

Johnstovn/ 
Altoona/Erie 

Imp. R..'1 

B 
Pit tsburgh/ 
~"nsst~ 
~ RN 

Harrisburg/ 
York/Lancaster / 

Ll';anon/Ha!lc~.!' town 
~ RN 

D 
PhUade!£!>}.!. 
!!!!f.:.. !:I!! 

Wllkes-Barre-
Scranton/ 

~inghar.::o~ 
Imp. RN 

B 
Total 

I",p. I\.~ 

Vietnam 49 79 
21 

60 65 
34 @ 69 

21 
62 48 

51 
46 70 

28 60 ~9 
~9 

Inflation 29 60 
38 

29 39 
60 

19 61 
37 

29 44 
55 

25 60 
40 

29 L1 
52 

Drugs 32 13 
25 

32 49 
47 <0 65 

32 
30 51 

48 0 68 
32 

34 ~5 
L3 

Crime (0 54 
44 

17 46 
53 

27 61 
36 

26 46 
52 23 62 

38 
24 50 

49 

Unemployment 19 62 
37 

33 41 
58 

13 63 
36 0 42 

56 0 64 
36 

31 
£7 
52 

Taxes 32 54 
43 <0 41 

58 
36 60 

38 
31 39 

59 <0 57 
43 36 

~4 

34 

Ilace 14 75 
21 

14 56 
43 

10 66 
31 

18 46 
53 10 85 

15 16 56 
~2 

,3 ! ~.: -: ~, 

'foreign Policy 15 94 
6 

11 85 
14 

14 89· 
9 8 79 

20 15 83 
17 11 

83 
15 

Environment 10 76 
22 <0 51 

47 
17 63 

34 
12 59 

39 12 89 
11 

15 60 
38 

General Unrest (0 67 
30 

10 49 
48 

11 60 
37 10 50 

49 
8 62 

34 11 53 
t5 

Welfare 15 59 
41 

7 50 
48 G 61 

38 
11 54 

45 
4 77 

23 
11 55 

..4 

Health Care 12 83 
14 

1 61 
30 

1 78 
18 

10 70 
29 

12 87 
11 

9 12 
26 

Nat'l. De!ense 0 90 
6 

15 81 
18 

9 85 
11 

9 77 
21 

14 89 
11 

13 81 
17 

Bussing 3 71 
22 4 44 

51 
2 58 

38 
4 54 

44 
2 77 

21 
4 54 

42 

~: 11>1 SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 
Vietn£m 
Taxes 
Drugs 
Unemploym"nt 
Inflation 

Johnstown/Altoona/Erie: Crime 
National Defense· 
General Unrest 

Pittsburgh/Youngstown: 'Eaxes 
Environment 

Harrisburg/York/Lancaster/ 
Lebanon/Hagerstown: Vietnam 

Drugs 
Welfare 

Philadelphia: Unemployment 

WilkeS-Barre-Scranton/ 
l\inghalllt~n: Drugs 

Unemployment 
Taxes 

.' 
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June 13-20, 1972 
, OVERALL RATING: D 	 WISCONSIN 600 Interviews 

B 
E E Grecn Bay/ 

A Madison/ 	 Chicago/ Wausau D 
Minnea20lis Rockford Milwaukee Rhinelander Total 
Im~. RN Imp. RN RN RN.~. ~ntI:' 1m2 '. RN 

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 63027 36 38 28 34 

Crime 	 59 13 64 15 50 18 59 16 560 40 34 47 40 42 

Unemployment 19 56 29 47 38 25 58 30 47042 52 60 41 51 

Taxes 	 37 36 43 45 39 43 50 46 420 60 55 61 48 57 

Race 8 	 67 10 76 14 64 8 76 11 69 
28 24 35 23 30 

" , '3 JO 	 86 "I" 8/,
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 

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 Minneapo1is/St, Pau1­
La Crosse/Eau Claire-Dubuque 


. 
ISSUES: 	 ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS ISSUES 

;':, 	 Vietnam 

Taxes Minneapolis: Taxes 

Inflation Crime 

Unemployment,


J Welfare Madison/Rockford: Inflation 

Drugs 


Chicago/Milwaukee: Unemployment , 

. 	 ,\ 

.. 
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+ ' .. ,. , 
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State: California 
»~tcs: June 12-17, 1972 
No. of Intervicws: 1,000 

F-S 
ISSUES 

Do~cstic rrogr~n not passed bocause-­

State Rcp. T-S--- Dem.--­
PrO~Ta~ ~ot Good 18 4 11 28 

PoB t1 cs 73 91 79 62 

Favor or opposc loc:!l. IHopcrt.}' tax for 5cho01s--
Nnt ' 1--­ State ReTl.-.-'­ T-S Dem.---­

Favor 51 37 39 33 38 
Oppose 40 54 53 61 :;3 

Rcpl~c(,i;(:nt Jar 10c:;1 prop8fty tax--
Nat'] St~tc Hep. 1'-5 D<'Ti1. 

Federal Incor.1c Ta.x 17 11 13 9 12 
SU.tc Income Tax IS 10 6 10 12 

State' C"',.., ......... 
._~, t! 1. '.,: .:­

rr ...... 
InA 17 ')A

I. .. 33 22 20 

State Property Teo"'" -­ 4 3 3 4 3 

Nation;:! Sales T,!x. 32 43 37 47 46 

lIas inn ~!tion slo1'l('d? 
Nat I] Stote n~.r_._ 1'-5 Dem.-­

Yes 46 36 5S 40 23 

1\0 45 S3 34 51 6S 

lIas inO ation of food prices slmwd? 

Na ' 1 SUite--­ !tCl~ T-S Delll. 

Yes 26 2S 36 26 17 

No 71 72 S9 70 8J 

Support or oppo[.e freeze on food pI'ices? 

State--­ HC'n. T-'S 11cm. 

Yes 65 61 M 67 

No 23 30 22 23 

• t 



---

~ , ...... State: CnIi Cornia 
lJa tI~:;: J"n(' 12-17, 1972"0. of IlIll'rvie~:s: 1',000 

F-6 

RC'spolldb1c Cor inflation-­

Nnt'l--­ ~tnte---­ ~ T-S ~ 
Business 26 27 J3 25 38 
Unions 37 41 65 45 27 
Pnsidcnt & 7 1 4' 11 

Conpess 9 6 4 8 6 
Consur'er 17 9 9 10 7 

Assassination 

Nat'l--­ State--­ ~ ~ ~ 
Should limi t app(aaTnnCcs 60 51 49 52 53 
Should not 1init nppen r:lIlces 31 40 40 40 39 

National Defense 

N 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

Strong D"fense Spend :It Ilome 
Le55 Stronr. Ikfense 

Self: 3.43 Total Rnt in r. !\ixon: 2.56 Total Rat i Ilg ~lcGo,'eTn : 5.10 
Rcp: 2."33 Rep. R:lting :~ixo:l: 2.15 H{,p. Rati ng :-ICGOVl'TIl : 5.54 
T-S: 3.3-1 T-S 1(,:11 in I: };ill.on: 2.79 T-S Rating ~1c ['o,'c rn : 5.19 

t" 
Den: 3,95 Der,l. Rating !':ixon: 2,65 pcm. Rntin& }lcGovern: 4.8" 

!-Ioney spent on national defense-­

Nat'l State T-~~ ~.!-

Spend less 37 43 23 37 53 
Spend san\c 39 39 53 43 33 
SpC'nd more 18 15 19 17 12 

Fn\'CT 01' oppose a one-third cut in mi Ii taT), forces-­

Nnt'l St:lte T-5~ ~ 

I';I"OT 73 69 57 72 66­

0l'P05e ]7 22 25 20 22 



Spend less because--

StatC': Cal i fOl'ilia 
"at C's: June 1:!,17. 1972 
No. of Intel'\'i(,I>~: 1,00U 

K:lt I 1 Dem.~~ 
NeC'd less nilit:lry strencth )S 21 10 19 24 

Defense \;<1ste 71 72 80 74 69 

Victnan Kithdra~al 

Self 
T-S f1c·ro 

He

1."i T T T 
1 Z 

Gradual 1';i thtlnllc31 

Self: 3.38 Total Ratinl: :~j XO:1: 

Rep: 2.17 Rc-p. Rat i l:g, ~ixon: 

1'-5: 3.06 1'-5 i{3t ing :-.: i"x Oil : 

Dc-f.I: 4.07 DCM. P-at illg ~:jxon: 

Nixon on \"i e tn;,m-­

Kat'l 

FT<ln!; and str:lir,htfon,'ard ~5 

Not told the truth 46 
'.' 

Ar.lfICS t r 

1 2 

Grant AI'!lil,,;tv 
IJ~::lCdiat.cly· 

Sci f: 

Rep: 
loS: 
)".::: 

4.H 

~" 10 
4. S() 

.j, : 2 

Total Rat ill!; :;1):0:1: 

Kcp. Y:.1tin t: ~ixOl: : 

'['-s l:;i: j II:: ::i \(,n: 

j' . '" l. ; t i.q. ~. ; -' l .", ! 

3 4 S 6 7 

Immediate 1-;1 thdra\,a1 

2.11 Toul Ruting ~!cGo\'('rn : 5.C·? 
~-

1. 81 Rep. R;lt illg lkGc)\'('rn: 6.2'; 

2.16 T-5 Rntinr. l·!cGo\"t'rn: 5.93 
2.) 7 Dem. Ratinr. ~!cr.overll : 5.59 

State ~ T-S Den. 

40 70 46 21 

51 22 43 69 

Consi Jcr J\l.lIlesty Ke"er Gr;tnt 
Aft(o.i· tht' I\nr N:ln('s t y 

1\. ~l Total I\;tting ~fc GOY(' rn : 2.7S 

·1.66 Itcp. I:atinr. :,!C(;O\'C'l"n: 2.19 

~.711 l-S l:at i Ill: :·lcGC'vl'rn: 2.7l' 

.i. ~(l 11,·n. 1!:,1 inf, ~:c~~/,\·('rli·: :\.1 (, 



Stnt~: CallfDrni~ 
1l3le s : Jun.' n -11. 1972 
No. of Intel'del,s: 1,000 

J'-& 

Government ,1Ild econo:::i.c system change-­

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Need .Drastic Do t\ot Need 
Change Drastic Changz 

Self: 3.29 Total Rati ng Nixon: 4. (,6 Total.Rating !-IcGO\'('lT. : 2.82 
R~? : 3.94 Rc-p. Rat illg Nixon: 4.39 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.49 
T-S: 3.47 1'·5 Ratillj:: :'\ixcm: 4.44 T-S Rat ing HcGO\'Cl'n: 2.88 
Den: 2.82 Den. Rating Nixon: 5.01 Dt'l!!. Ra ting '·leGo,cl'n: 2.91 

Tax I\eform-­

., 

, 
,. 

-r ­

t 
2 3 4 5 6 	 "; 

Need lax RC' form 	 Do Xot Need 
Tax Reform 

... Self: 2.23 Total I{;lt i I! g Ni xon : 4.39 Total 1:.:It1ng ~·!cGo\'ern: 2.76 
Rei' : 2.78 Rep. Rat i nr~ :-;lx()n: 3.S3 Rep. R.,ting }IcGo\'cm: 2.56 

, -
1"-5: 2.18 T-S Rn j "l! ~;ixon: 4.37 T-S Ralinf: }lcGoVl'rn: 2.90 
lle:1: 1.91 DCla. )<atinr: Nixon: 4.90 Dc~,. Rilting, ~lcGo\'('rn: 2.83 

}larijuana 
Self 

,~ lr r)'!;" 
T-S I N 

~______________""_\"",--r____~1 l . .!._____ 

1 2 3 4 s 	 6 7 

I.er.a Ii:c ll.,C' 1IIHl 
Control Sale 

~~l"4!f: ;,.10 T ( .. : ;, 1 '1:.1 t i:.~: ~..: iX(lO : $. 'I!l T(>!;1) !·::,tilll: IkGo\'c'1"ll': ~.8(1 

r,':- : !\. ~~ "I J~q' • , ;': in ~~ i ). (' II : 5.;':;' I~(·~'1. ;~:\·.ir;!! ~h:·Ctl\·i."nJ! 3.4(1 

'f-~~: ;.,1 (I '1'- :; 1:,,\ i Jl!' :. j \ 0:1: r, 
~ 

..•• 
f .' ..1· ... ~ r~.~, t j I:;: :~ ...~C;(n:(' rJl: 3.. Clt• 

i',': : 5. D ih'l'l i: ,Il l n ~; t .\ .. lfi : ~I to ~~ '/ p";',. ·;,~l:.i:.~ :·1":l.~n\·\.'ru: "'.30 



State: California 

I>at~s: JUDe lZ-17. 1972 

t\o. of Intcrvicl':S: 1,000 


'Abol'tion-­

1 2 4 5 6 7 

Lcgalitc Do Not 
Abortion J.cgali %(.' 

Self: 3.23 Total Rating :\ixon: 4.53 Total R:lting ~lcGo\'ern: 3.42 

Rep: 3.B ~cp. Ratinr, ~ixOli : 4.62 Rep. Rat in,r. J.!cGo\,('rn: 3.46 

l·S: 2.97 'l·S Rat1 ng :\ixol1: 4.::>3 T-S I~a t inr. ~IcGo\"(: rn : 3.29 

Dell: 3.47 DeM. Rat i nl: !l:ixon: 4.65 Dem. Rating :.lcGo\·crn : 3.4 S 

,. 

,. ..r .. 
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Illinoh; ~-
• Juno 13-~3, 197: 

800 lnUTviC:,'$ 
Copy 1\0. 

F-5 

ISSlTES 

Stntc T-S DC-::l1 • 

rcogr~1 ~ot Good 3 11 30 
Poli.tics 92 80 59 

Fuvor or o~poGe lcc&l property tnx for schools --

Nat 11 State ReD. 'l.'-S Dc..m.--'­
F;lvor 49 57 
Opr'o,":e 42 38 

J~cph;;::(;:!c.nt for local p:-operty ta:K 

J~Dt'l 1''':'S 

f'cd exn]. 1l:C~ (\ ;:t~ 'J~" :'; 17 16 17 14 16 
SUi (:12 Ir:Lc,!~:,:\ Tc:: 15 20 26 19 17 
~jt;tte St:J (;G T~.~: 1"1 10 18 8 10 
Stct& Propcrt~ T~x 4 2 2 l, 1 
l~,,'.t:ion~;l S<11(~,; 'j'[,X 32 38 29 42 39 

ll~~s inflc:tion Gl():,:~:;:1? 

Nat'l Stat(~ T-S 

Yes 46 110 62 28 
No 1~5 54 33 69 

Has inflation of food pr:i.ces slm:<.5c? 

Nat'l State 'f-S Dem.Re::l2.!.. 
Yes 2(, 23 3/1 26 13 
No 71 72 60 70 83 

.. 
r 

Suppor.t or OI'?o'so free:,;"!:, on food prices? 

St3tC T-S Dcm.,----
Yc,; 

http:slm:<.5c
http:J~cph;;::(;:!c.nt


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

J,J,J,l.nols 

June 13·-2J. 1972 
800 Int(!rvh:\vs 

l,!'ll.O;:;'; 

Pre:; ~{"?n::' 

I\.~;s:-:~: s:i ~~[: t i (1~",! 
----~---.--- ­

Should li:-::i t 
;;"ppC.!!T?nces 

Should Ih)t 1::.r,:it 
C!p:)c~rnn(:c5 

Self: 3.9 
ner.: 3.1 
T-S: 3.B 
Dt:!rl. : 4.2 

l.i.orlE7 spcmt 

Spen-~i less 
Spend ~CI~:l'~ 

Spene I:":orc 

l:ut t 1--,­
26 
37 

8 
9 

J.7 

Hat t
] 

60 

31 

1 

StrOllG 

Jkfcnsc 


lot~l ~~tinz Nixon: 
Rep. r~:itlnr; l'J:..:oa: 
T-S Rating Nixon: 
DEoU1. r.iltinr; ~aXOll: 

0:) nat:!onnl d.efense 

Nnt ' 1 

37 
39 
18 

Copy l~o. 

Stn.tc-_._- Ren.-'­ T-S Derl. 

27 13 28 33 
39 5'6 47 23 

7 2 2 13 
6 6 6 7 

12 1lr 10 10 

St~tc. T-S Dem. 

55 66 55 55 

.37 29 38 37 

Self 

R
T 

'l~sT-: 
-I r 

JJ JJ. JJ~
---3' -;---- ,;-----;)-r::----:-6---:-72 

Spend at Eor.1C 
I"ass Stronl; DCI. 

2.7 Total RdU.l1P. l:cGovern: If.5 
2.6 l!cp. r..atinr: HcGo\'crn: 4.6 
7.9 T-S R:1Ur.g l,cGovern: 4.7 
2.6 n~l;:. Rating!lc.:.Govcrn: 4.3 

State Rcn. T-S Dem. 

46 33 46 48 
36 If8 35 34 
12 14 11 12..r 

Favor or oppose Cl 1/3 cut i.n r,lilitnry forces 


H;1t'1 St:tt(' Rep •. T-S Dem.
.__...._.. ­
-.--~-. 

r2,\~(}:· 73 75 G6 81 .75 I 
Op;"n\"(: 17 lC, 2J. 11 J.7 

. ~ 

f 
{ 

. . 



-----

--

Il1iuo:is • 
•hllH: 13-23., 1972 

800 111 lcrv1.c\:s 


.Copy 1';0. 
1:'-7 

',. 

Nat'l Stntc T-S Dcr;:.T~:£..:.:. 
!;l:cd less 1;',11.1 un.'y 


!;trcngth 1.8 21 22 18 15 

}):';£ el~:;e 'l:1S 1: (; 71 70 74 75 74 


\,j,t:'tnf'l" ';.1..t:.i::'":}·:-~.',;\l 
--,----~-- .. -, ­

R 

NlT:.'~~__~I \;.,-1---2=-' 3 
 6 7 


Grauu21 Iw.:nGcia tf: 
"]itiJc.1r~"wl Ui t hch:m,; L~.l 

Szlf: 3,11 2.3 Total Rating McGovern: 5.2 
l:c:p. .. 2.4 2.1 ncp. ltc t in;:, I 1cGo\7crn: 5.8 

2.1 T,-5 HoUn; !.icGov(>~n: 5.5 
Del'l. : 3 .()-' D:'~1. l-~2t1.'~Z; IJi)~ol1: 2 • I: D~c. Rating McGovcrn: li.7 
T-S: 3.2 

Nat'1 StDtc Ren. T-S Del.:.-_... _­ --'-- ­

Fr<lnl:. unel stLd.gh1: 

fon~Llnl 45 44 72 52 24 


l{ot told ::.he truth 1~6 119 21 /j·0 71 


jI,1llnef; ty 
---~..­

Self 

'r-s P.::!tl1;~~ l~:j xon: 

____T_trl 
1 2 3 .. 4 5 6 7 


" 

Grant InllilCS ty Consider Amn88ty Never CHin t 

hlf:1C'c::i.atcly After the \'!ur Amnesty 

S:d,f : l! .6 ':'c!~ :', 1 ; :,. U)l \~ ;:-i -. on: Ij .7 Tot~il l~;'Li.nr l;cGovcrn: 3.3 
}: ~:p & : 5.1 
"1 {'I '" I. ./1-\) ~ . 
t .::: : I. " o .) 

~:, p. ]:,. {" ,i :':: :: ::~un! q.-; J~r:,p. lh l it:;" :kG(lvl~rn: 3.1 
7..9 
3.D 

http:l~;'Li.nr


. Junl::! 13··23, 1917. 
800 Inter.vic\·:::: 
Copy !~o. 

F-8 

Gavlt nnd 

Self 

Neee! l1J.:'[lSU.C Do not n"':::: 
Chanz,c Dras tic Cl c~:-.te 

Self ! 3.4 Total R2ting Nixon: 4.6 Total R<'lting HcGovcrn: 3.2 
Rep. ! 3.7 Rep. Rating ~ixon: 4.2 Rep. Ra U.ng EcGovern: 2.9 
'£-S: 3.7 'l'-S r,;:.tL:1; l::i;wu: 4.6 T-5 Rating McGovern: 3.1 
DC::I. : 2.9 DeD. Raticg ~ixon: 4.9 Dem. Rating lkGovern: 3.4 

Self 

T-S 

il -I'\I~ 
!':cT

JJJ -L._i.__ l. .... _~. 

1 2 3 5 6 7 

lked J:a>~ Do not l1cc:d. 
J:'eforn Tax !lefon: 

Self: 2.11 Tot<!l H<~t:ng Ph;on: 4.L1 Total Rn t:i.ng He Govern ! 3.0 
Rep. : 2.6 RE·p. Rati:.;!, :~b:0~1: 3.6 Rep. Ra t :inr, lkGovcni: 2.9 
T-S: 2.4 T-8 R&tinS ~ixon: ~.2 '.1-$ l~~:tjnz l:cCt,'Je:cn: 2.9 
Dem. : 2.0 D('r.l. Rati,18 1~b:on: 4.9 Dam. Rnting licGo'Vcrn: 3.2 

Self 
R 

D T-sf 
N 

I",----­1 2 3 6 7 

).cg:1J i:~(' U,;c Do not 
end C(ln~··(l1. S.::J.c Let.nll:~~: 

&) " • t,S:'L: ~i.3 
r :::f~~\,: .; .\' 

., :' t .'f ~- ., '/ ~~: :. : '. ". l!l : .) .(, 

j),: , : 5 • :~ 

4. !: 
If.O 
I; • G 



~--
JW1C 13-23, 1972 
SOO In t (~rv ie-\·.'!; 

Copy i:o, 

F-9 . 

Self 
T-S 
He 

TA __~_._,L~. l_____ 
1 23456 '/ 

Legalize. Do not 
Abortion Lcga1:ip:.~ 

s(~] f: 3,7 Total R~tins ~ixun: 4,"6 Total noting IkGovcrn: 3.7 
l~cp • ! 1,.0 R~p. R~~iri~ Ni~on: 4.9 ~ep. Ratin~ ~cCo~crn: 3.9 
IT-S: 3.7 T"-S l~,~tj.r,~: };:i.XC>11: 11.6 'f-S I~Ct t inf; l1c(.'overn: 3.6 
DeLi. : 3.8 l)c!;,* I~3.:.:.ine i\ixon: 1~.5 D~l~'. noting I·icGoVCl'l1: 3.8 



Ne\oJ J crsC'), 
June ll-20, .1972 
823 Inten' j ('\\'S 

COjlY No. 
F-5 

ISSUES 

Do~~estic Progr<U:t not passed because 

State Rcp. T-S D~m. 

Prop'run :\ot Good 13 3 9 24 
Politics 69 80 78 56 

Fa\'or or oppose local property tax for schools 

Nat'l State '. Rep. T-S 

fa\'or 37 42 . 43 3151 
o-~PQSC 40 45 42 42 S2 

Replacer:;·:mt for local property tax 

Nat'l State Roe..:.. T-S D.::m. 
Federal Inco:nc Tax 17 15 15 1917 
State Incom:! Tax 33 42 32 3315 
State Sales Ta.x 9 17 8 517 

ASt~tc Prc·:,crtr Tax '1 5 5 2 5 
Kational Sales Tax 24 10 27 2832 

Has inflotioa slo~\Cd? 

Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem. 
Yes 39 53 37 3146 
No 54 36 60 6145 

lIas lnflation of food prkcs .slo\....ed? 

Nat'l State !top. T-$ De:m.-
Yes 26 33 26 2126 
No 69 61 72 7571 

SUj)port or 0l'iiose freeze on food prices? 

St.ate Rep. T-$ D,;m.-
Yes .. 76 72 77 81 

No 15 21 13 10 


.. ., 



Nc\." Jcr!'eY 
JUIlO 11-20, 1972 
823 Intcl"V jc\';s 

Copy No. 
F-6 

Hesponsiblc for inflat:ioll 

Nat'l State ~ 1'-S - Dem. 
Busin(!:'is 26 30 21 33 29 
Uliml:; 37 35 44 42 29 
President 8 7 2 7 11 
COilgrcss 9 5 7 2 5 
Consu~~cr 17 8 10 5 8 

Assassination 

Nat'1 State Rep. T-S Dem. 

Shou10 1il:1it appear:mces 60 61 60 S960 
Should not Ibit appearances 31 34 34 36 34 

National lk reuse_._-­
Self 

__rn_________ NijOn ReI' T~-S~_D~~~_m_'___>--J_k_G~o_\_rc ____~___ 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
Strong Spend at 1l0;:'.'~ 
]}~£cnse l.ess Strong vcr. 

Self: 3.64 Total Rating ~ixon: 2.34 Total P",'lting ~!cGovcrn: 4.83 
Rep: 3.03 Rep. Ra.ting Nixon: 2.40 Rep. Rating-NeGovem: 5.25 
T-S: 3.47 T-S [,.'lting Nixon: 2.42 T-S Rating i-!cGove:rn: 4.S7 
Ibm: 3.92 Dem. Rating Nixon: 2.26 Dem. R.'lting l\!cGovcrn: 4.59 

Money spont OIl national defense -­

Nat'1 State '. Rep. T-S Dem. 

Spend less 37 43 33 42 47 
Sp~nd S:1J::C 39 39 41 43 39 
Spend ];]01'0 18 11 17 9 9 

Favor or 0Pj)OSC a 1/3 cut in military forces 

N..'lt I V" Sta to \{Cp. T-$ Dem. 

Favor 73 77 70 74 85 
Oppose 17 16 23 22 7 



Dem ' 

F-7 

Nc\".. Jersey 
June 11-20. 1972 
823 Intcrvic\vs 
Copy No. 

Spend less bccnl1sc 

I\ecd less mHitary strength 
Defense \;astc 

Nat'l 

18 
71 

State 

1~ 
71 

Rep. 

21 
66 

T-S 

27 
65 

~m. 

16 
77 

Victnmr. \'iithdnr.':n1 

Nixon }.tcGovem 

II 
1 2 S 6 

Gradual 

Withdro\,';:! 1 


Self: 3.42 Total Ibtlng Nixon: 
Rep: 2.61 Rep. Ratillg i'Jixon: 
'[-5: 3.30 T-S Rati Il~; ~~lxon: 
D:::m: 3.90 Dem. Rating Nixon: 

Nixon on Vietn.:ml - ­

Frank and stro.ightfon-:ard 
Not tolc! the truth 

McGovern 

1 2 4 5 6 

Grant ;"\;;ncsty Consider }\.HU1osty 
Inmcdiatelr After the \\a1' 

Self: 4.64 
)~cp: 5.09 
,[oS: 4.87 
n:.'iil: 4.59 

Total I~ating Nixon: 4.68 
J~cp. Hating ~\ixon: 4. (18 

T-S RaUnt; :\ixon: 4.71 
Dem. HatjJlg t-.:ixon: 4.66 

1.90 
1.90 
1.99 
1.91 

Nat'l 

45 
46 

Total. Rating HcGovcrn: 
Rep. Rating ~:cClOv('m: 
1'-5 Rating i'leff-wcrn: 
Dem. Rating f,IcGovcrn: 

State Rc!:.!. 1'-5 D(::Jn. 

41 62 44 
S1 27 50 

T-S..,-
Nixon-,--. 

ScI
--r;-' 

rt- Totn! Rating ~~tcGovcTn: 
Rep. Ratin!." i-l;:-Govcrn: 
T-S Ratinr,··'\icCo\,(·rn: 

Dcm. Rathig J·iCC.oVC111: 


7 

Imm:?diilte 
\':i thdr [H', <I 1 

5.53 
5.87 
5.66 
5.36 

27 
66 

7 

Ncv('r Grant 

Amost)' 


2.99 
2.67 
2.92 
3.21 

• < 
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Ne\.,. Jersey 
JUlie B-ZO, 1972 
823 Intcrvh'\'s 
Cop)" t\o. 

P-8 

(-o\,1 t and Eco:lomic Syste;n Ch:mge T-5 
, .--


Nixon~~fT' 
12,34 5 6 7 

Need Drastic 
Chrulge 

Do Not Need 
Drastic 'Change 

Solf: 
R~p: 
1-S: 
Dam: 

3.37 
3.96 
3.39 
3.03 

Total Rating Nixon: 
Rep. Rating ~ixol1: 
T-S Rating ~:ixon: 
Dem. Rating r~ixon: 

4.80 
4.67 
4.59 
4.97 

Total R.1 tin?, McGovern: 
Hep. Rating }.!cGovcm: 
T-5 Rating t,lcGovcrn: 
Dem. Rating r·lcGovern: 

3.03 
2.74 
3.28 
2.99 

Tax Hefon:! 

Nixon 

T 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

r~ccd Tax Do Not Need 
Reform Tax Reform 

Self: 2.21 Total nating Kixon: 4.51 Total l~tjng ~lcGovcm: 2.69 
Rep: 2.70 Rep. Rating ;':ixon: 3.97 Rep. Hating ~!cGovcrn: 2.5,1 
T-S: 2.07 T-5 Hating ;~hO!l: 4.4·1 T -S R.:1.ting ~,ICGOVC111: 2.S£> 
fum: 2.08 110111. ~'lting i~jxon: 4.79 \ Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.55 

Harijuana 

1 2 3 7 

Lcr,ali zc U.se Do ~ot 
and Control S:llc Legalize 

".Self: 5. J3 "ota1 Ibtins,; Nixon: 5.78 Total Rating r-.tcGovcrn: 4.21 
Rep: 5.7'1 Rei). na6 nr, Kixon: 5.57 Rep. IbU,n\~ ~!cGo\'crn: 3.84 
T-S: 5.14 T-S Ihting ~ixon: 5.79 'J'-S Ratin~"}Ic(;ovcm: 4.34 

S.12 Dem. Rating Nixon: 5.71 DCin. Hating ~!cCOVCl1l: 4.36 

., 



Abortion 

.
. 


Ne,V' .Jersey 
JUlle 11 -20. 19n 
823 Intcrvic;·:s 
Cop>, No. 

F-9 


fum. 
fE"GOvcm' 

NixonscJ 
!;§.Th~l~ r 


Self: 
I~ep: 
T-S: 
l}~l!l: 

1 2 3 
Legnlhe 

Abortion 


3.55 Total Ratinz Nixoil: 
3.90 Rcp. Rating Nixon: 
3.23 T-5 Rating Nixon: 
3.69 Dem. Rating Xixon: 

4 

4.85 
4.52 
4.67 
4.99 

..... 

5 6 

Total Rating ~IcGoycm: 
Rcp. Rating ~JcGovern: 
T-5 Rating 1.k:C>oYcm: 
Dem. Rating HcGo\'i.C!m: 

7 

Il:> Not 

Legalize 


3.68 
3.98 
3.67 
3.50 

., 



S ta t e : New York 
Dates: June 22-30, 1972 
No. of Interviews: 1,000 

F-5 

ISSUES 

Domestic Progr~m not passed because-­

State Re~. T-S Dem. 

Program not good 16 4 14 25 

Politics 71 88 73 60 

Favor or oppose local property tax for schools-­

Nat'l State Re~. T-S Dem. 

Favor 51 42 43 45 39 

Oppose 40 40 40 38 42 

Replacement for local property tax-­

Nat'l State ReE· T-S Dem. 

Federal income tax 17 20 16 20 26 

State income' tax 15 13 18 12 11 

State 'sales tax 17 6 8 7 4 

State property tax 4 6 4 6 5 

National sales' tax 32 43 46 44 39 

Has inflation slowed? 

Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem. 

Yes 46 39 58 38 28 
,.

No 45' 55 31 56 67 

lIas infl~tion of food prices slowed? 

Nat'l State Rep. T-S Dem. 

rYes 26 22 30 23 16 

No 71 74 65 71 82 

, Support or oppose freeze on food prices? 

Statc Ren· T-S DC'.E...!.­

Yes 74 73 77 75 

No 15 17 12 15 



State: Ncy York 
Dates: June 22-30, 1972 
No. of InterViews: 1,000 

F-6 

Responsihle for in!lation-- ~ 

.lill!..L ~ ~ ...!..=.L- ~ 
Business 26 28 16 31 30 

Unions 37 39 60 39 28 

President 8 7 2 4 13 

Congress 9 6 4 5 8 

Consumer 17 11 10 12 10 

Assassination-­

...!:..L.... 
Should limit appearances 60 53 58 51 57 
Should not limit appearances 31 36 35 36 33 

National defense-­

tT TIt 1 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Strong D'efense Spend At Home 
Less Strong Defense 

Self: 3.77 Total Rating Nixon: 2.35 Total Rating McGovern: 5.03 
Rep: 2.65 Rep. Raling Nixon: 2,.07 Rep. Rating McCovern: 5.31 
T-S: 3.59 T-S RatinG Nixon: 2.51 T-S Rating ~lcGove rn: 5.10 
Dem. 4.34 Dem. Rating Nixon: 2.31 bem. Rating McGovern: 4.88 

Money spent on national defense-­

Nat'l ~ ~ ...!..=.L- ~ 
Spend less 37 44 24 38 56 

Spend SarJl"'. 39 41 51 47 32 
Spend more 18 10 16 10 7 

Favor or Dppose a one-third cut in military forces-­

St.,tc~ ~ ...!:..L.... ~ 
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-­

Need less military strength 18 26 13 28 26 

Defense, waste 71 67 83 67 67 

Vietnam withdrawal-­

.!!!!. 

Me . ,­
I Ii II r 

•. 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Cradual Withdrawal Immediate Wi thdrawal 

Self: 3..55 Total Rating HiKon: 2.01 Total Rating McGovern: 5.69 
lep: 2.22 Rep. Rating Ni~on: 1.77 Rep. Rating McGovern: 5.19 
T-5 : 3.55 T-5 Rating NiKon: 2.'19 T-5 Rating McGovern: 5.92 
Dem: 4.05 Dem. Rating Nixon: 2.02 Dem. Rating McGovern: 5.49 

Hixon on Vietnam-­

Nat'l ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Fran k and straightforward 45 40 70 41 23 

Not told the tru th 46 52 26 48 70 

Amnesty-­

1 
Self 

_ 
Me 

; . I ThT,--:----' .. 
1 2 3 4 5 -- 6 7 

Crant Amnesty Consi"d"r Ar.mcsty Never Grant 
lmmp.dlately After the War Amnesty 

Self: 4.38 Totlll Rating HiKon: 5.03 TOlDl RaU ng McGovern: 2.86 
Rep: 5.11 Re". i{atlog NIxon: 4.64 Rep. Ratinr. HcGovcrn: 2.37 
T-5: 4.76 T-5 Kati ng Nl XOI1: 5.11 T-S Rating ~ll'Govern : 2.93 
Dem: 3.81 Dem. !taU"t: I\i"oll: 5.16 DCU1. Katinl.; ~:cGove ru: 2.95 



\ ... _---
Stllte: lIe", York 
DatE'S: June 22-30, 1972 
No. of Intervl~~s: 1,JOO 

Govern~ent and economic 5yste~ change-­

If I t 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Need Drastic Do Not Need 
Change Drastic Change 

·Self : 2.97 Total Rating Nixon: 4.51 Total Rating McGovern: 2.96 
Rep: 3.67 Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.97 Rep. Rllting McGovern: 3.0i 
T-S: 2.98 T-5 Rating Nixon: 4.31 T-5 Rating McGovern: 2.91 
Dem: 2.59 Oem. Rating Nixon: 4.89 Oem. Rating McGovern: 2.88 

TIIX Teform-­

N 


'. 
T1[rf T 


1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Need Tax Do Not Need 
Refor", Tax RefoH' 

v.\ 1 t .., 
Self: 2.04 Total Rating Nixo~: 4.36 Total Rating McGovern: 2. 67 
Rep: 2.43 Rep. Rating ~Ixon: 3.~S Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.69 

! i T-5: 2.05 1-5 Rating Nixon: 4.22 !-S Rating McGovern: 2.64 
- ~ ; ! .. , : Detl: 1. 75 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.S6 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.60 

Harijuana-­

·T i 

2 3 4 5 6 

J.etali .. ~ Usc And 
Control Sale 

Self: 4.94 Totnl lating Nixon: S.~3 Total R3tinc McGovern: '.0/, 
R,,!, : 5.53 R"p. RatinG Nixon: .;'. 7" .. J:e». Rating tlcGov~rn: l.81 
T-5: 5.1') T-S R3tl\1~ ~lxnl': S.~9 'r-S R:ltlnt; t!cGov<,rn: !.Ot, 
DCt,1: 4.70 D~m. Eall"~ Nlxop: S. ',I) DeQ. Ratl11~ tfcGov~rn: , .16 

7 



•• 

State: 
Dates: 
No. of 

New York 
June 22-30, 

Interviews: 
1972 
1,000 

F-9 

Abortion-­
.. 

t
'i" 

1 

Legalize 
Abortion 

2 3 4 5 6 7 

Do Not 
Legalize 

Self: 3.54 Total Rating Nixon: 5.16 Total Rating McGovern: 3.36 
Rep: 3.64 Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.97 Rep. Rating HcGovern,: 3.39 
T-S: 3.71 T-S Rating Nixon: 5.24 T-S Rating McGovern: 3.35 
Dem: 3.32 Dem. Rating Nixon: 5.23 Dem • Rating Hc.Govern: 3.31 

. .' 

I 
, 

,; 

J 

. \ 
\ 

." 
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F-5 

Stntc Rc:~-_._­
Pro::;rf.:! H":"1t Good 14 5· 
PolitIcs 75 90 

Favor or o?pose lace.l proj)",rty tax for schools --
Nn t '1 St~te P..ep.--- ......_--

Favot' 51 48 51 
0p;;(:i:e 1.0 it5 40 

St<'lte 

17 11 11 

1) 20 20 

17 '/.l 31 


4 4 1 

32 26 24 


N;Jt'l State !,~c_e.:... 

Yes 46 39 58 
No 56 39"5 

Has inflation of food prices slowed? 

Yes 
No 

:r~.:l til-- ­
26 
71 

SUi 

21 
75 

Rep.:.. 

33 
61 

... 

Yl:.S 

" . 
.... ~1 

Sl';-~l('-_._-_._, ..• 

70 
21'. 

RC~l:"'. 

73 
21 

Oh:l.o. 
JUIIC' 13-27, 19/;~ 
eon In ::(~Lvi (~\'!1; 
Copy No. 

T-S 

9 
80 

Dem. 

24 
63 

T-S 

1,8 
47 

Dem. 

1.5 
48 

T-f, 

11 
25 
24 

3 
29 

Dem. 

11 
17 
29 

5 
25 

T-S 

44 
52 

D0.r:l. 

22 
73 

T-S 

21 
76 

Den. 

13 
8t. 

T-S 

70 
2/1 

Dem. 

69 
23 



-----

Un1.0 

\Junc< 13-27, 191'2 
800' II~Lervic!'.··D 
Copy ::0. 

F-6 .. 


Kst'J---_.­ St<!tc- ...._--­ P..C:l.-'- ­ T-5 DC'::l. 

!!U~: j 1; c~~:s 26· 23 9 22 32 
Un.l,~n.s 37 [,3 61 113 34 
Pl"c.:r;ld21~L S 6 2 3 9 
Cor:I~:."r::1G 9 4 5 I, 3 
C011t-.l:l:!(~r 17 10 10 12 S 

T-S D2~~1 , 

Siv".:ld 1 :''O:i t [,:';-;;.!~rr..ilce::; 60 61 62 6lI 59 
Sh()~lld i.~·t lir:;:it 

31 32 2} 33 

Stroni; Spend at IIo::-:c 
Def:cmse 

f.cJf: 3. (, Tct~l rrnt~ng ~ixon: 2.5 Total R;lting :kGovcrn: If. 8 
l~'~p. : 2. ~] ~~Ci). 1~~!t.i~1i:. l~j:·:on: 2.5 Rep. lta t iIl~~ ~·1cGo\" ern: 5.3 
'1'''-S: 3.6 T-S R~t:i,n::; ;;:i:,OI1: 2.6 T-5 Rnt:i.n:~ ~kG;)VE:l"n: 4.9 

3 (.Dem. : ." 1);21:1. R£ltin~1 !:~i:·:Ol1: 2.5 1)(;111. Ratin~ !!cGovern: 4.6 

?1nney sper~t on nutjGn.~l defense --

Nat I St.:.te Iter· tf-S D(:~m. 

Spend ler;;s 37 1,3 32 41 III/ 

Spend 5;-; ~:!~~: ,J " Cl;I 112 .... 55 43 41 
Sp~nd DO j'e 18 11 9 12 11 

;;.. t I J S t ;:t ~, )~(!p • 'f-·S Dt'-,".;.
0- ~, .~___ ." _ 

'I'­·t~· I ' \. ~ • ~ . .J 7S (,II eo 7'L 
., '-," ')0\'j , . J 'J :'0 .. ~ .~ 1 .J" :n 



--------

hi() 
~..... #'1 0«' , 

!~lId'~ b-27) 1.,/2
BOO" It1tcrvl\~\·::; 

Copy r:o. 

F-7 

l;.:::.:d ) us,;; u:i.litv.r.y 
:.::t1"P;1:; l il 

j)Cl 0tJ~~ C: \'••"';~: t e 

l'!c~ tIl---_.­

13 
71 

Str:tc--... ~ ... ~-

20 
71 

.!'~.:J~~ 

16 
76 

T-S 

16 
72 

Dem. 

19 
78 

SeJi 
-~,--

]{ 'f...:; 

__jJ_JJ__~_~__ }~~ 
1 2 .3 6 7 

Gr,:1dt:r:l Inm1<~d j;1 t c 
nt:il:iu:.!.:11 Hithdl'<lpa1 

~cJ.f : 3.0 
2.1 't. ,_ or ~ 

I~_ t .. ,. . 
2.0 Tot.::1 nf\ti!"<~ >:cGov(~rn! 

2.0 Rcp. R~ting McGovern: .."\ ,.., ~". . ~ 

.L~-'~J j':l~).~ .. ~;.L""'U:l: 2.1 T-S r..')Li;,;: ?':cC~)\f::;rn: 

1.9 'Dt:-nL, J~n tinf~ l·!:'..:Go\,'ern: 5.1 

!~a t: I ) St;: t(~ T--S DC::l.Ree.~ 
----~-

}-"'r i!nk ;.111".1 £. t r t~ i [; h 1..: 

fCt,t\.·D.. !·\l {IS lIS 7{. 115 25 
l~ct told the. tru::.h 116 4ft 16 1.4 M 

6 7 

Gr3"!1t r:.n~::~~ty Con n~Ld Cl' 1\l:'i!1e~; t y Nev(~r Gr ant 
Ilc!I::d it. t (' 1)' Ai tcr the! ~·;,i.r Nilncr,ty 

rc-", : "2.3 

~ ~..'j .. : : I, • ~l l : . . .,~ '.' .. 

I " ',' , ! ~ • . \ 4 , . 
~>,. l , ., . , ., ." !~. . . ~ ~: , ! ", . J.3 
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Olliq 

JUlie 13-27 I 1J72 
800 Intl.;rvi ..~\_3 
Copy No. 

1:'-8 

Self 

D--\'f-S-
lie I I R N 

_______._____~C_lLI_~L____ 
1 2 3 5 6 7 

Do not r.<:!(-d 
Drastic Chi~nge 

~>:~11 : 3.3 '~(; t[.~J. Jlr! t ~ :!:~:. :"j>:on: it .It Total I?at:ing HcCovc:n~: 3.0 
... (,

p(~P • : ..).u p,::~). r-:l~L· '::;::'-'~1! 4.2 r~cp. R<:"tting ~kGov2ril: 2.9 
OJ1,:-S: ..) I, 'l'-S :;:L:i:l-: :';1:--:<:n: /;.2 '1--S R,!t ing lic(;o,\'ern: 2.8 

))C!:Tr .. : 
., .0 lJ~_.'. ;::lti::: i':l:~()!1: 4:6 D:::::l~~. 1:0. Ling :·!cGovcrn: 3.1 

Self 
'J-s 

}) '.,.:1
-;- ! ________~L~: __ .:. ~ ____.__.____:I:..___~..___ 

1 2 :-;. 5 6 I 

Do not: l:c·:;:l 
Tax RC£('L1 

/; . 3 To 1:<.1 R:1 t'tnr, l!cGov(~rn: '/..7 
!~c:p .. : 2.8 
Solf : 

3.7 }~el). n{il-Ln~) !:cGcnlern: 2.4 
T.... S: ?.3 li.2 r.l"-S ~:~a t l~:; ~!cGO\J el' n : ~ /241 7 

2.0 (;,7 nc~. Rating McGo~ern: 2.9 

Self 

l.l'r;t1] :~ ze l!~~c Do no:-­
.::nci Cor, ;.:,-d ~~;lL:~ Le>gal :i_:c<~ 

:.'. ., , 
:3.9 
!1 .2 
1,.6 



OllLv 

Jl!::~.! 13-?i', 1972. 

800 h1tCJ:\,j C',':, 

Copy;:) . 

F-9 

Sdf 

'f-S 
D 

Hrl-rlf 

, .. ,.., 

N
I. 

1--2-----3--~-~·4--'- :.> 7 

Jk[~alJ.ze Do not 
Ab::n:-tion LCi;alizc 

Self : 3. ::; " '1'0 t<:l ~.:':-.L t :r r~~: iH::on: 4.8 T8tc\1 n:, tin?, ~·:cGovcrn: 3.7 
r,ep. : If. ur· rc:~p . :.:-~ L in!~ ~h~:op : 4 .0 " }{ep. :~atin2 ~:cGC]"".lcr'l: 3.5 
T-S: 3. c·-' T--S !!.:: L :L r;~ ;\i:-:011 : II .8 T-S }~a t ill~ ~:cG0\"crn: 3.7 
Dc."!. : 3. 9 1):::0. !l5 L in[~. td.xon: 4 .0 

./ Dem. Raticg ~cG0vern: 3.9 

http:Jk[~alJ.ze


Favor 
Oppose 

;.' RepL:lcc.:lent for local. 

Federal Ir.come Tax 
State Incorle Tax 
State Sales Tax 
State Property Tax 

t""_' _"" m_ •.•~~ation~il ';'dJ,.t;;!:::> tl.1h 

lias inflation slol:ed? 

Yes 

Has inflation of food 

Yes 
~lo 

F-5 


D~mQstic Progrnu Not passed because 

State ~ 
I'rCl!'.r<lll: !~ot Good 18 6 
Politics 73 85 

favor or oppClse local property tax for schools -­
Nat'l State: Rep. 

51 48 59 
40 42 34 

prop~rty tax - ­

Nat'L Stnte Rep. 

17 20 13 
15 11 19 
17 9 13 

4 5 6 
32 45 38 

Nat'l State ~ 
46 38 51 
45 56 43 

prj.ces slo.;ed? 

Nat'l Stnte Rep. 

26 31 47 
71 65 50 

Support or oppose freeze on fCiod prices? 

Stnte Rep. 

Yes 76 83 
1::0 1) 11 

T-S 

12 
80 

T-~ 

45 
46 

T-S 

22 
8 

12 
3 

46 

T-S 

38 
55 

1'-S 

28 
69 

T-S 

72 
23 

Penn!';ylv:1nin
June 13-~7. 1972 
800 Int(·rdC:.1S 
Copy No. 

D('~ 

30 
60 

De;":). 

45 
45 

Dc~. 

21 
10 

6 
6 

48 

31 
65 

Dem. 

26 
71 

76 
16 

., 
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P('nn~->yJ V;!I1 i.a 
Jua~ 13-2/, J CJ72 
nuo ]n \:('1:'\'; l'\;I~ 
Co!,y No. 

Hcsr;::>ns Hl.e f or inn n t i.on -­

'ND t '1 State 1k::1.-_.- .._- .B.<?:J:":_ 'r-s 
HllS5.!1CSS 26 28 20 2/1 32 
Fnie·:u: 37 38 5~) 42 29 
Prt'sioc..:nt 8 7 0 7 12 
Cor,:rc!::r{ 9 4 3 5 3 
Conr:,1::-.::r 17 II J.O 12 10 

Nnt'1 StC1tC R(~~ T-S DC~l. 
~-----

Sho,;lo 1 ~.t,...~ t Cippp,H'a!~ceG 60 58 57 57 65 
Sho1.:i.(' r:cL li:::it 

31 37 39 39 29 

1 

5t1'O:1; 
J)c:f ~n~;:3 

Sell : 3.9 'fot<11 r.~lUn~ Nb:on: 
R(~rJ· : r..cp. HD-t:i.ng !·~I;:on: 

1'-S: 1'-8 ~~.f.!ting l'~i}:on: 

DeLi. : DeM. nnti~J ~ixon: 

}!Oi1:lY spent 0:1 nilt:i.on~l defense 

Nat'1 

5pc",d lC;~!l 37 
Spe:d ~~:.-~~~ 39 
Spe:ld 18l~n~c 

Spend ct Home 
J~ess S t rOilg Df>f. 

2.7 Total Rating ~~Govcrn: 
2.g Rep. Ri'1 t ln~; J'·!cGo\,\:!rrl.: 
2.7 ""T-C'..., n"t..:./.1 J'• " "~cG"""~rll'~.,:. ....I ~ ~ 'C. •t::.')o .. 

2.5 Dem. R~ting ~cGcvcrn: 

StHtc l1el1. T-!=: 

45 27 43 52 

MI 62 1~5 1.0
.,. 


7 7 8 6 


!)t.. :~·e l~c r}. l) 'v" 
~ I.•••~ . ....~ ..'­

··'1 " (l
I f''.JI " " 7 :' 
J '.1 ~, .) 17 15 

Nnl I J 

I·:. \' .. I:; 
( ~ 

; .. 
" 'i 

http:HD-t:i.ng
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.·CUIl!;:.' J. Vd It J ,! 

JIJ!.\: J.3-27, 1972 
eo~ In I·\~rv:i.c\-!;J 
CO;I)' t:o . .' 

1~-7 

U:l t ' J. 
..."".~.--

Ste.le_.__..._­ Re.r~_._ 

~ccd lcs~ nilitary 
f;t.rcn.~L~) 18 18 21 10 17 

Dcr (:;-,;:.<;, ~.'::5!.: e 71 69 72 76 69 

Gr<.:ciu[t1 
'·:i t ltd r ,~\;~l 

Self : 3,6 Totc:1. T:ntin:: !:):.;on:' 
') .., __ • Il~(~r· . : i~,:·;t, r:~:4ti~·.~: ;~I::L"!!1: 

T- ~.;: 3.ti }'- ~ ::.:1t: Jr!~; ?!i:-:.()!l! 
Dt.::i;l. : I.. ) l)C~l .. }~i).ti.rlg ~~j;·:Oi.l: 

Nixon en Viet~2G - ­

Nat'l 

Fr~~1~: [:.r:] str~'!1.f;llt 

f on:t:;j::i 45 
Not tole; tltc truth 1;6 

2.1 'fotDl R:.:::tin:; :!cGov.:.:-cn: 
2.1 l1ep. R~t:i.r'1g ~..rc.CC'.:(~rr~: 
2.1 'f-S nat:.n~ ~~c(~n"",!ern: 

2.1 J)(.Z;1. 1:al:i:~~; :~cC!"J\'er';': 

St;i tCj--- ­ :{c:> • 
.....---­ 1-S 

39 64 42 
53 28 51 

Self 

1n:'-:1cd i C!. t: C! 

Hithdra\1ul 

5.1, 
5.8 
5.lt 

5.3 

De!:!. 

25 

68 


1 2 6 7 
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State: T('x:ls

.' Dates: JUIlC 12-17, 1972 


, No. of In tcrvic\;s: 1,000 


• F-S 

ISSUES 

. . 
Domcstic Program not passed because--

Stntc ~ T-S nem. 

Program not good 16' 8 11 20 

Pol:itics 7,3 89 83 67 


Favor or oppose local property tax for schools-­

Nat'1 State ~ T-S Dem. 

F~t\'or 51 61 58 62 60 

Oppose 40 26 29 26 27 


Replac('mcllt for local propert.y tax-­
" 

Natll 81:ate T-S Dem.~ 
Fodol'al Incomc Tax 17 10 4 13 11 


State Incor.lc Tax 15 8 7 8 11 


State Sales THX 17 22 33 21 20 

State Property Tax 4 10 11 14 8 


"'r_ ....~:at ion L:i 1 Soles '32 33 33 38 30
.lUi\. 

Has inflation slm\ed? 

Natll State T-S Dem.~ 

Yes 46 40 63 46 32 


No 45 48 29 40 57 


Has inflation (If food prices SlO1':f!d? 

Nat'l State T'-S Dem ..~ 

Yes 26 23 35 26 19 


No 71 71 60 68 76 


Support or oppose freeze on food prj ces? 

State T-S Dem.~ 

Yes 58 58 58 57 


No ". 28 20 30 29 
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State 
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Committee for the Re-election of the President 

July 31, 1972MEMORANDUM B'TSfINIElD ro BE AN 
AJ)MINISTRIATIVE MARJUNiG 

E. ()~ 12065, Section 6-102CONFIDENTIAL/EYES ONLY 
)ty: I-Ii-it?Wt~~ l\ll\R:S. Date 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FRO}!: 

SUBJECT: 

THE HONORABLE CLARK MaCG? 

ROBERT M. TEETER ~ VV 

Panel Interview Results 

As you know, we paneled (re-interviewed) approximately 50% of the 
respondents from our Wave I national poll as part of our Wave II national 
study. 

Attached is a 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 }IcGovern 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, 23% for McGovern, with 26% remaining 
undecided. 

The January Wallace vote now splits 40% for Nixon, 37% for McGovern, 
and 21% undecided on the two-way ballot. On the three-way ballot 64% 
stays with \~allace, 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. 

DULing this period the President clearly gained more than he lost and 
he did not lose any specific group of supporters. This period was 
more of a shaking down period and the s'vitC!hing away from the President 
has no pattern and appears to be simply a random switching. 
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Wave II Trial Heats 

Q22 	 Q23 

"\1 	 "\1 
~ 	 Q) Q)~ 
H 	 "\1 H Q) "\1Q), 'ri Q) tJ 'ri 

tJUn 	 ~ g ~ > t'Il 0 
Q)0 	 0 0 .-I Q)weight- Weight-	 "\1 U .-I "\1U ~ ~ 	 'ried ed z ~ :S z ~ :: :5 

TOTAL U.S. VOTERS 508 513 50 33 17 44 28 19 9 

A 	 NIXON 271 262 77 12 11 64 11 21 4 
MUSKIE 211 224 19 60 21' 20 49 17 14 
UND 26 27 51 23 26 37 25 29 9 

,; 

B NIXON 292 276 77 13 10 63 11 21 5 
fn HUMPHREY 194 216 18 58 24 '20 49 17 14 
0 UND 22 21 29 40 31 22 42 27 9"'" .-I 


.-I 

t'Il 


j:q C NIXON 286 261 74 13 13 64 13 18 5 
H KENNEDY 188 220 25 58 17 20 46 22 12 
Q) UND 34 32 29 29 42 32 29 17 22 

~ D 	 NIXON 243 228 79 10 11 73 11 12 4 
MUSKIE 192 199 ,21 59 20 22 52 12 14 
WALLACE 56 68 42 37 21 13 14 64 9 
UND 17 18 49 29 22 28 31 28 13 

E 	 NIXON 266 246 80 12 8 71 12 12 5 
HUMPHREY 175 185 16 61 23 17 52 14 17 
WALLACE 50 59 45 28 27 13 14 71 2 
UND 17 22 27 50 23 34 52 7 7 

F 	 NIXON 256 233 77 12 11 71 13 11 5 
KENNEDY 179 202 24 58 18 23 49 16 12 
WALLACE 45 52 42 29 29 5 11 75 9 
UND 28 27 34 35 31 33 37 14 16 

G 	 NIXON 216 202 85 8 7 75 9 13 3 
MUSKIE 140 151 21 58 21 " 24 51 14 11 
WALLACE 42 51 41 33 26 16 16 66 2 
McCARTHY 48 42 33' 47 20 29 39 18 14 
CHISHOLM . 16 18 6 49 45 9 .37 9 45 
UND 46 50 37 44 19 29 35 19 17 



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 ~~ l 

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 f~llen 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 I Wave II Change 

California 62% 45% -17% 
Illinois 'Ie 47 N/A 
Maryland 69 48 -21 
Hissouri 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 
\Visconsin 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 
17%, across the priority states. A similar decline is also evident in 
the percentage approving of the way the President handled all economic ~atters. 

* 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 particulaily pronounced in several 
large metropolitan areas. 

Nearly two-thirds 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% as most responsible for rising prices. Business is seen as the 
next greatest cause being mentioned by 36%. 

a 
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% 44% - 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 54 42 -12 

*Taxes not included on Wave I Illinois poll. 
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Tax reform may be especially important 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 Illinois which is demonstrated below. 

Self 

1 
111 I 
2 3 4 

N r 
5 6 7 

Need Tax 
Reform 

Do n
Tax Reform 

ot need 

Self: 2.4 
Rep.: 2.6 
T-S: 2.4 
Dem.: 2.0 

Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 
Rep. Rating Nixon 3.6 
T-S Rating Nixon: 4.2 
Dem. Rating Nixon: 4'.9 

Total Rating McGovern: 
Rep. Rating McGovern: 
T-S Rating McGovern: 
Dem. Rating McGovern: 

3.0 
2.9 
2.9 
3.2 

(See Attachment for" other states) 

In Illinois 77% 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 ~igher taxes for those with 
incomes over $12,000. 

With regard to local property taxes, 51% favor continuation of it 
as the means to finance public education compared to 40% 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. 

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 resulte~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. 
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We should keep in mind that while inflation is.related to all 
elements of the rising cost of living, including taxes, most 
voters r~late 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 social change and to the con­
centration of power issue on which McGovern appears to have an 
advantage. 

Inflation and tax reform are problems the Pre'sident 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 overal~ 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 purc~asers than farmers, 
particularly in the top priority states. 

• 
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ATTAOOfENT 

(Tax Reform) 

CALIFORNIA 

Self 

N1[i- I 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 


Need Tax Do Not Need 

Reform Tax Reform 


Self: 2.2 Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 Total Rating McGovern: 2.8 
Rep: 2.8 Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.5 Rep. Rating .McGovern: 2.6 
T-S: 2.2 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.4 T-S Rating McGovern: 2.9 
Dem: 1.9 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.9 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.8 

NEW JERSEY 

Self 

NTIll 
'r 


1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Need Tax Do Not Need 


Reform Tax Reform 


Self: 2.2 Total Rating Nixon: 4.5 Total Rating McGovern: 2.7 
Rep: 2.7 Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.0 Rep. Rating McGovern: 2.5 
T-S: 2.1 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.4 T-S Ra't ing McGovern: 2.9 
Dem: 2.1 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.8 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.6 

NEW YORK 

Self 

nlf NLUI I 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 


Need Tax Do Not Need 

Reform Tax Reform 


Self: 2.0 Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 Total Rating McGovern: 2.7 
Rep: 2.4 Rep. Rating Nixon: 3.5 Rep. Rating HcGovern: 2.7 
T-S: 2.1 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.2 T-S Rating HcGovern: 2.6 
Dem: 1.8 Dem. Rating Nixon: 5.0 Dem. Rating HcGovern: ,2.6 
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Attachment Cont'd. 

OHIO 

Self 
T-S 

N!rrl r 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

. 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 HcGovern: 2.7 
Dem: 2.0 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.7 Dem. Rating McGovern: 2.9 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Self 

T-S 
D R 

Mc N 

1 
Need Tax 

Reform 

2 4 5 6 7 
Do Not Need 
Tax Reform 

Self: 
Rep: 
T-S: 
Dem: 

2.2 
2.5 
2.1 
2.1 

Total Rating Nixon: 
Rep. Rating Nixon: 
T-S Rating Nixon: 
Dem. Rating Nixon: 

4.2 
3.6 
4.2 
4.5 

Total Rating McGovern: 
Rep. Rating McGovern: 
T-5 Rating HcGovern: 
Dem. Rating McGovern: 

2.9 
3.1 
2.7 
2.9 

TEXAS 
Self 

T-S 
D R 

Mc N 

1 2 5 6 7 
Need Tax Do Not Need 

Reform Tax Reform 
.. 

Self: 2.7 Total Rating Nixon: 4.4 Total Rating McGovern: 3.4 
Rep: 3.1 Rep. Rating Nixon: 4.0 Rep. Rating McGovern: 3.2 
T-S: 2.6 T-S Rating Nixon: 4.4 T-S Rating HcGovern: 3.4 
Dem: 2.6 Dem. Rating Nixon: 4.4 Dem. Rating McGovern: 3.3 
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