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THE WIIITLE HOUSE

WASHINGCTON

November 22, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN WHITAKER

9]

FROM: KUNNETII L. KHACHIGIAN (11

SUBJECT:

)

Bascd on the available data (which is unfortunately slim), I am

optimistic
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FARM OPINION
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NIXON ., MUSKIIE
RN Muskie
Nationnl  44% 449,
Farmeoers 54 33
National 43 39
Farmers 54 20
“National 39 41
Farmers 49 31
National 42 36
Farmers 4 30

+Wallace

12
16
11
16

National 4 13
Farmerg 5 13

NIXON v. KENNEDY

RN MK Wallace
Nationnl 48 38 9
Farmers 48 37 9
Nationnl 46 38 11
Farmers 49 28 11
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in 1968 when he got 51% of the farm vote to HHH's
207 -- while the national breakdown was approximately
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KENNEDY cont'd

RN EMK Wallace Und.
May 7-10 National 42% 41% 12% 8%
' Farmers 40 41 6 13
August 16-20  National 43 __—38~" 10 9
Farmers —-/_4{ 30 7 16 13
y,/
NIXON V. HUMPIREY »
¥
RN HHH Wallace Und.
January 9-10  National 48 38 10 ‘ 4
' Farmers 53 31 g 7 .
March 12214 National 50 36 12 6
Farmers 57 26 9 - 8
May 7-10 National 42 39 12 7
Farmers 45 29 14 12
August 16-20  National 11 9
Farm 17 9

Since these are extracted from Gallup trial heats and because the
farmers sampled therein are not always statistically adequate, there is
a good deal of variation in these figures. However, some trend can be
seen. Thatis, against Nuskie, the President does cnormously well

~among farrners. Against Humphrey the President does very well but is
not getting a majority of the vote -- as he did in 1968.

Kennedy however seecms to do better than the others among the
farmers, and as I have said in earlier memos, I don't know how to explain.
this. In any event, it would scem that if Teddy is the President's opponent,
he will hurt us more in the farm belt than woyld Muskie or Humphrey.

A substantial farmer vote for the President will be necessary to carry
certain states, and if Teddy cuts into that, it will hurt, if not in absolute
terms, at least in electoral vote terms. '

We have two other polls which give us additional information in
Iowa and Illinois.
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e Des Moines Rc')lswr' "Towa Poll' has the President
tying Kennady 42-42 among farm voters and leading Muskic 4640,

1é has comiforiable leads of 51-31 a against HITH, 44-31 aqamst McGovern,
and 46-32 against Lindsay. Wallace gets from one to 5% among farmers.

In Iowa, th

With the exception of }\em'ledy these ciosely parallel the President's
statewide ma chups with these opponents. Kennedy is doing D(-tter

among farmers (a tie) than he is statewide (RI\ leads 47.—,“)), e
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In Illinoie, there is a Prairie Farmer magazine poll using a
representative sample taken in October. The results show that the
President is doing extreinely well in Illinois. He lecads Muskie 49-24;
Humphrey 57-19; and l'(ennoc’xy 57-24. This onc contradicts the Kennedy
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I hate to make any hard conclusions based on the data we have. It
is simply too sketchy. DBut looking at what we have, I am not panicky
about our chances among farm voters, I don't think that raising prices
is go;mn to win us all that many votes. Chances are we wouldn’t be able
to raise p‘}(:(,@ as high as they would like anyway, and a token raise
might have ithe reverse cifect (plus the accusation of Y'plaving politics'').
I've often said that the best way to gain rapport with farmers is to con-
stantly show them that you understand and sympathize with their problems.

L)
"won't worlk,

Telling thewm that they have it "good
One last point. Iverybody keeps sayving we arce in trouble with

the farmers, and that we are scrambling to get on their good side before

1972, This just isn't supported by the polls. Yet this has received such

a currency among the political commentators that it has becomne conven-

tional wisdom.

What we iiced to do is get out the word that we have good farm
“support, and we have it because the President is doing a good job. On
the contrary, if Butz' appointment and other Administration actions
appear to be attempts by us to shore up the farm vote, it makes all our
moves secm overtly political. Let's make it appear that we do things
for farmers not because we are in'trouble with them but bgcause we
are doing well with themn and that our actions are but a serics of ongoing *

-

Administration initiatives that farmers approve of.

Finally, let me put in ancther request fSr a poll. We can't keep
-whistling in the wind without knowing exactly where RN stands with

- B it

farmers. We need at least one Uoou, Ccmqpreh('n‘al\«c poll which tells us
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to conu1dcr actions we may not. necd or fall to take actions we do need.
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. Some Genecral Opinion Indices Which Reflect on the Mood of the
Farmer -- Gallup Polis

Do you approve or disapprove of the way Nixon is handling his
job as President? (October §-11, 1971)

Approve Disapprove No Opinion
National 54% 35% 11%
Farmers 65 v 23 A 12
GALLUP -- SATISFACTION INDEX ;

September, 1971

Would you say you are satisfi

cd or dissatisfied with your housing
* situation? oL
. .
Satisfied Dissatis{ied Don't Know
National 73% 23% 4%,

Farmers 73 AR 6

~

Would you'say you are satisfied or dissatisf{ied with your children's

education?

Satisfied Dissatisfied Don't Knoiw
‘National 6£3% ’ 26% 11%
Farmers 73 : 19 : ' 8 .

Would you say you arc satisfied or dissatisfied with the quglity of life
in your comimmunity? ’ '

-

Satisfied Dissatisfied - Don't Know
National 75% 21% ' ' 4%,
Farmers - . . 80 : 15 . . 5



.’"{

Would you say you are satisfied or dissatisfied with your family
income?

Satisfied Dissatisfied Don't Know
‘National 62% 35% ' 3%
Farmers 60 38 2

"This shows by and large that farmers are not the sulking, grumbling,
brooding lot that they are often portrayed to be. Even on the question of
family income, 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 farmenr is at peace with himself,
in general, and that there is good reason for his high approval rating of
. the President. There are other things besides farm policy which colors
‘the farmer's thinking of the President. And on those factors we are
scoring well., This ought to be kept in mind while we worry ourselves
on how the farmer is going to vote in 1972, Let's not play on his dis-
enchantments as much as we speak to his belief that things are still

pretty cood in this country.
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