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'l.:A:·•fiiNt; H.>roi. 0 C: 2'..l0C1f• 

February 24, 1972 

COHl'IBEN'f'IAT:r/EYES ONLY 

HEHOMNDUH FOR THE ATTORNEY GE:~ERAL 

SUBJECT: Reformated Analysis of Campaign Polls 
and Analvsis of NeH York and Virl'l'inia 

I have attached the reformated ver.sions of our analysis of the . 
·campaign polls for the 13 states w·hich had been previously delivered. 
This is the form requested by Mr. Haldeman. 

·~ 
I am also attaching the complete analysis for Nel-l York and Virginia. 
The vendor's reports for Nelo/ York and a supplemental vendor's r'eport 
for California are included under separate cover • 

Determmed to be an 
Adnumstr::-. t 1 v e ivb rking 

ROBERT H. TEETER 
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I v •,'. 
Hith t:i ckct·-spU.ttcrs, Prc•sic.lent lcdds <:1ll Dc1:~ocra-ts. 1\~ninst 

Mu3kic, President's strength comes fro~ middle income and education 

· scgi:~2nts, and outst<:ltc. H:b:on nl ~~o leeds Huskic '-d.th Catholics 

and runs twice as well with blacks (23%) as the national level. 

Nixon is behind natio:1al avern;;e ".-:ith 18 to 2/i year olds. 

f,pprovn1 
A. D. . _N.O. 

~ ?\at'1 ,-~-Nat 1 1 \.I}Jl Nat' 1 

·-
Job 52 54 37 -: 35 11 11 
Econony .46 49 41 38 13 13 

Vietnam 52 55 40 38 8 7 -

Issues ----

N.Y. Nat'l 

Vietnam 32 31 
Econo:ny 19 16 
Criine 7 6 
Uncn:p1o-;n::ent 6 8 
Drucs 6 6 

RelAtive to liusldc, the Prcsic!.::nt is ratC'd 1o\·;est on his nbi1ity 

to handle dru~;s, unc:;;pJ.oymcnt, unrest .::nd crime. 

f.t~te 
A'·;'\ . ! D ·~., N.O. 

----
GovcTnor Rockefeller 25 68 7 Jv -- ~?; 
Se;.l'-1 tor Javits 52 24 24 

Scn<1tor iiud:ley 47 19 34 
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lkl-! Y(lrk 
.J:mu:;ry l1··.l9, J 9/2. 
1, ocr; I Ill: I.'TV inn> 

It j:_: -elc:,r ou t:~ : : • j,;-,; ::i. ~; r,f l:h :; _ ~; c~ ; :!:;: t:1 :: t tl H.~ Pr· c~;itlent c:m carry 

li ·:•: v <., rl ~ :·r:d i ;, ,; __ :i.L :-.J. .,~ , ·Id ;,~ n tuq }' :,·:io J· it y r-:t:;:t:c:. TiH.: 1;i ::on/ 

l ~u :; ]: :i r: <.mel ;: :i ~- . • .. n I.:,· :: r, ·: <~ :; i~ ;; c t·:~ nn· v :L 1~ 1 '' ;:l Jy even, 1:.l t h o.n<l \·:.i U :aut 

t·:;~ll:zt:<: en the b~• Uot. 'li:r.! undt:cidcd vo tc Js very SJaall. 

It 1:!w;1ld l>c. 1~·.>;>t :i.n J:<:l.ncl) bm:cvC'r., tft :: t liu:~J~:i. e :is not very \·.'e ll 

kl!cn:,t <J t t! : i.:: r-·~·j_;•t ::nd :::; th:; votc1::.:: k co::'-~ r.:ore f c;:n ili:n· pj th 

him ],·:: 1:ill pro:~::~· .l;- l> till ::or::·.~ ~;~~Ot:nJ, at l f:'as t tc.r:i)O:r::rily. This 

sl~t .. u id not, hcr. :· ~ ~ vc:r, e !·.; : n; .c~ tLc b.::::ic cr.aclu ~-: ion thai: the! Prc:>ident 

c<' ll c<.:.r:ry ~:c'!\l Yc;.·:~ ;:n:l th<!t H· should ll~ .:1 priority state. 

Thr! Prenid:'.nt is r 1,.;nning !::trnn;-,;er in 1 \ e~,r Yorl~ th::n .he cl.id in 1968 

bec:;t1:-:c he is doin3 vc.:ry i:'·~ll \.' it:h the t :Ld~ct-spl:i.ttcrs, pal·ticu­

larly thor-:c frc:n th~ micldle soc:i.o--econo•:<ic :?,roups, r.;.:my of i<hom 

u::~u;::lly vote Dc:i:Jocrt1tic :f.n I;e\,r Yor!::. ($'1-15,000 incc::;c, hi;:~1 school 

grcduDtes, nnd union nembers). At the s~~e time the President is 

not doing as ~-:ell as he should be \-.'ith th2 ur-per inco~::e and college 

educated families \·.rho tr<'ldition.:1lly vot.:! Republican. lie is also 

runnin~ poorly \Jith the low income groups (under $7,000) and with 

y6ung voters. Nixon is rcce~ving 23% o[ the black vote against 

Huslde uhich is double the support he received in 1968. 

The perception 2nd issue data indicate that there is some skepticism 

of the President ilS &n individual even a;nong those i·?ho are SUIJportin~ 

hi1:1, but th;:;.t t 1Jcl·e is sub£.tanti.:l sup:)ort for ad;::.in istration policies 

and 1n-o::;r~,r.Js. There are son:c indic.::tic~1s tlwt NcH York voters <tre 

more \-:lllin3 to acccut: lW\·J poJ icies &<1d progr.:l1'!1S th;Jn are voters in 

other stc:Jtes. It is nlso cv:i<l:::nt tha t ::e~-1 York voters expect the 

fedcr~l ~over~nent to solv~ proble~s to a greater extent than do 

voters in othar arcos of the country. 

These conclusions have several ir::plications_ on the cnmp.:tir;n: 

The key will he for 11~ to hold the nnrginal Dcmccrnt, middle 

incor.1:; gJ:ou;>!> neil voting fot 1-!i::;:.~ -n and to i;:~ r)}:ovc our posi­

tion ~-~:Lth L· .. .-o en::l!> of Ute s ocio-cc:ono::1ic ~;c;:J.c. As l ·;n5~;ic 

bccmws h~t ter kncwn, 211y g~.-i.ns lie 1:1~: !i:8 S ir.i..ll prob;:bly !Jc 

Hith til~ !:;i,:dlc :111.:! lo'.·! inco:!H~ f.!'ou;~s, 3:1d '\·.'C uill h .::ve to 

offset tilo :.~c ;-~.:;:Llv~ H:i.tl: the E:on: tr:ct;it:ion~l Pc;1i.I!Jlic<:n 

group:.. T;i .~ Prc•sl.l2nt shoulJ :1lso i.1e nhl..:! to i: · ~~r::n; ._~ !d.s 

positic•.1 \:ith 1.8 to :U1 yc.Jr olu voters. E~ch of these 

groups app 0~r Lo hnvc p.:1rticul~r issue intcr~sts, as 

follvi.'S: 

0 
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(CunL'd.) 

lll;,l~t .·;: [:'(:•· :·: :: (:;: J ~ ,(1\J(J ;md over)­

)!; ;] ,c ·i· clue;: U.un (:lllCJ'/t! 

J;i;;l1 Sc:i10oJ) 

. Lover TtH~Oll''-~ ($7, UOO ;:nd bclm.')­

Lm·:;:r Fclu::.:;!tion (Lt:s~ tltan 

lli~ll sc;:(Jol) 

Young voters (A3es 18 to 24) 

~: •. :"' Yn ·.-k 
.J;l!ln:!r)' '•-l(J, 1~!72 

1 ,OU/ l.tl: t:cvjnm 

Econo; ,:y I J:nfl:1t:ion 

Vlctn:-.m 

Drug:> 
Crime 
llucTI:ployn:cnt 

Vietnam 
Pollution 

A close r~ce and ~:1 :wll undccirlc.:o vote m.:1kcs it criticol 

that our c:~••·p <tj ~n identify .?nri turn out every pos~;;ible · 

Hixon voter and find the unco; ·;::it tC'd voters and deliver a 

pcrsu.:1sive r.:::.r;s2.;;e to then. B~cnusc of the n~turc of the 

co.:1lition we have to build on, it is undoubtedly rndre inpor­

tant in ~!C't·l York than in ttost states to ha.v2 a carefully 

executed co::.;·;c-:ign to r"";1ch each of these m<trkct segment'!i"': 

This ir :plic~s a stron~~ c;r.phasis on our organizaU.onal ·effort 

and ability to deliver a ~pecific message to a specific set 

of voters. 

Generally, those efforts should be directed at the suburban 

areas of New York city and the outstate reQtropolitcn areas. 

Govcrr:or l~ockcfcllcr. lJas used this type of c<::::pair,n very 

~ucccssfully in th2 past, p~rticularly in the l~st election. 

· Be began hb ~;u;·,(J.'li[:n \)ith c rc:l;;.tivcly lm·: t<pprov2l rating 

and yet ulti~~tcly won ~ith a strong orL~nizational effort 

and with directed co~1unications. It is obviously rost 

imporu:r~t that \·;c have the Governor's c<.•mpai ::.;n group ;-.;r:.d 

organizntion '~rkin~ vilorously on the President's behalf. 

Lastly the vice prcsidcntiaJ .. ccn~iclntes may have c sipnificant 

effect in El'H Yor!:. Vice f;:,!::.:il'c:nt l .. ~.nc:r:'s 1-.:o.!::L:.1~; :::; ''rc con­

sid':~ r .. ,bly lo~·!C~i~ t!l~:n tLc Prc.;i c~ c11t 's and hif; dis;1pproval 

Slf,nifiC<llltly h.i.:~Jtcr \.'ith [:J:OUp.~ t::1c Prc~;ldo.P.t: J1(~ClLS tO 

attract. i·:c..~ Yo-:1~ ~;ilOt\ .1 . d f}( ~ iin~tr:J. y be one of tho ~t<.itcs 

\7hc~:c .. lll Vice I'r0sid .. ~ntial c;111c~ i(;::ttcs arc n;0a~~urcu. 
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Total Republican 

Nixon . 43% 77% 
Huskie 44 14 
Hallace 5 3 
Unclecicled 8 6 

. ' •. ! 

Nixon 46 77 
Humphrey 39 13 
Hal lace 5 3 
Undecided 10 7 

Nixon 44 79 
Kennedy 43 14 
Hall ace 5 2 
Undecided 8 5 

Nixon 46 82 
Nuskie 45 12 
Undecided 9 6 

Nixon 49 80 
Humphrey 40 13 
Undecided 11 7 

Nixon 45 82 
Kennedy 43 13 
Undecided 12 5 

Nixon 41 . 73 
Huskie 35 14 
lvallace 10 4 
HcCarthy 5 3 
Chisholm 4 3 
Undecided 5 4 

Nc\-1 York 
Janu;1 ry !1-19, 1972 
1,001 Intcrvlc\vS 

Ticket-Splitter Democrat 

48% 16% 
39 74 

5 9 
7 6 

54 20 
29 67 

7 4 
10 9 

53 16 
32 71 

7 5 
8 8 

54 17 
38 76 
8 7 

60 20 
28 69 
12 ~1 

55 16 
31 .73 
14 11 

"47 16 
32 56 

5 3 
8 13 
3 7 
4 4 



Nixon 

Total - 100% 43% 

~_r:, e 
18-24 years 37 
25-34 years 47 
35-4lf years 37 
lf5-54 years 40 
55-64 years 51 
65 years + 51 

. Education 
Less than high school 41 
High school graduate 49 
College 40 

Religion 
_..., Catholic 49 

Protestant 52 
Je\·Jish 12 
Other 33 

Race 
Hhite 46 
Negro 23 
Oriental 14 
Mexican American 22 

Union 
Yes 35 
No 45 

Income 
Under $5,000 35 
$5,000-9,999 44 
$10,000-14,999 47 
$15,000 + 43 

Geographic 
Haj or Net. Areas 41 
All other areas 64 

I' 

B 

Huskie Hallace 

4l~% 5% 

48 6 
43 3 
56 3 
47 5 
39 4 
34 5 

44 6 
40 5 
49 3 

40 6 
34 4 
78 2 
52 4 

43 4 
65 6 
14 29 
78 0 

48 8 
43 4 

44 9 
46 5 
44 4 
51 5 

47 5 
24 5 

New York 
January 4-19, 1972 
1,007 Intcrvie\o!S 

Undecided Number 

8% 1,007 

8 129 
6 209 
4 177 
7 171 
6 136 

10 162 

8 292 
6 349 
8 357 

5 467 
9 326 
7 157 

10 48 

7 909 
6 79 

43 7 
0 9 

9 202 
7 805 

11 169 
6 ' 261 
5 249 
5 216 

8 886 
7 121 

~ ' 7 ' 
' (} u /~ , J~ 

0 



.0 
New York 
January 4-19, 1972 
1,007 Interviews 

c 
RATINGS ON ABILITY 

TO HANDLE ISSUES 

Percentage Percentage 

Current Rating Nixon Rating Nuskic 

Issue Voting Positive Negative Positive Negative 

Total 38% 59% 26% 7% 

Drugs Huskie 26 73 33 5 

Nixon 52 46 22 10 

Total 45 52 26 10 

Unemployment Huskie 27 50 33 5 

Nixon -67 31 21 11 

Total 50 47 26 8 

Unrest Huskie 29 70 34 4 

Nixon 75 24 22 11 

Total 47 49 27 7 

Crime Muskic 33 66 "35 4 

Nixon 65 33 22 ,! ... ~~ 10 

Total 50 47 24 11 

Taxes Huskie 34 . 64 31 6 

Nixon 68 30 19 13 

- · Total 50 44 25 10 

Bussing Huskie 39 57 31 7 

Nixon .64 31 21 11 

Total 55 41 28 7 

Environment Huskie 39 58 34 4 

Nixon 73 25 24 8 

Total 60 37 26 8 

Race Muskie 41 57 33 5 

Nixon 82 16 23 10 

Total 62 35 26 10 

Inflation Huskie 44 55 34 4 

Nixon 85 14 21 12 

Total 66 32 25 9 

Vietnam Huskic 47 52 34 4 

Nixon 90 8 19 14 

Total 63 33 29 5 

Health Care Huskie 50 48 35 3 

Nixon 80 17 26 7 

Total 66 30 29 6 

Education Muskie 54 44 36 3 

Nixon 82 16 25 7 

Total 77 20 26 9 

Defense Huskie 70 29 34 5 

Nixon 90 8 21 12 
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D (Con t 'd.) 

Perccnt~~e Ratinp, Nixon 

Huslde Nixon Total 
Voters Voters Voters 

Heck 17% 10% 15% 
Neutral 27 22 24 
Aggressive 54 66 58 

Unjust 36 4 21 
Neutral 28 19 23 
Just 33 75 51 

Incompetent 36 6 22 
Neutral 22 10 16 
Competent 40 82 58 

Reserved 55 30 42 
Neutral 20 · 23 20 ..___.. Frank 22 45 33 

Lacks Humor 47 18 33 
Neutral 19 23 21 
Sense of Humor 32 56 42 

Old Fashioned 45 25 35 
Neutral 26 27 27 
Up-to-date 26 45 33 

Relaxed 22 48 32 
Neutral 20 19 20 
Tense 55 30 43 

Soft 19 16 17 
Neutral 34 32 32 
Tough 45 49 46 

Liberal 11 14 13 
Neutral 20 33 26 
Conservative 66 50 57 

New York 
J3UU3ry 4-19, 1972 
1,007 Intcrvie\vS 

Perccnta~e R3ting Huskie 

Total Huskie Nixon 
Voters Voters Voters 

9% 8% 10% 
18 22 17 
28 35 24 

4 3 6 
16 14 20 
34 47 25 

5 2 10 
13 10 17 
36 52 24 

11 13 12 
14 14 16 
29 38 24 

10 8 12 
19 21 20 
25 35 19 

12 13 13 
20 22 20 
22 30 18 

27 39 18 
18 19 20 

9 6 13 

11 10 12 
25 32 22 
.19 23 17 

28 35 26 
18 18 20 

8 10 6 

0 
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Job Approval 

Approve 

18-24 45%_ 
25-34 56 
35-41+ 48 
45-54 53 
55-64 60 
65 + 54 

Less than HS 51 
HS Grad. 59 
College 47 

Catholic 61 
~ ' Protestant 56 

JeHish 25 
Other 31 

~~TI1ite . 55 
Negro 19 

Union 47 
Non-Union 53 

Less than 5,000 38 
5-10,000 50 
10-15,000 60 
15,000 + 53 

Republican 79 
T-S .59 
Democrat 29 
}Iargina1 46 

E 

DerlDp;raphics 

Disapprove 

47% 
38 
41 
36 
30 
35 

36 
33 
42 

27 
33 
72 
56 

36 
58 

43 
36 

41 
43 
32 
42 

17 
27. 
62 
37 

1\..::u Yod\. 
January 4-19, 1972 
1,007 Interviews 

N.O. 

8% 
6 

11 
11 
10 
11 

13 
8 

11 

12 
11 

3 
13 

9 
23 

10 
11 

21 
7 
8 
5 

4 
14 

9 
17 

... _ 
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