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~ SUBJECT: Priority.Areas for Drug Programs 

~ 
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As we'discussed by telephone, this memorandum will outline those 
areas of the country where some special emphasis of the adminis­
tration's drug programs would aid in improving public perception 
of the President in handling this problem, and eventually will 

.help the President's voting strength. 

Regardless of the record, the President is seen as significantly 
less able to ha~dle drug problems than pis opponents by those who 
are able to rate.the candidates: 

Ratings of Candidates 
iie:u1ullug u£ Drug Problem~ 

No 
Positive Negative Opinion 

Nixon 1 38% 55% 7% 
:Huskie!f 33 13 54 
Kennedy 49 26 25 

As you can see, the above table shows a higher percentage of negative 
rating than positive for the President's handling of drug problems. 
On the other hand, the Democratic opponents receive considerably 
more favorable ratings than negative. This identical finding was 
also evident in a Louis llarris issue poll conducted in October, 1971. 

y At the time our studies were conducted, Muskic was the President's 
strongest opponent. The issue data changes ve·ry slowly and 
although Huskie's position has eroded significantly since this 
study, the data is still useful to provide comparisons against 
the President on issues, Up-to-date information on the top 
contenders will be collected in our second wave of research. 
Othcr·rescarch leads us to conclude there has been very little 
chan£e in the President's ratings on the handling of drug 
problems over the past several. non.ths, 
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The Presi:lc::t 's rnt.in~ vnries consid<.:t·nhl)· by ·gcor,r-aphicnl··area and 
I have attac~cd a priority list (sec Attach~ent A) of those areas 
we would suggest where special cr::?hasis \o~ould be most productive. 
Several criteria were used in selecting the priority areas. First, 
we considered those areas where the President's. ratings were signif­
icantly worse than the national average. Second, we limited our 
list to those areas \o~hcre we felt additional effort would improve . 
the President's voting strcn1;th, giving special \-Teight to those 
'States \·lith large electoral votes. Areas of the country where the 
President \·7as far ahead or behind in the trial heats were not in­
cluded in the priority list. I have.also included two lists of·· 
those cities in your 35 target areas where the program will be less 
beneficial. (See Attachment A.) 

The following three areas require special attention. 

New York City (and suburbs) 
Philadelphia 
Baltimore Hetropolitan Area 

In each of these above areas, two-thirds or more of the voters give 
the President a negative rating on his handling of drugs. In 
Baltimore it appears that the drug problem also contributes to the 
President's low rating on the handling of crime and may partially 
account for the high mention of crime problems in the Baltimore area. 

·~ 
Each of the priority areas \·7ould benefit from any promotions which 
explain the existing drug programs, especially those which tie the 
President to these programs. For your reference I have inc!uded this 
pamphlet from ll.I:.'ri. which has baan ve1.-y affective in this ragard. 
Personal appearances in the priority areas by surrogate speakers 
would also be beneficial. Van Shucway of our press section and 
Bill Novelli associated 'o~ith the Comr:littee and the November Group 
could provide assistance in developing your programs and obtaining 
additional publicity. 

Generally, the public should be responsive to federal government 
programs. 46% of the voters view the federal government as the one 
most responsible for solving drug problems. 

Those Host Responsible 
to Solve· Drug Problems 

Federal Governcent 
State Government 
Local Government 
Schools 
Parents 
No Opinion 

46% 
18 
20 
15 
43 

8 

The analysis from a Louis.Harris poll.regnrding drug abuse is also 
• attached for your reference. (See Attachment B). 

Follo\ving our second ,.,ave of polls to be completed July 15, 1972, 
I ,.,ill provide an upd:1tc of the findings outlined in this memorandum • 
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1. 
2. 
3. 
·4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 

Special Area Priorities 
To Improve Perception 

of the President in 
Handling Drug Problems 

Nm-t York City and suburbs 
Philadelphia Metro 
Baltimore Nctro y 
Sa~ Francisco/Los Angeles Metro 
Portland 'Het~ 
Ne\-lark Hetro 
Aust.in Hetro and Mid-Texas 
St. Louis Hctro 
San Diego Hetro 
~!il~.:aukee Metr~ 
Dallas/Fort Worth Metro 
Cleveland Hctro 
Pittsburgh Metro 

~/ Secondarily Monterey, Santa Barbara, 
Sacramento and Stockton. 

2/ Secondarily rest of New Jersey. 

1.1 Secondarily Racine/Kenosha. 
• 

. ,, 

ATTACHME.IT A ,_ 

'citiHs Where Drug 
Prog1:am Will have 

Somd Effect But 
Less·than Priority 

Areas 

Indiunapolis, Indiana 
Buff:1lo, New York 
ChiC'; 1go, Illinois 
Cinc::.nnati, Ohio 
Col4&tbus, Ohio 
Dct1•:•it, Michigan 
Hous,:on, Texas 
Kansas City, Missouri 
San J,ntonio, Texas 
Seat;:le, Washington 
Rocr~~!ster, New York 
Tole~to , Ohio 

•• 

Cities Where Drug Abuse 
Program Has Only Small 
Effect on President's 
Overall Voting Strength 

Atlanta, Georgia 
Miami, Florida 
Washington, D.C. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
Boston, Massachusetts 
Denver, Colorado 
New Orleans, Louisiana 
Phoenix, Arizona 
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ATTACII:!I:tn• ll - -;------. 
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Dru~; nb·.t.: l: probl era-; ~ere '\•ol untccn"l by 25~: of the l'ublic <:S b.cinz 

;~conr. the t\.-o or t!11·<-e Lig~c~t problc~~.s conft·ontiu~ the country tod<!y • Tl-.P. 

survey prot.cd for the :;pccHics. 

One key urea d<:ilt \~ith the way usrrs of :!lJ.cr.nl dntf,S should l.•c 

handled. · liy a lop~ic:ed 73 to ll.~' r;argin, a heavy taajority o!: the people 

opted for "givin;; '~ "'Ileal ancl ~tcntsl trcatucnt" to drut~ u.;crs rather than 

"stHJ prison ten~,;". 1'hc w .r.cr:i.ty of n:; \1Cre askc~l whcth:!r. t:hcy I~Ould 

still feel the sc:J.:- '-'<lY .if scn.:linr. druc users to p::-ison mit;ht tr.::!ke hardened 

criciuals out of tr . .:.nr younr. · p~c:>plc. A substr.ntial 674 said th.:!:J would' no i: 

c.hanr.c tho:: lr vic. I>=>. But 11l:cn ' the 73i~ majority \."f't'C nsked if, by "gi•1ln~ 

medicai t:nti 1!;(<1\Lal trcat:r.~nt to drus uset:f', it meant cncou1·:-.cinr, yot!ng peo-

ple to violate the la~1 by uslng illc.-~;al druf;s", 4%: of t:hcru :;tuck by their view's, 

and 397. sa.id . tlw~· ~1,,ultl then not op;.•ose stiff pris.;:,n tNl:IS. 1'hc rernainir.g 12i: 

1o1ere unJccicc.:d . 
.. 

LOUIS IIA~I:I~ A:<n AHOCJATf'. Jl'C. 

Oh~rv~ti.£!!!.: 

'..lll.m tr,., quc.;don is posed in tc.-rms of a choice between 
"cncourilr,e::t<:nt of illegal drug usaue" vcrsuo; "making 
hardened crirdm;ls of drug users", the division narrc\;s 
nlthouch th(.! baL.:nce. i.i still in fllvor o.C tr.orc moderate 
th:tn tol•~h tr,;,rit::·~nt. The l:ey recson i!: that the in­
stinct of the· najori ty is to seck O(tt · posi tivc approaches 
in har.dlinu drug usei:!: rnther t:h:.n sir.·.;Jly to "crack dol.'ll11

• 

This ob~crvetion is reinforced by the ans~:ers civen by the public 

.• 
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Q.Sf-2 to a ser:i:rs of altc·n:ativcc put to the 957. of the sample who felt that con-
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trollin& dru~ ebu::e was a "serious proble:::". l'hc top three choices were : 

"la\.·s on drug pu!'hers arc too n:~sy" (437.) , "younn people should be better 

educated on drrcr." (32:?.), ~nd "hard drugs !rom· nbroad should be cut off by 

those countries" (30:n. E::~eq;ini; nc:·:t in line. ~:as the option of "lraws on 

drur. us'.!rs a:-c· too ~n~y", cit~.! by 2!:'~, but this is b:llanccd off by "oore 

dru3 rc.-l •i.!bllit:, tlc.n prog~n· . :; · .:~ .; ·o\cc:lcd", mentioned by 21,:(. 

Obr._r~Lr.'.!!: 

t,'hcrc the f, ;r.(!':'J.c:;n pc,o;>le ~.· ::nt to ··cct tout:h on the sub-
ject: of cin !:::·: i:: \:ith the pc!:hc:.s and th ·~ fo:-cir,n cou:H:rh•s 
1.:ho tcnc-r;.: r' il :. ru dn:r,.r. t:>;c:! in this countr)'• StC'ps hy the 
AC:t~:! r. t ! : :::-;a f ~·n ~.a t l :n:~ ll.i :· c-c t i en,; , colq• Jt·,J ~~it h ex tens i v c 
l" Cii:t~il!. ~ -- . t ; "" pr~';::· ::• .:5,~· .~l: ld !.it: the ccn,·~cl dcs ir"s of the 
J'UUJ.iC Cll : h : ~; hil~l:l;; tCil :l: <:nd (' ;,·nti .. aal b;tt not }•OJitic:tlly­
Cl'i<'ni l'<l i. !:!.\!( ' . 
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O!d Age should not be a time of endings, but 

a time of new beginnings-not a time for stopping, 

but a time for new starts. 

\\'hat we muse· build in this countr}·-among 

all of our people--is a new attitude toward old 

a.;c; an attitude which insists that there can be 

no retirement from living, no retirement from 

citizenship. 

There is one thing I know about· the older 

,senera:ion in America. They believe in this coun­

try. They have fairh in this country. They have 

the moral strength. and character chat we need, 

that all Ar.iericans need. 

... old :l~e wnich should be a time of pride and . 

fulfillment-pride and fl!!lillmcnt looking back 

::r.d lookin.r; forward-is too often a time of isola­

cion and wichdrav;al. Rather chan being a time of 

ci~r.i:y, it is ofrcn a t!n~e of disappointment. And 

the srowing separation of older Americans also 

mc;JnS chat we arc net taking full advamase of a 

trl·mcr.dous n:servoir of skill and wisdom and 

moral scren,gch that our Nation desperately needs t~ 

at :his moment in its histc·ry. 

. . . we need you. \Y/e nee,) your experience. \Yic :i 

need your perspective. Abl)ve all, we need your ;; 

sense of values, becau:;c you know this can be a - '.1 

strong nation militaril}', ic is the strongest nation ·· 

in the work!; it can be a strong nar:on cconom- · :1 
ically. It is. \Y/e arc the richest nation in the ,. 

world. And it can be an e:npty shell if we forget ;j 
chat those moral and spiritual values, to which 

your generation is so deeply committed, are also :·1 
ili~ ~ 

d 

•.. the generation over 65 is a very special group 

which faces very ~pccial problems-it deserves 

very special attention. 

•• : we are making dcterm ~ned efforts to improve 

the financial position of o•Jr older citizens. 

. . . we have proposed tho:.c th.c Federal Govern­

ment place a floor un<.!cr the income of every 

senior citizen in America. ''II c have proposed th:lt 

Social Security bcndits for widows be raised. \YI e 

have called for an automati:: cost of living increase 

in Social Sectlrity to make certain chat monrhly 

payments will keep up wirh inflation. 

The fact char many older people may no_t be 

active members of the labor force does not mean 

chat they should be ,·cnicd a fair share of our 

growing productivity. 

, .. 
~J 

t1 
F~ 
.~ 

i! 
: I 
~) 
J 
>I 
:I ;: 
·' ii 
n .... 
~, t ,, 
q 
I. 
1;1 
•I 

~ i .. 
t·! 

i1. 
f{ 
fl 

;J 
H 
~ i 
ll 
:1 
· I 
)j 

Only through revenue sharing, whcr_e the Fed-· ;j 

era! Government ·shares its revenues :y.'ith the . !) 
Stares, arc we soing to stop the rise in latal prop- ~~ 

erty taxes in chis qJUnrry, which is eating into the !i 
budget of every retired person who owns his own ;:; ,, 
~~ H 

:1 
l;j 

We have co srop discrimination in this country 

against older people who wane co work. The ci:r.e 

has come tO raise the ceiling on how rn~:ch a 

person c:~n c:;.rn while receiving Social Sw.:ritj' . 

The time has come co increase the amount of 

Social Security he can keep when his earnin.;s 

exceed that ceiling. 

... if there is any single institution in this country 

chat symbolizes the tragic isolation and shJ:ncful 

neglect of older Americans, ... it is the subsrand­

ard nursing: home, and there arc some. Se:nc are 

unsanitary. Some arc ill-equipped. Some are over­

crowded. Some are undersraficd ... 

... we should take notice of this problem ...• 

I have asked the \\1hitcHousc Conference to give 

particular aHcnrion to it. One thing you can be 

sure, I do nm believe that MtdicaiJ and Medicare 

funds should go· to substandard nursing hor:1cs 

in chis coumry and subsidize them. 

;·~ :': * 
I am confident that our Federal, Stare, and loc;l 

government, working together with the priYate 

sector, can do much to transform the nurs:r.g 

home--for those who need it, and of course, there 

arc those who do not need it or wam it-transform 

it into an inspiring symbol of comfort and hope. 

..!. -·~ .).,. ,, , .. ,.. 

The time has co111c for a new attitude coward 

old age in America. The time has come w close 

the gap becwtcn our older citizens and rhesc w!10 

are nor old. The way co do this, I bc!ic\'e, is ro 

stop regarding older Americans as a ·burden and 

scare regarding them as a resource for .t\:r.erica. 
_,_ .. ' : .. ,, ,. " 

. . .· I am particularly looking forward to the 

White House Conference on Asi:1g beer this year. 

... This confere:'ICC promises new and fresh ic!cas. 

We want your ideas ... 

.. · 
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All who take p:m in this conference and in the 
Sracc confcrcnc<:s . . .: can be sure that we will 
welcome recommendations. \\/c are going to give 
them our closest consideration. 

. . . ~ ... • ... ,.. •\ ,., 

The ancient Greeks said that we could count 
no man's life happy until" the end of it. For if any 
m;;n is to live a ;ood life. in the most complete 
sense, the!'l his l:m:r }'Cars must also be years of 
fulfill:nem. As we pursue this go:tl and break 
awar the barriers to full participation for those 
v;~o arc old today, we will also break them away 
for those who will be old tomorrow. 

: .# ~· .... ··}: 

I call radar for a new alliance in this country 
bcrwecn Americans who are under 65 and those 
who arc O\'er 65. 

The Arr.c:rican community will be incomplete 
witho~Jt the full p:trricipario!'l of every American. 
For .C;lch _;!Cncrarion h:;.s irs unique role to play 
in ti:e unfok!ing drama of America. 

let us rhe:J put aside the things which would 
divide ~.:s-suspicion, co:~dcscension, rcsemmcnt 
and indifference. let us join to~erher across the 
N:1tion a::d make oursd\'CS an even greater 
America as we mO\'e forward together. 

C2L/~ 
) 

Ex<erp:J /.-om r<mJrkJ bJ :be· PrcJidc,;t 111 t/11 }oi,;l Co11/er· 
tr.t~ n/ l"·:o~ri:Jit.:l Rc:ira! T'acbtrl Assati4:ioll 111:J Amtri&~tn 

Anoci .. :ivn fl/ Retirtd PtrJoru. Chie•go,lllhtois-}un• 25,1971. 

DHEW Publiacion No. (SRS) 72-20201 

GPO : Ull 0-441•111 
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