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THE WlffTl: HOUSE 

WA S I! I 1; 0 TON 

November 22, 1971 

Jv1EMORAl\:J)Ul\t~ FO!{ JOHN "\VIHTAKER 

/) 

FROM.: .KLT~NETII L. KHACIIIGIANR 

SUBJECrr: F;\Rlvl OPINION 

132:;((1 on the 8.vailable data {v.·hich is unfortunately slirn}, I am 
optimi,;(j: z!bout ti:c: PJ.'(,sidc::nt!~; f;tc:ncling arnong farmers vis la vis 
his potc"di:.,l Derl1ucr;:-;tic: opponenLcc; in 1972. 

Hcrclf; ho"l,v sor:].:! of the statistics look. Cornpare then) to the 
Presickit[!D Sbo'.\,jil:; :11 ~9b8 \vhen he got 51% of the farm vote to HBHls 

29% to \'/,_d.lace's 2(j'i~ - .. while the national breakdown was app~oximatcly 
A _~ C! A -;,' c : (J' 

L.i"-.l/O - .'1...1/ .... - 13/u. 

NIXON Y. ~,.1US1<IE 

RN 1\1\, s kie • 'Wallace Und. 

NDli(llt:l! 4~1('/~ 14% 9% 3°1to 
~.~

l~\a rlncr s 54 :Jj 	 6 
.., 
I 

J\1arch 12 -14 	 Na.tj \.)nc~.J. -1·3 39 12 6 
Farni cr s 54 20 Jl 15 

IV1Cl-Y 7 -10 	 N cd.I 0"cd 39 41 12 8 
Farrne,:s 49 31 16 4 

August 16--2.0 NZt tiona} 42 36 11 11 
I!-"cl r Yll (; r s 43 30 16 11 

October g-ll NationaleFarnlcr 5 db 13 
13 .. 

.-­
." ­ 9 

10 

NIXON V. KENNEDY 

RN E:MI< Wallace Und. 

January ') -10 	 1'\~1 :'~c)~1;,_1 '18 38 9 5 
Farrncrs 18 37 9 6 

March 12 -11 	 Nat.ion::J t16 38 11 5 
Faro1crs 49 28 11 12 



-------
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KENNEDY contld 

RN EMK Wallace Undo 

May 7 -10 	 National 42% 41% 12% 8% 

Farmers 40 41 6 13 


August 16-20 	 National~~\ 10 9 
Farmers 30 / 16 13 

NIXON v. HUMPHREY 

RN HHH Wallace Undo 

January 9-10 	 National 48 38 10 4 
Farmers 53 31 9 7 

•March 12-14 	 National 50 36 12 6 
Fanners 57 26 9 8 

May7-10 	 National 42 39 12 7. 
Farrners 45 29 14 12 

Aurtusto 16-20 	 National ..:;;:+L.3"-___ 37, 11 9 
Farm~46 ~ 17 9 

Since these arc extracted from Gallup trial heats and because the 
fanners saDlplcd therein arc not always statistically adequate, there is 
a good deal of yariation in these figures. However, SOD1C trend can be 
seen. That is, against i\ltlskie, the Prcf;idcnt docs enorrnously \,:ell 
among farrn.ers. Against Humph::-ey the President does very '\vell but is 
not getting a rnajority of the vote -- as he did in 1968. 

Kennedy however seCD1S to do better than the others an-lOng the " ' 
farmers, and as I have said in earlier melnos, I don't kn~:)\\i'--how to explain~ 
this. In any evcnt, it would seem that if Teddy is the Pr8sident l s opponent, 
he will hurt us more in the farm belt than W01..1ld Iv1uskie or Humphrey. 
A substantial farmer vote for the Pre sident \\'ill be nece s sary to carry 
certain states, and if Teddy cuts into that, it will hurt, if not in absolute 
terrl1s, at least in electoral vote ternlS. 

\Ve have two other polls which give us additional information in 
Iowa and Illinois. 



P~l (!C 3-. 
In lo\\,;!, t;j(~ D(~s .\loinesR('Q,lSler'S "Iowa Poll" ha;> the President 

t y:i n;.; Kc nne d~' .J 2 -12 ,11 n ong fa rm yut.e r s a11cl lC(lc1irig-1';X1.1;:;kic '~(6'~~10 ~ 
n2: h;ls'coc;[, .n:t11ic·le·Zldo; of 51-31 z..gZlinst HrIH, 44 -31 again d 11cGove rn, 
and 46··32 (\2,z:.inst Ljjic!say, vValla,.~c gets h'on1 one to 5% arl10ng farnlers. 

\V ith the exception of 1<.c nnedy, the se closely parallel the Pre sident' s 
f:tate,vide 111,ltchups y/itil these opponents. Kennedv is doinu better 

~ . - .. ~;; ""_..L C",l ~._ ...- ." ~~" _ ••• .t..~.. 

among farmers (a tie) than he is stZ1.tewide (RI', leads 47-33). 

In ll.linoj::~, there is c:t Pr;:drie Farmer magazine poll using a 

rcpresent(ttin.~ sanlplc taken in October. The results show that the 

President j ,; doing extn:lnc1y well in Illinois. He leads 11nskie 49-24; 

Hurnphrcy :)./ -19; and lCennec1Y 57 -2·1. Thif; one contradicts the: Kennedy 


",~","'~A:'"'-~..,.~ ;r,~","!-;,;..)::'!"::;~,.!'",,~~,,:-!,:._~,~·.:t -.:",,:::"-"'';1'4:.~~''''' 

str e n gth "j,n} (J\,:::.""X;~~. .i:(.l.:--'~f.;:J?::.,~: ... l;r [1:: r}i):~):L~~LJL~:;;'~~2_1:';;....E.~i c c s and the 
g 1" e a tc T l"11.1 1-;"") t~,::;:,_~;2.!_¥,.~:~~. 2".' .• ~(f:..r:.LQ.!~)~·:~~:~ 5·I': .-1 "j \\,,_~?~ 

I haiv to ll!akc any hard conch,f;ions based on the data wc haye. It 

is silnply toc; s};:.etchy. Blct looki.ng at what we hayc, I a1'n not panicky 

about our C})ct;'lces amo::~~ farrn voters. I donlt th:ink that raising prices 

j E,; go'inp to \\'in us all thi:.t rnany vuLe s. Chance s are we \\/01.11 dri,'t be able 


~ ...:.l • 

tu raise prices as high as they would }ike any\vay, anc a token raise 
111ight have the revcrs(.; eif(;ct (plus 111(: accusation of "playing politics "). 

l've often selicl that the bc~;t \vay to g~d.n rapport with farn1crs is to con­
stantly sJ1-:)\': thcrl1 th;:tt Y01.1 unclersL'.nd and syrnpathize with theil' prob1crns, 
Tell ing then) t.hcl t the y hz!.ve it II go:);]" won't wor'k. 

One b~l point. LV8rybody keep,:; .s~,ying \VC arc in trouble with 


the farnlC' l' c;, Cind that we are scr:nnblir,g to get on their good side before 

1972.. Thi,; ju~;t isn't ~:upp')rted by the polls. Yet this has received such 

a currency ~nlong the political CO~1.Hllentators t],at it has becorne conven­

tional wisd,)111. 


\Vhat we ilecd to do is pet out the word that we have "ood fann 
,> --- ._-y 

support, . and we have it b:cz,use the President is doing a good job. On 

the contrary, jf Butzf appointn")er~t and other Administration actions 

appear to b(~ ;lltc:nlpt~; by us to shore up thc farnJ vote, it rnakcs all our 

lTlOVCS seen] o\~(~rtly poli tical. Let'~; n12ke it appear that '.v(:: do thir:gs 

for farrners not because ViC are in trouble with thenl but lwc2,use we 


<­

arc doing \\'c:1) v;ith t11e111 and t!lat our actions arc but a series of ongoing .v 

AdrninistrahcJl1 initi3.tive~; that fanners Zlpprovc of. 

Finally, 1ct rnc put in another rcque st for a poll. We can't keep 
.whistling in tLe wind without knowing c>:actl'(wherc RN stands with 
fanners. V{ c n~cd .:t1. least one £;oocl, cOl'llprehensive poll \'.'hich tells us 
al)c.T_:~ fZl~·:~·.(· '4~. j:--!··~~·;/7·:~"~~ L-.:~~~'~:';;·-·;,:,~·, ':,': 'L:.:~:·-;"·\'.:(l ·~~~·t,~·":~c~·ltt~~i"t~,·)··r(~,~~·~:'t;nl.~~\ 

to ,ccoi1.sidcr aCliOllS \V~ 111ay not need, or fail to take actions we do need. 
·-,·.:~-r·. -=-::..It..... .... ~ .• ~". 

'" ._.- :.. ::-,.,'.';..-. --... ­
_.. ..;..: .. , .~.-: --.•..-'. .:- . __ ._.:. .~- .•. ;..... .. ; .:..-~--..•-_ -'-.lIt. 
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SOlne General Opiniu]) Ii~clices V/;~:ch Reflect on the 1\'100<-1 of the 

Farmer - - Ga.llup Polls 

Do you approve or di:iilpprove of the way Nixon is handling his 
job as President? (Octob.::" S-ll, 1971) 

Approve Disapprove No Opinion 

National 54% 35% 11% 
Farmers 65 23 12 

GJ\LLUP -- S/\TISF'j\CTIOT\' INDEX 

SeptcnlDcr, 1971 

VI auld you say you are sa ti~;ficd or di s sati shed wi th your housing 
situation? 

Satisfied Dissa.bsfied Don't Know 

National 73% 4% 
Farn1crs 73 21 6 

Vlould y01r~;ay" you are satisfied o:c dis'satisfjed \\lith your children!s 

education? 

Satisfied Dis satisfied Don't Kno\v 

National 63% 26% ll% 
Farmers 73 19 8 

Would you say you are satisfied or dissatisfied \vith the qu~1ity of life 
in your comrnunity? 

Satisfied Dissatisfied Don't Know 

National 75% 21-% 4% 
Farmers ·80 15 5 



W oul d you say you arc satisfied or dis sati sfied with your family 
j ncon1c? 

Satisfied Dis satisfied Donlt Know 

'National 62% 35% 3% 
FarJTIcrs 60 38 2 

. This shows by and large tbat farmers arc not the sulking, grumbling, 
brooding lot. that they are often portrayed to be. Even on the question of 
fa.rni1y inco111e, they are only a fraction under the national average and 
even then the majority still expresses satisfaction. 

'What these indices tell us is that the farmer is at peace with hirns('1£, 
JJl general, and that there is good reason for his high approval ,rating of 

c • 

,the President. There are other things besides farm policy whi,ch colors 
,the fan'ner's thinking of the President. And on those factors v./e are 
scorin~~ \\'cll. Thi}; ought t.o be kept in mind while we worry ourselves 
on how Lhe farmer is going to ,'ot c ill 1972. Let's not play on his dis­
cnchan{nlcnts as rnuch as we speak to his belief that things are still 
pretty good jn this country. 

• 
• 

. . 
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