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Commitica 1or the " clion of the rlC"lC':,'lf

MEMORANDUM . 5 July 15, 1972

}&HORALD"V FOR: : THE HONORADLLE CLARK Mac GREGOR

FROM: ' ROBERT M. TEETER

SUBJECT: Second Wave Campaign Polls

Summary

Attached are the complete summary tables for the secend wave of

polling. (With the eyception of New York and Indianz which were

purposely delayed to start after the Primary in New York and the
- State Cecrivention in Indizna). This memorandum ovtlinas some

preliminzry findingzs from this data. Ue will be doing a more
detailed znalysis during the next veek.

Based on our second wave of polls, the states can be divided into
the follcwing groups:

Ahead Close . Behind

Alabaina (+ 40) California (+ 6) Oregon (- 8)
Connecticut + 17) Michigan 1 Washington (- 4)
Illinois (+ 21) Kew Jersey + 7) Wisconsin (- 8)
Maryland (+ 19) Pennsylvania (+ 7)

- Ohio (+ 18) Missouri (- 2) .
Texas (+ 19)

The President is losing almost no Republicans, has good leads with
ticket-splitters and is cutting into the lemocrztic strength st the
rate of 25-30% in mest of the states. While his vote with the
Democrats will undoubtedly decliine, if we can rmaintain the preszent
. lead witn the ticket-splitters in the priority states, we sheould
continue to be in very good shape
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The President's support with most of the individuel’ demographic
groups Is related to trzditional party voting patterns and is
similar to that observed in the first vave., His sunport ic lowest
with young voters, those of lew incomes and low levels of education
and increases as aze, income and education level increase.
Generally, the Presidenc is trailing Hclovern by 10-157 with the
18-24 sge group, running fairly close with the 25-34 age greun and
leading him by increasing margins with the other cge greups. Vhile
he trails McGovern with union memdbers in rost states the npargin is
small. The Presidoent is receiving the support of 35-45% of union

" members.’

The President coatinues to run very well with Catholics, leadirng
McGovern in those states where we are ahead— Illineis, Maryland, Ohio,
and New Jersey. -

Our black support ranges from 47 in California to 26% in Penncylvania.
Gencrally it is in the 9-12% range.

Vietnam continues to be the single most important problem facing
the country. It has increased in inpo;talce by approximately 10%
from the first wave polls. The President's handling of the Vietnam

"situation renains at the same relatively hlga level as experiencad

on our initial polls. It should be pointed out, however, that the
majority of voters believe the correct course in Vietrnam is between
the positions advoecated by Wixon and Mefovern. Generally, it is

Ly opinion thai a wajoriiy of the voters' suppoert cf the Presideat
is directly relzted to their perception of his performance on
Vietnam.

Inflaticn is the second most important issue and the one where the
Presidoent's ratinge have decline d the most. In January the
President's ratinzs on his hendiing of inflztion were relatively
good but have decrcased gpproximately 20z in most of the states since
then., At the same time, the number of voters rating him nagatively
on this issue has increcased markedly. XNot only hasg his overall
rating en handling inflation declined during the last sixz months

but alsc very vew voters thinikk his policies heve slewed inflzation.
Approximately 75% do not thiuk f{ood price/inilation has suificicatly
sloved. Over 60X favor morc drastic steps to prevent any further rise
in food prices.

The only other issue vhere the Presideat's ratings have declined
significantly is tazes which is related to the other pocketbook
issue - inflation.
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The one issue vhere the President's vating  has sign if:l' 'ly
imnroved is druga, The rating on his handling of the 44
preblem is up about 157 since January. Apparently thls increase
results from a good deal of positive action taken during the
spring. )

The President's ratings on all of the other issues have held
relatively stecady. le continves to be rated roct pesitively

on national dafense and foreign affairs, followed by healirh care,
racial problcms, the environnent, busﬂiug, general uvarest, and
welfare. His ratings on crime and unciployment coutinue to be
quite poor.

McGovern's avareness has increased with 70-75% besing able to rate’

hiz on his ability to handle the issucs and on his vecrsonolity.

While almost all of the Fresident's ratings are highar thzu McCGovern's,
the margin over lcGovern has slipped from that which existed over
Muskie in January.

.

On national defense and Victnam withdrawal, the voters placed thea-
selves about mid-way between the President and lMcGovern. Relative
to amnesty and legalizaticen of marijuena, the voters were significantly

"closer to the President than }McGovern. When asked about the need

for basic chanje in our courntry, the need for tax reform, and
the liberalization of abortion laws, voters perecwvad fcGovern's
position a@s closer to their own than the Precident's.

On his perceived personality, McGovern does best on trust and does
poorest on strenjzth variables. The Precident's strongest attuibutes
are cxperience and trainlng, followed by trust and strength.

In light of the chooting of Governor Wallace, a question was asked on
vhether the respondents thought Presidential caudi‘ates snhould limit
their appearances because of the danger of assasination and epproxinately
607 think that the candidates should limit their appeareances ccupared
cenpured to abeut 30Z who think they should not. ;

Preliminary Cenclusions and Recommendztions

Vhile the Presicdent has very substantizl leéads over licCovern in some
states, we have to assume that with his nominaticn many Dcuccrats will
be returning to the fold znd the margin will decreace. Our canpaign
should be directed at inhibiting this trend cicna Deamocrats to the
meximum degree possible and persuading those wihe are not nsw comnitted
te vote for thoe President. As I have emphasized in the past, every
point we can zdd to the President's committed vote mow will come nuch
easier than those we have to add later in October. ’
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Our first priority chould be to recrcate those coalitions in the

priority states that have allowed Republicans to carry then in past

elections. These coalitions for various Republican candidatces are

very similar in the larger states regardless of the personzlity or

particular ideolepy of the condidate. Cenerally, this coalitien

hes concisted of ¢0-95% of the Republicens, 60-70% ¢f the ticliet-

splitters, and 15-207 of tlie Demmocraits.  The implication of this

is clesr. Ve have to maintain and increase cur lead with ticket-

splitterz " vhile retaining as much of cur Democratic support as

possitle. While we have greater opportunity to get larze shares

of the Democratic vote this year than in any other recent electionm,

1968 proves that we simply camnot count on it for our winning wmargin.

Our data indicates that theve are two basic grcups cf ticket-
splitters with vhich ve nced to be concerned. The first group

has been splitiing their ticket for some time and in recent years

have heen splitting in favor of winning Republicans. They tend to

be in the 25-50 arc group, to be somevhat better educated than the
average voter, to have slightly higher incemes than the average voter,
in general they .are from the upper middle class, and are typically
suburbanites. ' ‘

Over the years. ticket-splitters have provided the vinning margin

in most of the priority states, and they are vital to us this year.
The President did well with them in 1968 and should do wall wich them
again although some of the primary enclyses indicale Lhat Mceluvern
also has scrme appeal to them. Another imnortant characteristic of
this group is that they want to maintain their integrity as ticket
splitters and will reject a party appecal.

The sccond group are those who have only begun to split their ticket in
the past few years aud who have previously voted strzight Democratic.
Even thourh they are now cleariy ticket-splitters and are avedlable to
us in this campaign, theyv will still probably vote for & majority of
Democrats. Many of them split for Wallcce in the last election anc
many switched frem Vallace to Huuphrey late in the carpaign. This
group js lower on tha socio-cconomic scale than the first group and

age iz scoevhat less of a factor. They are oiten (but not

neccscarily) Cstholic, and in the lerge cities of the Ezast and Midwest,
ofter have cthnic backgrounds. They are cssentially the blue collar
working middle class.

*This is the grovp where we have the greatest opportunities to add

te the Presidents vete particularly egainst McGovern. It zppears

that the hizher the incowe within this group, the better the chence we
have of getting their vetes. .
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The one cormen characterlstic of these two groups, in addition to their
propensity to split their ticket, is that they are upwardly sccially
mobile. Mist of thenm have moved up a half or a2 full socizal class in
their gencration.

Vietnam and the economy, particularly inflation and taxes are the
rost important issues in the campaign and I thirk it is to our
advantage to Leep it that way. These are the issues that will be
_the most i::;oertent te the largest number of voters (particularly
ticket-splitterc). On the vhole the foreign affairs/pcace issue
corplex, Vietram is the single issue vhere we have the greatest
advantage over licCovern. We should use this advantage.

We also hel a significant advantage over any Democrats on the
inflction isgue in Jamuary but have lost ruch of that advantage now.
1f there 19 any danger siza in this data it is the decline in the
President's rzuing on inflation and taxzes. These will be important
jissues to rany ia decidinz how to vote and we should move immcdiately
to rcestsblich our advantazz with them. The President should consider
further acticn to deal with inflation and food prices, .and I think he
should decfinitel¥ male a statement on taxes, particularly property

tax velief, in the Fall. The data indicates that McGovern is™smot
perccivad to be as far out as we might think on taxes, and we can not
rick lesing this issun to him. Certainly more exnosure of ths

extreme elements - f McCovern's tax proposals wouldn't hurt. The

unexp loynent facet of LEi issue does not concern we too much, if the
situation coatinces to iuprove slo"]y Even thouzh the President's
ratings on it are leouw, thare simply is not any evidence of large
nuzbevs of people voting azainst the President -because of uncrmployment.
I realize, heoizever, that this may not be true in some local areas such
as Seccttle aad Southern Czlifornia.

The proble:m of low ratinzs on the drug probleam has apparently been
solved., This is particularly significant beceausc it appears to be an
indication of waat a vigorcus projraa caa produce.

wo other issues which we should keep track of and handle with care
are the geaerzl issue of cocial chenge and abortioun., A large majority
think that v2 nced some fuadanental changes in cur governmental and
econumic egystaeni, To sone degree they sce McGovern in faver of the
change and the President azainst it. Ve should be perceived as being in
favor of rospunsivle chance while labeling licGevern as represactiig
radical, irgcayUhalnl change. .

On abortien the voters split about even in temms of being favor or
opposed to the liberalization of those laws. The President has
alrcady received a numicr of votes on this issue but I doubt if
there are many more availsble without beginning to lose some votes.
I would recemmend that we simply avoid the issue now.
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With regard to McGovern, it appears that his perception is being set
right now &nd I think we should introduce soi:e negatives into this
proccssy although it should be done very carefully. If possible,

by discuchainted Demeccrats or the press. It is important that anythiag
ve say only emphasize the extrenism of his positions and not attack
hin personally. There are many voters with vhom the main issue is a
desire for calmness and return to a more peaceful orderly way of life
vhich is what the administration has been doing. If we are strident
in attacking McCovern, we are going to be seen as adding to the
unrest rcther than dissipating it. This, in my judgement, was one

of the nain problems with the 1970 campaign., Also, if we push
McGovern hiard con his prograas he is going to have to explain and
defend thow, which in the Califcrnia primary put him at his worst.

He is alsou going to have to do this before he has a chance to
prepare @nd switch to move palatable positions., Our strategy simply
should be the obvious one of monopolizing the center, while pushing
him to the cxtreme left. ’






