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-~ MEMORANDUM : September 22, 1972

.

Digitized from Box 65 of the Robert Teeter Papers at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library

Committee for the Re-election of the President

—Gmwm :

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE HONORABLE CLARK MacGREGOR

FROM: ' S ROBERT M. TEETER
TED J. GARRISH

SUBJECT: Updated Issues and Appearances Data

Attached is a series of tables which summarizes the issue data,
the current strength of the ticket, and the President's and
Vice-President's areas of strength and weakness by local area
in each of the priority states. , / g
1 o
* On each sheet, the state and each ADI is given a ticket rating
. which.approximates how well the ticket is doing in each area. The
lgtters refer to the following code: '

Ticket Rating , ' , L i

= Ticket is running extremely well. :
The ticket is strong but not as good as the AAA rating,
We are in good shape now but slippage may cause some
problems later. . , ‘ .o
The President is slightly ahead. - : :
.-We are in a neck and neck race. : S
We are behind. . S B
We are in very bad shape in the area. ‘ P :

o~

tjuow b;E

LI B RY |

The appfoval code shows how well the President and Vice-President

are perceived in handling their jobs. Each area is classified using
the following codes:

A * Areas vhere the candidate's favorable job approval
substantially exceeds his disapproval ratings.

B = Areas where the candidate receives more favorable job
approval ratings than disapproval.,

——————

1/ ADI indicates Area of Dominant Influence for television media market. '

Determined to be an . L A
Administrative Marking

Byﬁ_Nm Dete_2/%/5 41+
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Cc = Areas where approval and disapproval are relatively equal.
D = Areas where the disapproval ratings exceed the approval
ratings. R .

The President's rating is listed before the slash and the Vice~
President's rating is after. (e.g. Nixon/Agnew rating) i
- We have included issue information for each state and ADI. The -
numbers listed under the column "Imp." indicate the percentages of
respondents who mention that issue as one of the top three in in-
fluencing how the voter would decide for President. Under the
colum labeled "RN", we have shown two figures for each issue. The
top number is the percentage of the respondents rating the President's
handling of the issue positively while the bottom number shows the
percentage giving the President a negative rating on his handling of
the issue. The issues which are circled indicate those issues in an -
ADI which are mentioned by 6% or more voters as important. Some
special emphasis of that issue in the ADI would be helpful.

As you can see, the ratings shown are very optimistic. However,
because our calculations involve television media markets the areas -
are very large. - In several parts of these markets, there are areas.
where the President remains weak and that require special attention.
They are: ' '

California - Monterey

o S . San Francisco
Sacramento
Stockton
los Angeles
Salinas
Illinois - Chicago
- Marylan = Baltimore .
' Michigan - Detroit
. Flint
* Saginaw
Bay City
Missouri - St. Louis
- Kansas City
New York - Manhattan
Buffalo
New York City
Syracuse
Rochester
Ohio - Toledo
- Cleveland
Akron
Canton

Lima




do o e

. . -3=

‘»3 Pennsylvania - .Philadelphia
T Pittsburgh : .
Texas - Houston
* : Corpus Christi
. : Wisconsin - - Milwaukee
. o _ . Madison

Racine/Kenosha/
Rock/Walworth Counties

The above list does not .change our opinion that we should direct
our efforts towards high ticket-splitting areas. However, as
this group of polls has shown our strength appears to be at a
very high level in most of the high ticket-splitting areas, which
may be our maximum support. Therefore, most of our efforts in
these areas should be directed at reinforcing our present
support. At the same time our greatest potential to add votes

is in the places where we are weakest now.

-
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NATIONAL TICKET RATING: AA . ' . .

APPROVAL RATING n/As A/A L .

Ticket Rating A AAA A AAA AA M A AN AA A AA AA AMA A

Approvsl Rating W/A AR A/A AR AIA AIA AA B/ AA JV; ) AJC AN - NA -AJA Ald
Watfonnl  Alnhama_  Calif.  Gonn. . JFilinets. Meryland wichigan Missours M. I, NewYork _Ohlo  __Pa._. Jexato wtscensin
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. . . Sc‘rtr-ln‘lf. %.12,1972
y _ . : T 798 Intervicvs .
State Ticket Ratings AAA . ' : ’ '
Approval Rating N/A: A/A . . AAA AAA A
, : ' . A/A . AIA ‘MA
. ’ ’ Ticket Rating MA AAA ) g . . Hunteville-
Approval Rating N/A AN . AN m . ”ﬁ Pecatuc-
. - ) . . Florencw
. ”1 ‘ Moh{le= f . Chattancoga=
Pensacola/ S » Columbus, Atlanta,
' _Meridian _  _Montgomery = _ Dothan _  _Georgls = Ceorsin _  _Plruinches . Total
Isp. RN Imp, RN Imp, BN Imp, RN =, BN Icp, RX Iep, RS ]
Vietnanm 77 . 8s . 88 * 9 81 s0 84 e 8
. 9 25 ¥ 0 B 10 s 7 18 15 15
Inflation \ 59 6 - 68 83 a % an s S
_ @ 3 T 1 33 . 2 g 38 3 2
Crime . 58 71 ) ‘u . 72 66 o1 63 16 65
36 41 37 24 k1 29 36 16 2 n O 3 ‘ N
Unenployment 62 7 Con 87 ) 68 7 2 20 19
.. s 2 g L T A 7 g @® % 27 28
' Druge 8 ] o ss 62 W a3 8 .4 90
S ¥ a4 - P 2 @ 2 8 3 38 40 38
v, Texes . 6 - 56 6 " 6 8 - a2 8 . a2 0
. . @ 3 A" B q 0 2 * u % » .
) ' Bustng ) a 0 s6 s1 63 w ¥ 1 56 T
: N g5 LN (D] 2 @ a7 n 3 a2 ]
Realth Care s 75 78 @ 75 " 9% 10 86 12 84 12 8:
R . : 23 ' 16 25 6 12 - . 14 1
- : ] . - : :
Lo Kational Defense 8 ‘75 94 . 79 84 83
: . - s 8 @5 0 3 @®@% B Mo ®o1s
Race Problems 6  nap N 56 7 7 M gy 88 2 8
2 g, T g0 2 g 19 7o 30 29
ISSUES: L ADI_SPECTAL PMPFASTS SSUPS .
. Victnan \ . '
. ; . Drugs . . . .
Inflation Mobile- © Inflation
Crice . . Pensacols/ Taxes _ ¥
Taxes N, ¢ Moridians .
: v ) * Montgomerxy $ Taxes
. . : . ’ National Defense
b Health Cave ¢ .
- ) f. o Nothan ¢ . Dewgn . '
! Busing .
A National Defense’
-t . - ’ Nuntuville= Viotnua
. Decatur- ! Unemployment
Florence/
* Chattanocoga=-
P ' Atlanta,
it * Ceorgiag ‘
* T Birmingham c:i;o
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. . : ' California
o . Septerler 5-11, 1472
L . : LB Interviove
Srate Tieket Patings A .
Approval Rating N/A: A/B

Ticket Roting AA o A M L _ AM Y N c A
Approval Rating K/A AJA A/B AlJA c/d AlA c/p /D c/d ’ AlB
¢ ADL . Santa Barbara/ Salinas San Chico/ Sacrazento/
. : San Dicgo Lon Anpcles funta Maria Monterey o rresno Francisco Reddiny Stockton Total
Imp. EM Joo. RE 0 Imp. RE Iep, EX Isp. BN Isp. BN Imp, RY Iop. EBE | lmpe RN
Viotnam 0 . 68 82 6 79 st 65 58 n
&) 10 56 5 e B @ 5% 8. 2 38 3 7 a 5 35
Inflation 59 $3 : 46 . 46 46 1] S6 42 51
8 3 a 35 B 5 B 5 7 4 2 5 “w I 56 a
Crize w68 : 3 . M S8 %2 55 ss LT 53 | s
. N.y - N W ® a2 B n Ef) 8 B 5 2 4 3B
w5 g w3 @F e w§ e @F & i
Drugs 55 ) 53 58 52 ’ 52 - 43 ) 41 &4 . S0 .
‘ ® 3 LB @ 3 LTI @a  ®owe 27 59 2 58 0w
. ) . . . . .
Taxes 4 48 A 48 s2 .36 6 ) 42 - 27 3 - 45
.o 2 B e g .30 e 3 3 3% g » .5 a2 3 5
Busing 63 8 - 64 30 49 gt 36 Al s2 s6
8 3 b @ 27 0 5 ® 3 LIt 3 56 6. ooy
wmer .z wg »§ @% =i i @& OF @25
Xationsl Defgase  ,y 86 a B % % a P n A n 6 5o n 3 n
. Race Problems _ 69 64 67 ss 79 39 50 & 63
_ 28 20 3% . 12 4 a2 @ 6 12 @» M A n 5
ISSUESS » AD1 _SPECTAL FMPRASTS JSSUES
Vietnan . ‘ San Diego? Vietnam - ) Fresnos Drugs *
Inilation : Drugs . * Tuxes
Uncoploysent - S Race Problems . Crine
Taxes c . . Busing
Crine ’ . Santa Bacrbara/ -
N Santa Marias Uncuployment San Prancisco: Race Problcms
. Crimo
. o Drugs Chico/Redding: Inflation
‘ ’ Busing R Unexployment
. Health Care
. Salinas/ . _ ' . *
. Monterey: . Vietnam Sacramento/

Health Caze . Stockton: Health Care

T ————————



. . - o~ . . .
. . . . .
-

&nnecti'cuc

State Ticket Ratinm: AAA o . " Scptomber S-11, 1972
" Approval Rating N/A: A/A . . ' . 612 Interviews
Tickee Rating . AM - ML A AN
Approval Rating N/A Al A/A AN © A/A
. Ant . . Nartford/ : ’
New York New liaven Providence Total
Imp. RN Top. RN C O Imp. RN Imp. RN *
Vietnem - , 76 : 76 -\ 81 77
P L 60 2 @ 15 1 22 .
Inflation’ 56 : 56 ' 59 , 57 .
g 45 3¢ L3 S 0 40 48 3
Crime 50 . 60 - 37 56
: @35  a g B s ¥y | )
. Ugemployment . 46 . 46 46 ex - 45 ) " .
) 37 4 5 g ST .
: prugs 45 50 ~ 48 . .. 49
- 39 48 3 a 38 LY
. Taxes o 50 . 54 . 54 53 . .
. 0 74 36 5, 39 3 3 12
o Busing 54 60 49 57’
| | 3 03 2 2z 0 3 2 .
Baalth Care ‘ 60 . : 69 : 54 66
8 2 "9 a3 6 36 LY
©* National Defense 74 81 69 . 77 R
. - | @ 4 2 g 18 16y, -
Race Problems 67 n 61 70
17 2 % 2% . 2z 15 9
ISSUES: - ’ ' - ADI SPZCIAL, EMPHASIS ISSUES
e Victnam . ’ . . ﬁew York: Crime .
Inflation . ’ : “National Defense .
. Unciployment * . .
Drugs : . Providence: Victnam
i . Taxcs ) ’ . . Unemployment
' * . : . . Drugs
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. : ' : : I1linols

State Ticket Ratingt AA . ‘ : .
: - September 5-13, 1972
Apprwal. Rating /A3 . A/A 797 Intervies
Ticket Rating - m & M MA A - M
:Bgrwnl Rntin;‘.ltIA AlA . A/A . AJA ) N AA - )
Springfield- : . . .
* Decatur= . ’ b
Chawpaign/ |
Pavenports . Peoria/Paducah~
Rock loland Cape Ciradeau= Y
Moline/ Marrisburg/ :
" Rockford . St uie Evansville Chicaco Total
A Inp, M Iop, B . Jup, B Isp, M Inp, RN
Vietnan 80 69 2 68 - 70 .
57 1 % 2 L g . 61 a5
e . : .
. ’ Inflation 61 57 © 68 sé s8
) , 9 43 a2 3 8. 5 T 9 3o ]
. ' * Crime L ‘671 1. 65 " 53 56
.o, . s ) ¥ s ¥ 33 3 s 7 a
. " Unemployment 66 4 6 1. ss T .
. | 3 39 13w 8 5 ' : LA » 3 . i
Drugs o\ 53 “w 59 52 53
/ S _ ® 3% 54 @ 3 23 3 7 s
' ) Taxes .~ 62 . o % 6 ay 48 " s0
_ A 4 ® 3 -9 g 37 5 7 s
’ Busing : 66 ‘ 46 517 60" 59
L+ - by 5.3
" Hoslth Care 88 59 . 7 69 72
- TH . % Tw - Mo * s
National Defense 90 62 ’ 83 ‘ 79 80 . .
. 2 L 2 % Rt 18 .
Race Problems 8 . A4 68 59 62 )
:. 13 ¢ n g - 8 5 20 35 1 5 R ~
. oo
JSSUEST o ADY SPECTAL FMPHASTS JSSUES
Victnam » Daveaport~Rock Taland ¢ .
Inflation . Mollne/Ruckfords Drugs .
Crime * ' ’
Taxes 8t. Louis? Vietnam °
Unesployment Taxes
. ' Drugs
, Springfield-Decatur= °
. Champaign/Peorial
' Paducah-Cape Giradeau=~ :
Harrisburg/Evansville: Drugs -~

o e
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. State Ticket Rating:  Ap . o, S Maryland
Approval Ratiug N/A: AA - :88t;:ber i—s, 1972
) . . . terviews
‘Ticket Rating - M : MA ’ AA O AA
Approval Rating N/A A/A A/A¢ A/A T A/A
A1 Baltimore Salisbury Washington D.C. Total
Imp. RN © Imp, RN . JImp. RN Imp, RN . .
Vietnam 74 . ap - 88 75 "y 75
: 0 2 387y 24 51 95
Inflation 58 n éo0 59
A 29 29 40 35 83 5
) ° Crime 52 67 .65 58 | '
| 59 6 S0 55 55 .32 58 %o
Unemployment 54 ' 67 6 . . .5 55
Lo S I DR+ LA 8 %
Drugs . 51 63 59 58
s 3B G 5 .3 38 B a3
Taxes . 52 71 57 55
' @ 12 9 Lt .
Bustng 61 58 ; ) 60
. 8 3 o3 . 4o 38 8 ¥
Nealth Care - 75 y 79 72 - ‘ 74
' 22 17 L T R
Netional Defense 84 . 92 ’ 85 , 8
B @ % . ¥ 2 0B
Race Problems 63 : 71 66 66
A 19 3 20 2 18 3 18 3
[N o . ’ .
. ISSUES: : ADT _SPECTAL FMPHASIS TSSUES
Crime : ., Baltimore: Taxes : .
Vietnam ’
Inflation R ' . Salisbury: Drugs
Drugs . S . Urenployment
Taxes L ' ‘ National Defense
: Health Care

Washington, D.C.: Vietnam

: ‘. ’ . . . e ., Busing




Michigan . s
September 5-7, 1972
State Ticket Rating: A 804 Interviews

Approval Rating N/A: B/C

AA i B

Ticket Rating . c AAA AAA AAA A
Approval Ra
Agg iting N/A  C/D . A/A | c/p o f ) A/A A/C A/B B/C
* ' " . Flint~ » Grand Rapids- . Traverse
. Saginaw~ Kalumazoo/ Cicy~ Marquette/
Detroit Lansing Bay City Chicago Cadillac Creen Bey Total
Imp, RN Jmp, RN . -1Imp. RN, Jmp, RN JImp, RN . Imp. RN Jmn. RN |
Vietnaa : 56 7 eg 64 : % 71 88 .- 62
, 51 23 . 56 g 58 46 > 27 63 4, 56" 3
Inflation S TO 54 8 . 68 75" 56 53 ’
; 2 g . 40 G M0 39 3 o 2 g 7 .
Crime : : 42 52 46 61 n 69 49
S " S S 7 s %3 B . b 3 50
[} . o .. .o .
Unemployment: 3 . 54 44 . 50 ‘ 58 &4 - N 43
8 a % e -3 56 R ¥ a2 56 A 56 .
Drugs ' 3 46 YRR ' 51 61 69 3 .. .
2 4 3 s B 53 ¥ - 27 5 3 ¥ s
Taxes ‘ 41 48 & 52 ' 63 . 50 46
2 5 B 5 52 4 s % . % 5 37 53
" Busing ' 49 TR 52 : 62 . 63 81 52
: 50 20 &3 12 s -1’ 3 37 % T
Health Care ) 61 75 64 76 7n 56 6
- T 3% @25 9 93 5 a 5 29 o LAY
National Defense 68 7 67 . 8% - 8s 88 ia T3
o1 g 23 ¢ n 16 1° 14 ¢ 13 1325
Race Problems 59 s4 55 13 I 59 81 55
B 20 46 é i 20 2 b on ° 19 ¥ a3
ISSUES: AD1 SPECTAL EMPHASIS ISSUES
Vietnam ' Detroits Busing - Grand Rapids-Kalamazoo/
Unemployment : . Chicago: National Defense
Inflation Lansing: National Defense .
Taxes . Health Care Traverse City-Cadillact Vietnam
Drugs Inflation
Flint~-Saginaw~ - Taxes
. Bay City: Taxes
.. Race Problens Marquette/Green Bay: Unexployment
- Q Drugs
7 Health Care




Missouri

State Ticket Rating: . M ) .
Scptesbor $-7, 1972 :

-t o

Approval Rating N/As  AJA - .
PP 8 W/ 800 Intorvicws
» .
. Ticket Rating A A - A A AA
Approval Rating N/A  A/B A/A AJA AL R V/ N
ADz Sprinpficld/ ’ s
: Paducah~Caps :
Cirardeau~ Columbia~ o - - : 4
Harrisburg/ Jefferson -
Joplin-Pitts~ City/Quincy= Kansas City/
St, louis burgh/Memphis  lanaibal $t, Joseph Total
top, RN Imp, RH ° Imp. RE Imp, RN _Imp, BN
Vietnan T n © 15 s 0
51 27 1oy 56 2 4 % .
Inflation 59 58 61 62 60
41 %o T ® 5% 3 'y 43 5
Crime ss 61 65 62 60
® & % 3 ¥ 5 ¥ g 0 3 .
Unenmploymwent 50 66 64 : 61 58
. ® & LY % 3 B % B
Drugs . s4 60 - 59 .6k s8
: 8 s ¥ 3 # 3 W g 7 4
Taxes 2 58 ® 2 6 5 58 5 38
40 It 30 a a0
Busiag 59 56 62 56 8
) n oy ¢ € 2 " % 36
Health Care 12 74 76 b2t 3.
B 2 n a n g 16 5 LI 1
National Defcnse 18 81 86 81 8L -,
2 21 N 20 16 : 2 12 2 16 2 17 ot
Race Probless 63 n . 73 68 67
20 3 n oy ¢ M g n 3 v o
» H ",
: SSUES: . ADI SPECIAL BMPHASIS ISSUES
Vietnon 8t. Louls: Crine
Inflation . : Uucsployment .
Crire .
Uncrployment Springficld/ Victnam
Drugs Padueah-Cape Inflation
Taxes Ciradeau~ Taxes ‘.
Narrisburg/
Joplin-Pitts~
burgh/Hemphiss
M Col':unbia- Inlfacion
- Jerferson Taxcs

a”

.

annibals

CItleuincy-




State Ticket Rating: AA |
Approval Rating N/A: A/B

Ticket Rating AA Ah " AA

New Jexrscy
Septembexr 9-11, 1972
800 Interviews

»®

. e Approval Rating N/A A/B T A/A A/B
. . ADI Philadclphia New York Total
. " , Imp. RN Imp, RN ~  Imp, RN
Vietnam . 55 74 57 12 56 72 )
26 .27 : 26 .
Inflatic - 33 S4° 45 33, 7 42 33
Inflatim 44 Y
: ' ; 52 s 47 48
. . . Crime 41 27 45‘ o8 44 P
‘ . 46 45 L T
. Unemployment . 25 49 . 37 48 33 poil
"D 45 45 0o 43 42 43
Fugs 3.5 R s1
' \ 47 , 43 Y
. .'.ruxea 51 . 33 52 36 52
‘ ' 54 Y sS4
Busing 5 28 5 29 4 32
.- B ' 67 62 ’ 63
- : Health Care 10 22 : 9 29 10 26
w 77 b2 TS ¢
Ratiml Defense 16 13. 19 3 18
: - 20 59 17 58 18 59
Race .Problems 37 26 36
L]
) ISSUES: . ADI SPECIAL EMPHASIS TSSUES
Vietnam ” Philadelphia: Taxes
. - Crime . . .
- C ' Inflation
.. ' : Drugs
’ Taxes




L et
. * + New York
. . . Septesber 529, 1912
State Tiekot Rotingt A . ) . Sep '
Approeal Rat fng 8/A:  AJC - . ) 1,000 Tnterviewn
i T A v A A M A . M A A
e },’,;'22531"?,‘.‘3.., N/A AA AA ' AIN A/D A/A AIA - MA 3/0 A/
* ADL . ’ Albany/ Matertown/
e Tuffulo . Rochester Limira fyeacune Ucica Schenectady | __Carthape . Now York Tosol
Lmge, 5N Tng, N Isn, BM Imn, BX Imp, RN Imp, BY Tep, BN Yop, B2 Trp. 1%
. Vietnam 75 84 e s - @ 64 . 88 75 76 64 68
60 g 9 46 LY 2 B 6 59 6 3 6 5
' Ll
wae oy 8 w3 ow§ w8 w® wf el e w3
oo N T T A T R R
Unemployment : 40 57 3 s4 . 50 S sy . - 49 43 25
= 60 Lt 0 g 46 39 % st LT B
69 - 57 50 61 70 61 59 ) a2 T3
proet - “ 3 - B 5 LT 3 g B ¥y 2 a0 8o, L Y
Texes* ° [TR a3 45 50 N\ 48 a2 ' 56 42 23
% & 58 ® 5 % 5o 48 ® 5 & ¥ 58 B s
* . . . ". ,'
Bus 6 52 8 50 53 : 69 78 s 53
s @ 5 S x 3 on 'ty ® % 2 2 2 2 5 % 5 3
Health Care =~ ° o 79 8 80 : n 70 s 8s 64 67
: ' 19 2 55 @ 3 f o 3 & a . ® % 8 n )
National Defense o8 89 4. 9 64 83 8 9 73 79
R @ 1 1 5 8.3 @ 29 @ % @ 14 BT 122 ST
Race Problens 75 L TN 75 n 70 64 ' n [T 60
° ‘ Voo R 25 12 17 3 10 3 7w 3
JSSUESs . AD]_SPECIAL FUTPASIS ISSUES
. Vietnanm o ' Buffalot Unenployment ' Yeicas Unumployment '
Inflation Nactional Dofense - . ) Taxes
Uneriployment . . Busing . :at:olt:atl:.befcnu
Drugs . calt Te
cuio . ) kR : _ Rochestor: Toxes * Busing
. . .« .
s Elmira: Taxes Albany/
- Health Care Schenectady: "r‘a::s 1 Dt
. . ations. efansd
, . . Syracuse: Vietnam . - .
* . Uncmployment Watertown/ . .
Race Problems .- Carthage: Taxes

Kational Defense Uncaployment
. Health Care




. . - ’ ) T ot
. Seplewber 5-6, 1972 .

. . 1O tnterviewn : .

" state Tivket Rating: A

Sreubenvillef
rertatmrgh -

Approvel Retlug 1/As A/A ) . .
* . A M [V
Ticket Reting b M AMA M a/B A , MA )
‘ Younpstown
. :xpﬁmu Ratiag WA AN ¢ »/D AIA R Clevelond/ Tealing/
: . ‘Colucbus/ Axron/ Steubenville/
Joledo/Lima Dayton Cineinnard Parkevshurg Canton . _PMreshuesh  __ Toeal
Icp, RN~ Imp. RX Irp, RN Iep, RX Isp. BN Iop, R¥ Ien, RE, .
Vietnss o 63 66 81 79 6 7 s B
U T ® x 2 19 % 20 0 29 Y n 2
Inflation 56 0 53 67 49 6x° 56 i
2 o 0 34 @ i b 3 2 4 0 3 e
Crise .88 st 'Y 46 59 83
» 3 % 3 » 5 @ 35 s2 » a o
Unemployzent 46 56 66 .3 47 s g Ot
~ B, @ i LR n g @ 50 .. ¥ & N .
Y : I3 ' . 54 .
Drugs I3 51 33 1) Y] 6
g 28 28 .. N 23 @ 120 3% 9 A »
Taxes 50 66 66 63 & 42 n % .
B e LT »on B B s @ s “
Busing . 54 “ 69 1 56 59 s & R
n s ' w ! n 10 3 7 3 3% RT3 :
; 60 73 70
Uealth Care @ 9 0 2 ' 5 0 13 B 5% 1 3 1 g
_Nationsl Dafense 78 7% 1) 86 A ” 83 .. 81
' 19 15 2 ® n B - 16 3s LY Y
Race Probless M 58 ” ” . 62 39 g O
. @ 3% @ % LU o2 LY ¥ ¥ o
Xssurs: ADL SPECIAL DNPRASIS ISSIES
Vietnan . ) .
Toledo/ °. Rational Dafense
:n:htm Limat Race Probless
,:’:: 2. Health Care
"f‘“"”"‘?‘ Daytoat Vietnam
’ . . Uncmployment
Race Problems
: Cincinnatis Inflation
Mational Dofense
) °  Columbus/ Crize *
Parkoraburgs Drugs
' Clevoland/ Crize .
. Akron Unemploysent
. Cantong
Youngstown/ Taxes
Wheeling/ . .




. ’ ‘ . ' s Pennsylvania
State Ticket Ratings AA . - © Septembér S-14, 1972
Approval Rating N/A:  AJA - . o . : 800 Intervicws
Ticket Mating AMA MA IYY O A A ERPYY
¢ Approval Raing WA MK . ANA My ANe AlA Alr
. . : . Harrisburg/
¢ York-Lancaster= Wilkes Barre/
: Johnstown=  Pittsburgh/  Lebanon/ - Scronton/
1tonna/Prie 'oungAtown aporstown 1ladelphia Binpharton Total
Youngatowm __  Maperstown Philadelphia Binchan
Imp, RN Imp. BRX Imp, RN Izp, RN Imp, RN Isn, RN .
Vietnan ’ 83 : 78 : 80 : 65 . 79 73
8 3 % 2 57 s 6 3 . 17 6 2%
Iaflation 73 . s? ' €9 [1] 58 59
. 43 27 . 45 42 '60 39 ‘QO. " 37 s [} 8 %0
Crine’ 59 70 63 s1 9 . © 61 .
@ o 27 2 3 ®@ % ® n B 3 :
e - Unesployment 70 s2. 66 - T 7 53
. . % 3 ® & 0 .3 T 7 3 ¥ i .
Drugs L 56 58 56 46 56 52 ‘
) . : @& =5 @ w P s N 2 _
. Lo Taxes 6 49 58 .52 58 53 : .
: | R 2 5 ® B 2 4 ¥ W 3 L . '
Busing 77 58 70 58 54 61
‘ ' 2 8 33 . W 5 5 0 ° 2 7 3
Béalth Cara - 88 o 3 73 73 7
n o Y 2% Y 2 LTS 21 8 A
: National Defense . 9 83 83 83 83 . 84
.o ‘ voTe 0B ¥ 13 By - 6 B
"Race Problems 17 :: Yoae gg 15 :g 17 gg 12 B 16 g:
ISSUES: ’ ADY SPECTAL EMPHASIS ISSUES .
. i Vietnam ' Johnstown-Altoona/Eria: Druge . -
’ Taxes . . : Crime - '.
~ Inflation : : ) 2o
Uhemployment T, : Pittsburgh/Youngstownt Uncmployment
Crime : )
* flarrisburg/York-
. Lancaster-Lebanon/
Hagerstowm: Taxes
. Drugs .
Philadelphia: Crime-
Wilkes Barre/Scranton/ v
Binghantons Victnam
. . Crime
. . o Drugs
) . Health Care
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B L L R P e it DR .

Seate Tiekat Ratlagy A
Arpraval ol lup WA AlA

AN
. . NE
R » Corpus
. L sm,'f!
. b IS TR &1
VYietasn 7
® x
Inllation 30
43 8-
Crize % 2
l:u»x;y-nt 1 2:
Drugs 3%
. ® oy
Taxes ° A
. a2 o
Sasizg ’ (1]
' &®
Rouith Care e 8
. . ’z
Eaticnal Dafense P
17
Sace Preblese [
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