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FORD/REAGAN IMPACT ON NORMAL DEMOCRATIC CONSTITUENCY: 

A COMPARISON 

In the race against Carter, the GOP nominee will probably 
be significantly less able to draw the votes of former sup-
porters of Wallace away from the Democrats. Thus it becomes 
of critical importance that the GOP candidate attract votes 
from other elements of the normal Democratic constituency. 
The President can do this, but with some exceptions, Reagan 
cannot. Following is an element by element comparison of the 
predicted Ford/Reagan performance among normally Democratic 
constituences. 



I. JEWISH VOTERS 

American Jews represent only 3-4 % of the American 
population, but two factors combine to give them an 
importance far out of proportion to their numbers. The 
first is that they are concentrated in a relatively small 
number of very large states -- NY, Illinois, California, 
Pennsylvania and Florida (156 electoral votes) where a 
shift in their voting patterns can be decisive. The second 
is that they have the highest percentage of voters of any 
identifiable group in the population. They voted solidly 
Democratic until 1972. While Jews apparently dislike Carter, 
this clearly does not mean that any GOP candidate will 
receive their support. Rather, n-carter takes positions 
on certain issues acceptable to the Jewish community, the 
critical question will be how much of their vote the GOP 
candidate will draw away. Ford will clearly draw more of 
their vote than will Reagan. The reasons for this are: 

1. Jewish economic liberals are less likely to be 
alienated by (indeed many of them support) the President's 
economic reform proposals such as deregulation, antitrust 
reform, and so on than they will be by Reagan's insistence 
that government leave the marketplace altogether. 

2. Jewish social liberals are less likely to be 
alienated by the President's plan to minimize busing than 
by Reagan's proposal for a total ban on busing. 

3. Administration foreign policy toward Israel in 
the U.N. has been supported by the Jewish community, so 
Reagan would do no better on this front. 

4. A Reagan candidacy will clearly be less acceptable 
to Jews from a religious point of view. Reagan takes a 
religious tac~ similar to Carter's, an approach which has 
clearly alienated Jewish voters. Reagan's attack on the 
school prayer decisions is also likely to cause severe losses 
among Jewish voters. 

CONCLUSION: A Carter candidacy will probably mean a sub-
stantial vote for the GOP nominee if the nominee is President 
Ford. 



II. BLACK VOTERS 

Blacks contribute from 15-20% of total Democratic 
support. While they have apparently ~oted fairly heavily 
for Carter in the early Democratic primaries, poll data 
shows that their loyalty to him, a compared to other 
Democratic candidates is not that strong. This suggests 
that their 90+% loyalty rate to Johnson and Humphrey may 
return to earlier 70% levels if Carter is the candidate. 
This will be far more likely to happen, however, if Ford 
rather than Reagan is the GOP candidate. The reasons for 
this are as follows: 

1. African Policy -- Even the most superficial 
anaJ,ysis of the positions taken by the Ford Administration 
as '1{Ilpared to those taken by Reagan suggests that Reagan 
has very probably alienated many black voters, while the 
Ford policies are seen as at least steps in the right 
direction. 

2. Busing -- Again, Reagan's views are almost calcu-
lated to alienate many blacks. 

3. Economic Policy -- President Ford will be running 
on a strong record of economic recovery, while Reagan has 
no record in this area and his views on the economic role 
of government are, as poll data clearly indicates, anathema 
to blacks. 

4 . 
blacks. 

dJ.j~ 
Ford has appointed a number of prominentAvisible 

CONCLUSION: In general, a Ford candidacy seems likely to 
produce at least some black support, while a Reagan candi-
dacy would mea n this vote would go completely to the 
Democrats. 



III. 

... . 

CATHOLICS 

Catholics and Jews taken tog~er have consistently 
contributed approximately 40% of ;rADemocratic vote. 
Governor Reagan and the President would probably do about 
equally well among Catholic voters who vote Republican if 
Carter is the Democratic candidate. Catholic voters tend 
to be economic liberals, but social conservatives. Thus 
Reagan's slight edge among Catholic voters based on his 
social issue stands (abortion, busing, to a lesser extent 
school prayer) would probably be offset by losses of 
potential GOP Catholic voters as a result of his economic 
views. The probability that this is the case is 
strengthened by the fact that the President has far 
stronger support among younger voters, of whom many are 
Catholic. 

CONCLUSION: The social issue stands of significance to 
these voters would probably be abortion, busing and to a 
significantly less extent, school prayer. 

I 

\ 



IV. UNION MEMBERS 

Union members generally contribute a high proportion 
of Democratic support. Union members have rarely been 
overwhelming loyal to the Democrats, and a Carter candi-
dacy seems likely to leave open the possibility that the 
GOP candidate will receive a higher than average number 
of union member votes. While neither candidate has a 
record which suggests that it would naturally draw large 
numbers of union votes, the President's position with 
union members would probably be stronger than that of 
Reagan. The President has a strong proven track record 
on economic issues and has been considerably less critical 
of labor in general than has Reagan. The common situs 
veto would I I ?y be a neutral factor between Ford 
and Reagan because Reagan probably wouldn't have signed 
it either. 
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AFTER THE PRIMARIES: SOME STATISTICS WHICH 
SHOW RJELATIVE STRENGTHS OF REAGAN, FORD, AND 
CARTER 

All regions are PFC regions. All percentages are based on 
the Ford and Reagan vote. 

REGION FORD% REAGAN% ELECTORAL VOTE 

Northeast 77 23 165 

South 47.3 
u 

52.7 100 

Great Plains 46 54 49 

Southwest 33 67 
40> 

Northwest 36 64 70 

Rocky Mountain 29 71 18 

Midwest 58 42 96 

Using these figures as showing regional leads,: 

Ford leads 63-3 7 in regions containing 2 61 electoral votes (MW-I-Ive) , 
Reagan leads 60-40 in regions containing 277 electoral votes (w

1
<;,

1
6_rj.U_ 

BUT: When the Northeast, South, and Midwest are combined 
(361 electoral votes), Ford leads Reagan 60-40. 

When the Northeast, South, Midwest, and Great Plains regions 
are combined (410 electoral votes), Ford leads Reagan~ 59. 5-40. 5 

2. Reagan leads Ford in regions containing 177 electoral votes: 
Great Plains, Southwest, Northwest, Rocky Mountains: 64-36; 
but in those regions, Democratic primary voters cast 62% more 
votes than GOP primary voters. 

3. In the Northeast, South, and Midwest, regions containing 
361 electoral votes, Carter received nearly 100% more votes 
than Reagan, but in these same regions, Ford outraln Reagan 
by 20% (50% more votes) and got nearly 80% of Carter's vote. 
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4. When the home states of both Ford and Reagan are omitted • 
(to connpensate for home state advantage), Ford led Reagan 

56 to 44 in all of the rest of the primary states. 

6. Ford led Reagan 55-45 when the South and Midwest are 
combined. (265 electoral votes) 

7. In the Midwest and Northeast, with a total of 261 electoral 
votes,: . 

Ford: 34615 79 
Carter: 34 72171 
Reagan: 2025 307 

Thus, Carter received 71% more votes in the Midwest and 
Northeast than Reagan, but only . 3% more than Ford. 

8. When the South, Midwest, Sout hwest and Northwest are 
combined: (306 electoral votes) 

Ford: 4010333 
Reagan: 4057107 

or 49. 7% 
or 50. 3% 

9. When the South, West, and Northeast are combined: [ 375 

Ford: 2 919000 
Reagan: 3061000 

or 48. 8 
or 51. 2 

10. When the West, Midwest, and Northeast are combined ( 371 EV): 

Ford: 4573 or 53 



MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

June 9, 1976 

JOHN DEERDOURFF 

FOSTER CHANOCK 

Missouri Convention Handout 

1. Ford-Reagan among Republicans. 

GALLUP HARRIS 

Ford Reagan Undecided Ford Reagan Undecided 

May 60 35 5 60 30 10 

April 56 32 12 59 30 11 

March 51 41 8 60 30 10 

February 55 35 10 51 34 15 

2. No Republican can be elected without Independents. 

GALLUP 

Ford-· Reagan __ Undecided 

May 52 33 15 

April 50 32 18 

March 49 37 14 J) February 44 31 25 _,. 



-2-

3. No Republican can win the Presidency without carrying a 
majority of the following states 1 electoral votes. 

.... Pennsylvania (27) Missouri (12) .,. 

.... Illinois (26) * Wisconsin (11) ..... 

.... Michigan (21) .... Maryland (10) .... .,. 

.... Ohio (25) * Florida (17) ..... 

.,_ New Jersey (17) .,_ Kentucky ( 9) ..... ..., 

California (45) * Tennessee (10) 
Texas (26) 

( * States won by President in the primaries. ) 

4. Ford is a stronger national candidate than Reagan. 

GALLUP 

Ford/ Carter ~rrphr-ey;. I Reagan/Carter ~eagao /Hirrpbrey 

June 1976 40 / 52 +s / 46 37 I 55 -42 i 

HARRIS 

May 1976 43 / 47 I· 35 I 53 



MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 3, 1976 

FOSTER CHANOCK 

DAVE GERGEN 'P< 
Voting in Primaries 

Judy Muhlberg has just pulled together results from all 
of the primaries held so far. With three big ones left, 
here's how things stand: 

-- The President has a margin of a little better 
than 52-48% over Reagan in all of the votes in Republican 
primaries. The actual vote margin is about 34Q,OOO in 
the President's favor. 

-- Breaking the vote into regions (the same regional 
definitions used by the PFC), the President has more votes 
than Reagan in the Midwest and Northeast and is about even 
in the North West. Reagan is leading in the South, the 
Plains, and the Rocky Mountain states. 

On the Democratic side, Carter has collected about 
42% of the total Democratic votes cast so far. 

-- Overall, about twice as many voters have pulled 
the Democratic lever in the primaries as the Republican 
one. Note that the Democratic total is inflated by over 
a million votes because there were no GOP votes in 
Pennsylvania and D.C. Nonetheless, the Democratic margin 
is still about 2-1. 

-- Total GOP votes have exceeded total Democratic 
votes in the Great Plains and Rocky Mountain areas and 
have been almost equal in the Midwest. 

-- Total Democratic votes have exceeded total GOP 
votes by a margin of 3-1 in the South, 3-1 in the South-
west, and 2-1 in the North East. 
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-- Total GOP Votes have exceeded total Democratic 
votes in the following states: New Hampshire, Illinois, 
Michigan, Nebraska, South Dakota and Idaho. 

Attachments 



PRIMARY VOTE BY REGION 

REPUBLICAN DEMOCRAT ,, 
REGION FORD REAGAN OTHER TOTAL CARTER OTHER TOTAL 

North East 451,807 320,880 25,887 799,071 1,074,433 2,375,017 3,479,934 

Southern 621,807 691,586 3,362 1,316,755 1,925,155 1,724,705 3,910,244 

"Mid West 1,780,376 1,260,720 
00

16,499 3,059,595 1,625,595 1,729,225 3,370,505 

I Great ----, 129,983 154,743 ------ 288,237 90,018 133,946 231,141 
Plains 

South West 151,032 309 , 936 2,052 463,020 736,161 679,429 1,544,907 
• • 

North West 160,678 164,858 ------ 325,536 131,102 352,593 488,290 

Rocky Mtns 37,462 91, .. 593 :. ---~-- 129,844 21,830 105,100 127,934 

TOTALS 

3,333,145 2,994,316 47,800 6,382,058 5,604,294 7,100,015 13,152,955 

., 

I -

, . 
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R E P U B L I C A N D E .M 0 C R A T 

REGION FORD REAGAN OTHER TOTAL CARTER OTHER TOTAL --
North East 

Conn 
Del 
D.C. -- Ford ran unopposed -- 9,281 14,079 ·23,360 

Kent 67,868 62,567 ------- 130,435 181,291 112,423 305,566 

Maine 
Mass? 115,375 63,555 14,481 193,411 101,948 645,686 747,364 

N.J. .? 

N.Y. 
Penn --Ford ran unornwosed --

506,898 855,164 1,362,062 

R.I. 9,329 4,4 14,232 18,141 23,357 60,400 .. 
Va 
'fl Va 82,281 62,975 ------- 145,256 ------- 321, 701 _ 321,701 

N.H. 55~156 53,569 11,155 119,880 23,373 . 59,008 82,381 
Ver 27,014 4,892 251 32,157 16,335 22,379 38,714 
Md 9.,1,784 68,916 -------- 163,700 217,166 321,220 538,.386 

451,807 320,-880 25,887 799,071 1,074,433 2, 375, 017 3,479,934 

Southern 
----- - 54, 121 \ 167,804 318, 430 

Ala 19, 114 35, 007 I ------- 683,000 
I 

Ark 11,449 20,209 ------- 31,658 315,553 ·129, 091 502,.151 

Ga 59,801 128,671 ------- 188,472 411,616 78,941 490,557 

La 
Miss 
N.C. 88,897 101,468 3,362 193,727 324,437 280,395 604,832 

s.c. 
Okla 
P.R . . 
Tenn 120,564 118,394 ------- 238,958 256,901 66,362 329,374 

Vir Is 
Fla .321, 982 287,837 ------- 609,819 448 ;844 851,486 1,300,330 . 

621,807 691,586 3,362 1, 316, 755 1,925,155 1, 724, 705 3,910,244 , 
Mid West 

Ill 456,750 311,295 7,848 777,893 630,915 680,999 1,311,914 

Ind 307,582 323,772 ------- 631,354 417,463 196,898 614,361 

Mich 689,540 363,791 8,651 1,061,982 305,997 382,020 703,.-Z02 

Ohio 
Wisc 326,504 261,.862 ------- 588,366 271,220 469,.308 740,528 

1,780, 376/ 1,260,720 16,499 3,059,595 1,625,595 1,729,225 3,370,505 
Great Plains 

Iowa 
Kans 
Minn 
Mo 
Neb 93,299 112,116 ------- 205,415 65,263 107,152 172,415 

N.Dak 
S.Dak 36,684 42,627 ------- 82,822 24,755 26,794 58,726 

129,983 154, 743 288,237 90, 018 133,946 231,141 
South West 

Ari 
N.Mex 
Te xas 151,032 309 , 936 2,052 463,020 736,.161 679,429 1,544,907 

Utah 
151, 032 309,936 2,052 463,020 736,161 679,429 1, 544, 907 

North West 

Alaska 
Guam 
Hawaii 
Nev 13,767 31,616 ------- 45,383 17,538 53,090 75,22: 

Ore 146,911 133,242 ------- 280,153 113,564 299,503 413,.0Gi 

Wash 
Calif 

160, 678 164, 858 325,536 131,102 352,593 488,290 
Rocky Mtns 

Col 
Idaho 22,240 66,583 ------- 88,823 8,782 62,904 72, 69( 
Mont 15,222 25,010 ------- 41,021 13,048 42,196 55,24° 
Wyoming 

37,462 91, 593 129,844 21, 830 105, 100 - 12?- -9 34 
·--•---,.....~ ·- ---- -------- ' :..I , 



MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

,. WASHINGTON 

June 17, 1976 

DICK CHENEY 

DAVEGERGE~ 

Voting in the Primaries 

Judy Mublberg has pulled together the final results from the prin"laries. 
From this information, one can make the following observations : 

-- The President had a margin of 52-48% (51. 5 - 47. 8%) over 
Reagan in all of the votes in Republican primaries . The actual 
vote margin is about 388, 000 in the President's favor. 

-- Breaking the vote into regions (the same regional definitions 
used by the PFC), the President had mor e votes than Reagan in the 
Midwest and the Northeaste Reagan led in the Sou~. the Great Plains·. 
the Northwest, and the Rocky Mountain states. 

-- On the Democratic side, Carter collected about 39% of the 
total Democratic votes cast. Prior to the June 8th primaries , he 
held 42% of the total Democratic votes. 

- - Overall, the Democratic vote exceeded the GOP vote by about 
a 60-40 margin (57-43). Note that the Democratic total is inflated 
because there were no GOP votes in D. C. and New Jersey. Nonetheless ., 
the Democratic margin is still about 2-1. 

- - Total 'GOP votes exceeded total Democratic votes in the Great Plains 
and Rocky Mountain areas. 

-- Total Democrati~ votes exceeded total GOP votes by a margin of 3-1 
in the South, 3-1 in the Southwest, and 4-1 in the North East (Keeping 
in mind, however, that there were not GOP votes in two of the contests · 
in the North East region. ) 



-- Total GOP votes exc.eeded to.tal Democratic votes in the following · 
states: New Hampshire, Indiana, Michigan, Nebraska, South Dakota, 
and Idaho. 

-- The President ran ahead of Carter in the Mid West, the Great 
Plains, the Northwest, and the Rocky Mountain states, although 
Carter's actual vote margin over the President is approximately 2 
million votes. 

Attachments 

\ 



REGION FORD REAGAN 

North East 1,185,315 361,468 

Southern 

'Mid West 

Great 
Plains 

.. 
South West 

North West 

Rocky Mtns. 

\ 
TOTALS 

' 

... 
621,807 691,989 

2,276,264 1,663,839 

130,218 155,120 

151,032 309,936 

' 961,230 1,701,279 

37,462 91,593 

5,363,328 4,975,224 

PRIMARY VOTE BY REGION 

• OTHER • TOTAL 

26,395 1,573,177 

3,846 1,317,613 

19,050 3,960,153 

4,055 289 ,393 

2,052 463,020 

2,365 2,664,874 , 

129,844 . 

57,763 10,398,074 

----- ------··------. -----

• CARTER OTHER TOTAL 

1,278,090 2,513,748 ' 4,016,985 

1,925,155 1,724,705 3,910,241 

2,194,081 2,252,117 4,461,883 

90;018 133,946 231,141 

736,161 679,4a~ 1,s44,901 

821,556 2,949,958 3,852,519 

21,830 105,100 127,934 

7,066,891 10,359,003 18,145,613 



R E P U B L I C A N 
IBGION FORD REAGAN OTHER TOTAL 

~orth East 

Conn 
Del 
D.C. 
Kent 
1-laine __ 

Ford ran unopposed --
67,868 62,567 ------- 13.0, 435 

193,411 Mass 
N.J. 
N.Y. 
Penn 
R.I. 

115,375 63,555 14,481 
-- .:..,... Ford ran unopposed --

by Delegate 
7 33.AJ.2 ____ 40_ .. 514 , -;-:---j- -

9,365 4,480 "- • 508\ 
733 . .9.8.6 
14~352 \ 

Va 
W Va 
N.H~ 
Ver 
Md 

;outhern 

Ala 
Ark 
Ga 
La 
Miss 
N.-C. 
s.c. 
Okla 
P.R. 
Tenn 
Vir Is 
Fla 

lid West 
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Dear Fellow Delegate: 

LAW OFFICES 

Dent, Kirkland, Taylor & Wilson 
ORA1''1JY LAW BUILDING 

1700 SUNSET BOULEVARD (HWY. 378) 

DRAWER 175 

WEST COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLZ:SA 2IH60 

TltLZPHONJI (803) 706.0160 

June 21, 1976 

WASUISOTOS OFFICE, 
(Ml?. DENT ONI.Y) 

nox 10527 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20000 

(202) 785-0454 

As you may know, I am helping President Ford in his search for Delegate 
support in the South. Attached is a column by N.Y. Times writer James Reston 
echoing a course I have suggested we pursue in seeking to re-unite our party , 
hold the White House, help our other candidates, and keep our party viable. 

Winning in 1976 is vital for all Republicans, especially Southern 
Republicans. An Imperial Carter Presidency would betray the conservative tid e 
running in America today. It would stifle our progress in building a 2-party 
system in Dixie. Also, it would accelerate the unionization of Southern 
industry, thus stalling the rapidly expanding economic and political power 
which has been shifting from North to South. 

The Democrats have agreed on a fuzzy candidate and a fuzzy platform 
which newsmen say are viewed as conservative by those who want the conservative 
approach and liberal by those who want the liberal approach. Wisely, the 
Democrats want no repeat of their 1972 disaster. 

In view of the good record our Republican President has compiled in 
maintaining peace, promoting prosperity, and exemplifying personal integrity 
and public trust, it would be unwise and unfair to dump him at our convention. 
His record is worthy of party and non-party support, and no one has a better, 
longer, or more effective record of service to our party and our Country. 

I have not agreed with all the President's actions. However, no one we 
can elect can do all we may desire because a President has to be responsive 
to all the people, and he has more information upon which to make the big 
judgments, as I learned in my service in the White House. 

I concede the President is n~t a good salesman for himself and his reco r d. 
However, we can give him a running mate and others who can do a better job o f 
selling him, and that is as it should be. Governors Reagan and Connally cou l d 
do the selling job either as running mates or otherwise. 

The attribute of Jerry Ford that most compels me to give my best effort i · 
the undisputed fact that he is a good and just leader who does what he believe~ 
to be right and best for America. 

If I can answer any questions I will be glad to try or get you the answer. 

With best wishes, _I am, 

Sincerely, 

Harry S. Dent 
HSD:lwd 

I 

I.'\. 
\\ ' 
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Dear Subscriber: 

The talk in the Oval Office at the White House is -- 11 team up with Reagan." 

Though cool to the idea, President Ford is starting to see the logic of it. 
He is turning it over carefully -- hearing out the proponents who come to call. 

Ford's a realist. He knows that Jimmy Carter is way out front in the polls 
and he knows too that internal discord could destroy the GOP 1 s election hopes. 

Old, close advisers have been putting it to him bluntly: Join with Reagan 
or forget it -- "only a unified Republican Party can be successful this year ." 

The victory formula? Hold onto all Republican votes, then go out and get 
enough Democrats and independents to offset Carter's basic numerical advantage. 
Conversations at the White House sift some bleak probabilities: Should the GOP 
fail to come to terms with itself and get Ford and Reagan into the same harness 
there will be bitterness, defections and perhaps the worst GOP loss since 1964. 

Neither Ford nor Reagan can afford at this point to talk openly of a merger. 
They would lose face and credibility. But -- their friends can do some talking, 
and that is what will happen in the weeks ahead -- gradual moves toward unity, 
meetings that don't get in the papers, cooling down of the roughhouse rhetoric. 

Ford will take the initiative, because he has a narrow edge in delegates 
and could make the reconciliation bid in a graceful way through intermediaries. 

The approach will be simple: We'd make a great team. Reagan to nail down 
votes in the South and West -- including some conservative Democrats -- and Ford 
to exploit Carter's rather shaky position in the }Aidwest and Northeastern states. 

Note that Reagan -- even as No. 2 on the ticket -- would still have stature. 
Why so? He's made a comeback that is already one of the year 1 s biggest stories. 
Now a seasoned campaigner, Reagan is persuasive and has proved he's no quitter. 
Some Carterites, by the way, say a Ford-Reagan team is the only fear they have. 

Survey Finds Ford as Strong as Reagan in the South 

I By JAMES M. NAUGHTO~ 

1 President Ford would be at least as strong a Repub-
1 lican Presidential nominee in the South and West as would 
I Ronald Reagan, according to the latest national survey of 
1voter attitudes by The New; 
; York Times and CBS News. i 
! But the survey also showed 1; tion in November if their favor-
:that if the election were held j ite lost the Republican nomi-
:today, Jimmy Carter, the ap- , nation. 
parent Democratic Presidential . The magnitude off.he potM• 
nominee, would swamp either · tial defections could buttress 
Republican by a margin of emerging sentiment at the P,es-
about 2 to I. ident's national campaign he:id-

Those findings. along with quarters for the considerat:cn 
others in the survey, suaested of Mr. Reagan as a runnin~ 
that electability-the focus of mate if Mr. Ford won the nonti-
contention between J\lr. Ford 
and Mr. Reagan in their car-
rent struggle for a majority 11.t ; 
the Republican Nati1>J1al Con- 1· 
vention-might be a moot 
point. The two rinls seemed, 
in effect, to be beating a dead 
elephant• in debating which of 
them would be more eltctablc 
in November. 

The nationwide opinion sam-
pling indicated that the contest 
for the Republican nominat'on 

, had produced a more intense 
lland a broader 5Plit in the party 
than had been previously de-
tccttd. 

It su!(gt-sttd that as many a., 

1 half of thr Republicans w'i::i 
•supported each contender wrrel 
1orrparrd either to defect to Mr . . 
Cartl'r or to boycott the el~c- 1 

nation. 
Conversely, it could compel 

Mr. Reagan to use the choil'e 
of a ticket mate to make sorr.e 
o\·erture to Mr. Font's suppor:-
crs if the Californian emerged 
BS the Republican nominee. 

The Time-s/CBS ~ampli1~g of 
opinion among 1,453 ,,1>lcrs, in• 
rlucting 466 R~publirans, indi-
< atcd t:iat l\1r. Reag:,n·, suc-
c~sses in party primaries and 
delc~atcs contsts in the South 
and West would not necessarily 
make him a more fornmlablo 
nominee than ;\Ir. Ford in the 
two regions, as· the Califor-
nian's slratl"gists have con-
tended. 

Accordini: to the sun cy find-
in~s. the Presidmt would farn 
better than WL'ul<l ;\Ir. RNJ:Rn 
among ~II voters in the south 
-Rc•p•Jblicnns, Drm:)crnt s and 
indcpendents-n.nd in th~ West 
would he abo111 .is ,troni: a 
Carter challrni:cr as would .\Ir. 
Rcag.,n. 

Ford Widens Lead A majority of Republicans on i 
Despite continued eviden-:e both sides of the nominating ; 

htat Mr. Reagan was the pre- contest agreed that Mr. Ford 
ferred nominee of Republicans had been correct to pardon 
ir\ the West, the survey showed ionner President Richard M. 
that Mr. Ford had substantially 1'ix6n, that school busing under 
widned a lead in popularity : court orders should be cur-
among Southern Republicans i:l I I 
the last month, a period marked I tailed, that the scope of Federal 1 
by the President's widely ad- i G01·ernment activity should be , 
vertised search for an alter- , reduced, that the President was ! 
native- to court-ordered busing right in regarding inflation as : 
ns a means to desegregate pub- a more serious economic prob- :,· 
lie schools. 

The poll findin.~s most rele- 1cm than unemployment. that 
vant to the intense cantest for mil itarv ~pending ~hould he in-
L'ie Republican nomination creased ~nd that the Uni.te<l ' 
were those sugges:ig. the scnµe 11 States should h,. , •. 1ry of 
of the d1v1s1on that it had ere- ! detente with the sm·1r1 Union. 
ated in the party. ; 

While earlier Tinm,/CB-; sur- • 
n,ys of voters in Re;iuiilican ' 
J)!'!maries had 1nci'.cated th.it a 
t h1rd or more of each cJ11d1-
date·~ partisans michl dPtt'Ct ,f 
the other won the -no,11'11;,t1on . 
th!' new na1io;iwide ,u,, ev 
pointed toward an '" en broadl'r 
split. 

Amnni: Republiuns ide11t i1y-
ini the-mselves as ·,uppor,P.rs nf 

, \Ir. ~.-~.gan. JO oerc~nt ,Jtd 
'.~ thi1 if \Ir. Ford won the nomt-

J nntion, they would vote for \Ir. 
. Carter and 20 percent said they 

would not vote at all. 
Among those who said th:it 

tlK'y backed l\1r. ford, 31 JX'•· 
cent said that if Mr. Reagan 
were nominated they wouhi de-
f,-ct to Mr. Cnrte-r, and :?5 per-
cent said tht'y would not par-
til"ir,atc in the Nov. 2 ·:le,·ti,m . 

Thi' magnitude of thr poten-
ti~I dl'ft'Ctions in the fall cam-
p,1ign mulct comr,cl the Prrs:-
dcnL nn1l Mr, Rragan to 1(1\'C 

~rrious considcrntion lo joinin~ 
forn·, on II Rep11blic~n t icke~. 

One curious facet of the sur- : 
vey was th··t the bulk of Re- , 
publicans suµi.,v,L~d :\1r. Rea- : 
gan's contentio.1s that the i 
United States was slipping br· ! 
hind the Soviet ,n military pre- , 
paredness and t hat dctente nad ! 
been more ad\'anrnger,u; to : 
l\loscow than to Wa shington. I 

E,·en so, the p.uty as a whole 1 
preferred the Prrsidenl O\'er \ 
Mr. Reagan by slight I~· less than 
2 to t , a mari:in comp.1rabl!' '. 
to those in four ;ire\ iotis Times/ ' 
CBS national ~11r,·ey,. I 

Thr exr,lan:1t 1on for rt, ,, aµ-
parent co11l1ndiction ~ppt>arca 
to rest 111 largr p.trt nn the fa ; t 
that the t"conomv w~, a ,nn"<' · 
what nwl'' ,t.imi11J nt i•;,11r 
among Rep11hltca11~ t Inn w .~s 
natmnal ~ecunt v. Sup:10 rt fnr 
the Pre<1drnl ~innn1: tho,~ 011 , 
bot l1 s1d1•s t>f t lir lon·1 ~n oolirv 
i< sues ro~c 11 1 d1r"1·1 p1 opo, t1o n 
Lo Lhl' extent of r,rp11hl wa11, 
,acisfa r t1 nn with the he,tlth ol 
the CCO'IH>Ol\' , 
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President Ford 
'A Winner in November" 

The greatest concern to all Republicans as we draw near the 
National Convention in Kansas City, is selecting a Presidential 
candidate who is ~ost capable of leading the Party to victory 
against the probable Democratic nominee--Jimmy Carter. 

As concerned Republicans, we have to listen to every argument, 
because we are the ones who would feel the grass-roots effect 
of a Democratic sweep. So what do the non-partisan, independent 
pollsters have to say? 

MYTH 4/1: Ronald Reagan will run stronger than Ford against 
Carter in the South. 

TRUTH President Ford has run consistently better than 
Reagan against Carter in the South. 

Ford Carter Reagan Carter 

HARRIS SURVEY 
May 6, 1976 

N. Y. TIMES;': 44% 
May 28, 1976 

HARRIS SURVEY@ 48% 
June 4, 1976 

GALLUP POLL 
June 21, 1976 

32% 

55% 

61% 

32% 56% 

39% 

40% 

30% 65% 

-------------------------------------------------
Ford Most Electable GOPer 

By LEE BA:\DY 
Washington Bureau 

WASHINGTON - If Repub-
lican Ronald Reagan has a 
better chance agamst Demo-
cra t Jimmv Carter in the 
South in November. as he 
claims he would. it certainly 
isn't reflected in the latest 
Gallup Poll. 

The new figures show the 
Californian would get clob-
bered by the Georgian in Dix-
ie by an even wider margin 
than President Ford. 

The survey gave Carter a 
landslide lead of 65 to 30 per-
cent over Reagan. with 5 per 
cent undecided . The former 
Peach State governor lead 
Ford 61 to 32 per cent. with 7 
per cent undecided. 

That's not encouraging news 
for either Republican . But it 
successfully shatters Reagan·s 
main argument that he. not 
Ford. would do better in the 
South against Carter. 

Reagan has run what he 
likes to call a "sunbt>lt strate-
gy." aimed at winning the 
South, the Southwest and some 
far west states. He virtually 
has ignored the rest of the 
United States. 

Nationally. the latest Gallup 
Poll also shows Ford doing 
much better against Carter 
than Reagan. The President 
trails the Georgian by 14 
points. Reagan is much fur-
ther behind, 23 points to be ex-
act. 

So. the question of electabil· 
ity is raised again as both 
Ford and Reagan pursue dele-
gates between nc,v and the 
Kansas City convention Au· 
gust 16. And at this point, 
judging by the surveys, Ford 
appears to have the better 
sales pitch: ·Tm more electa-
ble." He could also add: "I 
have more experience and am 
better qualiiied. ·' 

Harrv S. Dent. architect of 
the successful 1968 "southern 
strategy" for Richard Nixon 
and now chief Dixie delegate 
hunter for the Ford campaign. 
says the latest Gallup Poll 
findings show " why we need 
the President at the top of the 
t icke t." Dent is promoting a 
Ford-Reagan ticket. and 
claims the Reagan delegates 
are receptive to the idea. 

The former White House 
aide to Nixon also says the 

-1--f. THE ~TATE- Suntlny, Ju,w 27. 1<>76 

President now is telling dele-
gates that no one, including 
Reagan. is being ruled out as 
a running mate. Ford points 
out he offered Reagan two 
Cabinet positions and that he 
would not have done so if the 
Californian were not compati-
ble. 

"A Ford-Reagan ticket is 
more of a possibility today 
than a few weeks ago, " Dent 
stated. He said that with a 
few exceptions. "every Rea-
gan delegate I talked to. likes 
that (a Ford-Reagan ticket). 
It's selling. The Reagan dele-
gates are buying this. They 
want to preserve the Republi-
can party." 

Gov. James 8. Edwards, 
meanwhile, is working at 
cross purposes with Dent, 
twisting arms in favor of Rea-
gan. He and other Reagan 
apostles refuse to bend or be• 
lieve the Gallup Poll. They 
don't believe any survey unless 
it makes their man look good. 

While Reagan is considered 
an effective spokesman for 
conservative ideas and is liked 
and respected as a human 
being, those who have worked 
closely with him in the past 
say the former movie actor is 
unqualified to be President. 

Reagan is pictured as a 
nine-to-five exe\utive who has 
difficulty involving himself in 
the day-to-day world of gov• 
crnment. llis past associates 
say he lacks persistence and 
stamina rt•quired by a round-
the-clock l'rl'sidenry. 

Ht>:i gan, the eldest candi-
date runnin~ at age 65, ap-
pears to know little ahout th,i 
workin1:s nl the !t•<lcral gov• 

ernment and less about for-
eign policy. 

While Ford may not be the 
strongest and most attractive 
nominee the GOP could find. 
he appears to be much more 
acceptable to the national 
electorate than Reagan. 

A party that represents only 
18 per cent of the people could 
be flirting with disaster, if not 
destruction. should it defeat 
an incumbent President at its 
Kansas City convention. 

If Reagan is the nominee, 
Jimmy Carter will be free to 
travel the middle road which 
seems to appeal to the majori• 
ty of Americans. 

But with Ford at the helm 
of the GOP, the Carter forces 
fear the President will pre-
empt, the middle ground, thus 
forcing the Democratic nomi· 
nee to be cast as the liberal in 
November. 

So, the Republican dele-
gates are faced with two 
choices: picking a nominee 
who, regardless of how hard 
he tried, would not be able to 
shed his " reckless , extremist" 
ima!,':e, or selecting an cxpcri· 
t'nccd, ste:idy but not flashy 
pol1tiC'ian who ha s brought 
dect>ncy and honesty to 'th\' 
White House . 



PVlllSHID IT COI.UMIIA NIWSrAPUS. INC. 

10-A Tuesday, June 15, 1976 • - . 7PBB1ll0D 

Together, 
--C · mBnent & 
Ford-Reagan May 

WASHINGTON - ·President Ford 
and R1Jna ld Reagan have got them-
sehr.s and the Republican Party into 
such a pickle in the presidential elec-
tion that maybe their best hope now 
is to lea,·e room for a Ford-Reagan 
ticket .i nd fight the Democrats togeth-
er. • 

This is not now a happy thought 
for ~itl1er side. They are engaged for 
I.he moment in a scramble for dele- • 
(!at e, and are cutting each other up. 
but if I.his goes on and if the polls 
me.in anything. the Republican Pa:-ty 
wtll I:'¥.' tl•e loser. no matter who gets 
the Gt1P presidential nomination at 
Ka n~u City . . 

THE NEW YORK Times-CBS 
l'\ews p0lls of Republican voters in 
(alilornia, Ohio and New Jersey 
dramati1e the GOP's problem. These 
polls indicate that about 35 per cent 
or Ford •upporters will vote for Cart-
er if 1hr President is rejected at Kan-
sas City. and that about the same per-
ren I a ~e of Reagan supporters will 
de q•rt U1eir party if Ford is nominat-
ed 

J'his may be a little misleading. 
In !ht> end. party loyalty would proba-
M~• cut the defection rate. but even 
~o. the Republican5, with less than 20 
pE'I cent of the registered vott!rs of 
the rountry. obvioosly need all the 
Ford and Reagan supporters they can 
~rt ii they are to ha\·e a chance 
again~t the Democratic coalition of 
governo,'s, mayors and labor union 
leal!ers jn the big Northern electoral 
~I.airs . who are now reluctantly bark• 
ing Carter and his supporters in the 
f; 11, i i · ihr Middlr W?<t ;:; nil el•r· 

body else, but unless Ford and Rea- The Democratic leaders, if they 

W • gan supporters combine against the had had their way, would probably 

I n Democrats, the Republicans will be in have done the same thing, but Carter, 
serious trouble. the new boy, knocked them over, and 

Would Reagan -accept second is now putting together the party or-
place? The chances are that, if he lost ganization, the labor union leaders 
the scramble for the uncommitted Re- and the Democratic governors and 

llfflMS ffesfM. publican delegates, he would. He has mayors in -a unHied effort to recap-
done very well in the primaries, bet- ture the White House. 

IT IS INTERESTING that Ford 
has not ruled out a Ford-Reagan tick-
""t . The President has said he wo•1ld 
consider Reagan as his vice presiden• 
tial running mate, and if he is to hold 
tht1 Republican Party together, this 
may be the best he can do. 

5eparately. Ford and Reagan are 
m trouble against a Democratic Party 
that has been captured by Carter. The 
political and labor union leaders have 
their doubts about the former gover-
nor of Georgia, but they have been 
out of power for eight years, and will 
back him rather than Ford or Reagan. 

But together, Ford and Reagan 
might have a chance. At least they 
would avoid a split in their minority 
party. They have the presidency, and 
they have the experience of age, and 
maybe Reagan could get the electoral 
votes of California, and maybe even 
of Texas, while Ford might hold 
Michigan and other parts of the Mid-
dle West. 

FOR THE MOMENT it seems an 
unlikely combination, but no worse 
than any other. Ford, if he wi11s, 
could go to John Connally of Texas as . 
hi s vice presirlen!ia l rhoire Ti r>ar,n n 

ter than he ~xpected against a Presi- This would be a problem even for 
dent of his own party. He has clung a unified minority Republican Party. 
obstinately to everything that's out of Accordingly, a Ford-Reagan ticket 
date, but he has a dedicated follow- may not be as unlikely or silly as it 
ing, and in the vice presidency, he now seems. 
would have a better role in Washing-
ton than he ever had in Hollywood . 

In fact , the vice presidency, if it 
\\'eren't for the possibility of leading to 
the presidency, is almost perfect for 
Reagan: decorative, theatrical, and 
not too much work. Bes ides, he would 
have more power to argue his con-
servative philosophy in Washington as 
vice president than in retirement, and 
even if a Ford-Reagan ticket lost in 
November, he would have at least one 
last part to play on the national stage. 

WOULD FORD ACCEPT Reagan 
on the ticket after all Heagan has said 
against Ford's policies? Probably yes . 
Ford knows the dangers of going into 
the autumn campaign with a divided 
party. He can read the polls . He is not 
the sort to take Reagan 's political 
remarks about Panama, Rhodesia or 
the Soviet Union too seriously. He is a 
Forgiving man, and having pardoned 
Nixon, he could presumably forgive 
Reagan. 

At the beginning of this election, 
the Republicans had the option of 
finding their young mef\ and lookinl( 
!'.' tlw [11111,r !il't th rv ln;,,,· 1n infnlli· 

... 
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,I The Ford-Reagan r ace f or the GOP nomination gets tighter as the hours pqss. 
The one who wins the day at the August convention will do so by a whisker . 
Here's how they're now positioned: delegates for Ford, _960; for Reagan, 873, 

according to an Associated Press tally. Of those remaining, 170 are uncommitted, 
255 will be picked in state conventions, one backs Commerce Secretary Richardson. 

As to those to be divvied up at state conventions, we did a nose count 
projections based on calls to sources in the states. Here is how it looks: 

Ford 

Reagan 18 0 

June 18-19 June 24.;26 

4 32 3 18 21 

July 8-10 

18 7 

July 16-17 

0 20 

114 

141 

If our figures are right (you'll be able to check that starting tomorrow), 
the score as they head for Kansas City will be Ford, 1,074, to 1,014 for Reagan. 

They will both be within one good lunge of the 1,130 needed for nomination, 
and that I s why the name of the game is II corruni t the uncorrnni tteds. 11 As for them, 
big blocs of Reagan leaners in states like Mississippi, Virginia and Wyoming 
give the Californian an edge, but it now appears that he still won't have enough 
to overcome the President's lead. That 's why most forecasters are picking Ford. 

However there's thi s to consider: Some Ford support is waver i ng . In states 
like New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania there is hidden backing for Reagan. 
This means if he charges in the stretch and Ford trips over platform issues --
such tente or the w eat " iveawa, 11 

-- Reagan has a chance to turn it around . .... 

\. 
\ Sorry for a 

It hi:>" ' 

think Ford will win it, then pick Reagan as his running mate . • 1() 

;f // 
sour note about the Bicentennial, but best you be forewarned. l''1., ::; 

• • • - • • --- .,i;itional birthday~ .~ 
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By LEE BANDY 
Washington Bureau 

WASHINGTON - Big labor 
..::- as two goals this year and 

~xt - to elect a Democratic 
::·-resident and to organize the 

.;Uth. 
But the latter cannot be ac-

...:::::omplished. union bosses con-

.:::=d. until the Democrats are 
= sured of winning the White 
__ -::ouse in January. Right now, 
= ose chances look bright with 
...=:ie all but certain nominee, 
•=rmer Georgia Gov. Jimmy 

.:rter. 
Labor leaders are deliber-

,. ·:ely remaining silent about 
.::ieir goals. They do not want 
··n scare off voters who think 

-: .. !:!'I JOns exert too much influ-
'.lce in Congress now. Only a 

.. _~epublican President has kept 
_::;1 ({ Labor from getting every-

, mg it wants . 
!\Jost or the pro-union pro-

. ..;;.l' a ms the last eight years 

have been vetoed bv the Presi- with their pro-labor package. 
dent and subsequentlv sus- And bv then, it will be virtual• 
tained by Congress, which was ly too· late for any one person 
unable to obtain the necessary or group to stop them with a 
two- thirds majority to over- Dem~crat in charge of the na-
ride. lion's affairs. • 

But with a Democrat in the Carter has already sent a 
White House next year, labor signal to labor leaders promis-
leaders see the Presidential ing not to veto a repeal of 
veto, the most effeclive weap- state right-to-work laws. That's 
on used against them the past all union officials needed to 
decade, being removed from hear. There's little doubt what 
the political arsenal. Congress will do, especially 

Hence. the path between now that the Senate has made 
the generally pro-labor Con- it easier to cut off a filibuster. 
gress and the White House Section 14-B of the Taft· 
will be cleared for realization Hartley Act gives states the 
of the_ most sought after goals authority to adopt right-to-
of union bosses - repeal of work laws. South Carolina is 
right-to-work laws in 19 slates one of the 19. states with such 
and legalization of secondary statutes banning the union 
boycotts at construction sites. shop, or compulsory unionism. 

LABOR, however, prefers 
not to discuss it. The union 
bosses arc hoping to t ip-toe by 
the November 2 election and 
then zap the voters in January 

Proponents of right-to-work 
maintain workers should have 
the freedom to join or to re• 
frain from joining a labor or• 
ganization . 

Union leaders contend that 
Section H-B has served as one 
of the biggest roadblocks to 
orga nizing in the South . If that 
barrier can be removed. thrv 

Region--
say they are prepared to move 
their lef,':lon of organizers into 
Dixie with the 1:oal or union iz• 
ing every industry thry ran 
get their hands on. And Cartrr 
appears to be thr krv to suc-

+- C TII E ST \TE - S11111l1t,·, .lun" 20. 197h 
ce,s at th is point • 

But labor boss,'s art'n ·t 
going to ~top tlwn.• . rn1nmon· 

come the centerpiece of lh,· 
Democratic Presidential pl J 
form . 

The legislation makes tr· 
federal government the e!;'· 
ployer of last resort. Pro gr r 
costs are estimated anywh,,:-: 
from $16 to $44 billion a yea 
Carter caved into pr ess ur 
from the Congressional BL,, 
Caucus after his "ethnic pu, ,· 
ty" gaffe and said he wou 
support the Humphrey-l bw '· 

site picketing, which allows ins measure. Opponents war:: 
construction and building it will lead to "an econorn 1, 
trades unions to picket an en• poiice state." 
tire construction site in pro- . 
test of a dispute with a single Others caut10~ that Hun; 
contractor working at that ph:-ey-Hawkms will create. ' 
site, is rated along-side l4-B highly organized federal CL' 
repeal Jn importance. ployrnent force that e\·p•, 

elected official will eventu :1111 
EVER SINCE the Supreme have to reckon with . 

Court held in 1951 that com· And the worst fear Is thJt 
rnon-site picketing was an Ille• such a powerful group cou ,. 
gal secondary boycott .. big la• organize and paralyze th e i,;,,·. 
bor has bee n trying to ernmcnt somedav if it dcw,1· 
~anction it via the legislative get its way. Once these prop:· 
route . The unions won _a s1g• :ire on the federal payroll . t 
n1f1cant 1/ only fleeting - agreement goes, you 'II np\·1· 
victory in 1975 after more et tht•m off . 
than 20 years of trying . Con·!: 
!(ress approved l"Ornmon-sItr This is what big la b,, 
pIckding but President Ford wants . And the guess Is \ ',1 • 

~rtord it . any Democrat 111 th e WI! , 
There Is one other pIcre of !lo.use. it'll h;1ve its wa y in .:• 

lrgi ,b tion l11gh llll lnhor 's ting r1 !!ht-lo-work repc;il, c,, 
pr1odty list ll 's thr Hum - mon -sI le picketing . ,111 d 
phn·~'•llawk111~ ful l rmploy- t,loatrd frdt'ral hurt•a11 c1 ., 
11w11I hill whirh .1ho has hr• with lh1111rhrt'Y·IIHwk111 s 
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MEMORANDUM TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 

June 21, 1976 

In the last several days, Reagan has concentrated on the 
argument that he - is ."more -~lectable" than _Pres_ident J'o rd. 
The · attached wire story indicates . that he :has sent 111 ;1 ps . to · 
all delegates which most certainly support his arguTT)( '. nt 
in a very dramatic--if misleading--manner. 

Th is is a problem of special concern given those act i ons, 
and the seeming plausibility of his argument. 

'Reagan's prirn,n-y argument is that he has run better ' 11an tl:-e 
President in those areas of the country in which Car ,_· r wi ! 1 
be of the greatest threat to the Republican nominee. 

That argument is superficially correct- -Reagan h a s w, ,n more 
primaries--numerically--than the President in the So 1th . 

The ar 6 -,1rn~nt is blatently fi3-lse upon analysis, as ti-;· follc ,win :2 
: ;;depencent polling data indicate: 

1. President Ford runs stronger against _(:§:_r ter • n evc>J y 
region of the country in both the NY Tim~-~ (''.ay 28:, 
and Harris Survey (M~y 6). 

2 . President Ford runs ahead of Rea2:an in every area r,£ 
the couritry, except the West- -de~pi te the iT1f , :1 thc1 '. 
Reagan runs better in the South, Ford beats ~2agan 
44 - 39% (NY Times) . 

3. Ford runs even with Carter in t he East, and ;cat s 
Carter in the West. Reagan loses against Ca·· i~er ii L 

every region (Harris Survey). 

Se:veral myths must be countered immediately: 

MYTH: Reagan runs stronger than Ford against Carter' 
in the South . 

strongbcld 

TRUTH: Ford runs ahead of Reagan in the South. Ford s njoys 
a geater advantage against Carter in the Sou ··h tha1 1 
does Reagan according to the only independent pol li 1g 
information available. 

~
.-: ~· " 

. (, 

<,\ 
t. .,. 
:.. . 

- ; 

' _./ 
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MYTH : Rc:,gan will dominate the West against Carter; ; , d 
domtnates the traditional Republican areas in he 
Midwest. 

TRUTH: Almost 75% of the voting age population in the 
West lives in California, accounting fo r the ~ulk 
- -wel 1 over 601To- -o rReagan ' s total vote in tlw West. 

Ford, in fact, runs a full 11% ahead of Car ter in 
the West, while Reagan runs 9% behind. 

This is bolstered by the fact that Carter pic~s -up 
qnly 10% ·of the :_vote, versus 64% for . other Der•Locratic :i,: 
candidates/- in ·the West:.,- . 

In the Midwest, Ford beats Reagan 2 to 1 (59% t o 28';'."). 

Ford 's advantage bere is particularly impor tar ,t , sir ce 
the Mid1;._1est is Carter's second strong}:St_area. 

MYTH : Reagan will pick up the Independent vote. 

TRUTH : Reagan loses to Carter by 18% among Indeyen rl_ert s, 
according t o the NY Tu~es survey. 

Ford, on the other h~nd, runs even with Carter among 
Independents --and better a;:nong the College educated 
and the business community (Reagan loses by 1 7% arnorg 
businessrnen--traditionally strong Republican ~e ctor). 

Finally, in the East, where Republicans will have t o pick up 
electoral votes from states like New York and Pennsy]v8n ia, 
Ford draws even with Carter--but Reagan loses to Carter by 
al.most 2 to 1. 

COl~CLUSION : 

Reagan enjoys no advantages in any area of the country agains t 
Carter--and noadvantages over Ford, except in his Ov,:n state 
of California. 

Ford , on the other hand, does better than Reagan against Carter 
in the South; has at least an even chance against Carter in 
the critical East; and enjoys a strong advantage over Carter 
in the West. 

Ford is not only more electable than Reagan--he's mor e 
electable against the one that counts--Jimmy Car ter. 
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NEW YORK TIMES/CBS POLL, MAY 28, 1976 

;_,-. 

H:J9ion ::d Di5tribution of Support "'" 
for !'·!omination A.mong Oemocrits 



Harris , May 6 , ~976 

FOr<..D REAGAN CA~TER 

34% 53% 

43% 47% 

--East: 44 

28 

*Reagan ' s weakness ~n the Ease; 
not Carter ' s st r e:1 1,, th 

West: 50 39 

40 49 

Mid- 1:Iest : 41 48 

38 52 

Sml'L::r,: 36 55 

32 56 

College educated : 48 43 

31 57 

Business e:,-;ecs: 51 42 

34 51 

Independents: 45 45 

34 52 

Q: "Suppose for President next November, it were between Gerald Fm-d 
for the Republicans and Jim:""Tly Carter for the Democra Ls. If you 
hRd to make up your mind r i ght now , would you vote for Ford the 
the Republican or for Carter the Democrat? " 

same question asked re: Ronald Reagan and Jir.1my Carter 

I 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

Dick: 

WASHINGTON ..-. ·:; ,;;-

-, I <:..\ \I un-e 2 5 , 1 9 7j/ .. I 

"zJ 
This is a first cut at the electability 
memo you requested. What else would 
you like added? Whom should I give it 
to for lay out and distribution? 
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I. 

II. 

-------- · 

PRESIDENT FORD -- THE WINNER IN NOVEMBER 

Gerald Ford has a strong recor~_ as President. 

A. Under his leadership, inflation has been cut in half and there 

are 3. 6 million new jobs. 

B. President Ford is the first incumbent since Eisenhower who 

can campaign with the nation at p e ace. 

C. President Ford has restored trust and confidence in government. 

, ,JI_ ~l'/jord Carter Undecided R e agan ¾ Carter U decided 
f·~- -~·~y-

Harris 6/23 

Gallup 6/21 

NBC 6/15 

C a lifornia 
5/31 - 6/5 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

Michigan 

40 

39 

37 

40 

46 

47 

38 

3C 

53 

- 53 

52 

41 

43 

46 

44 

7 35 58 7 

8 35 58 7 

11 35 58 7 

AND IN ST ATE POLLS 

19 38 46 16 

11 39 46 15 

7 41 50 9 

18 31 49 18 ~, ?- I 'i8 3/ 
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III. President Ford has a national appeal. 

A. He is the national choice of _Republicans. 

Ford Reagan Undecided 

Harris 60 30 10 

NBC 60 30 10 

Gallup 51 41 8 

B. He is the national choice of Independents. 

Ford Reagan Undecided 

Gallup 52 33 13 

c. President Ford is the only candidate in either Party to 

win primaries in all sections of the country. 

NH 4 NY 41 KY 9 

VT 3 PA 27 TN 10 

MS 14 D. C. 3 OR 6 

FL 17 WV 6 RI 4 

IL 26 MD 10 NJ 17 

WI 11 MI 21 OH 25 

ELECTORAL VOTE TOTAL ............ 254 

Reagan has won only one primary outside the Sunbelt. The 144 
It,,, k ~,I;. total electoral vote strength of his primary victories is far +7 short of the 270 needed to win. 
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A REAGAN CANDIDACY WOULD MEAN A REPEAT OF 1964 

A Reagan candidacy in 1976 will result in a loss of landslide proportions. 
National polls taken in recent months show Governor Reagan from 18 to 
23 points behind Carter. The two most recent polls show Reagan further 
behind Carter than ev-er before, indicating that Reagan is losing ground to 
Carter. More importantly, Reagan is nearly as far behind Carter now as 
Stevenson was behind Eisenhower in 1952 and 195 6 - - and Stevenson lost 
both elections. Reagan trails Carter by more than Humphrey ever trailed 
Nixon in 1968, when Humphrey lost. 

This evidence shows that Reagan cannot close the gap and would lose to 
Carter. The pattern of the inevitable Reagan defeat indicates that 
Republicans nationally would fare as badly as they did when Reagan was 
Governor of California. When Reagan became Governor in 1967, 
Republicans in California had: 

~£!"OU..-
WhH" Reagan Governor 

2 U.S. Senators 
17 of 38 Congressmen 
19 of 40 State Senators 
3-8 of 80 State Assemblymen 
5 of 6 Statewide Offices 

Said independent pollster Louis Harris: 

After Reagan Governor 

None 
15 of 43 Congressmen 
15 of 40 State Senators 
25 of 80 State Assemblymen 
1 of 6 Statewide Offices 

The pattern now being run by Reagan against Carter 
is highly reminiscent of that of Arizona Senator Barry 
Goldwater in the 1964 Presidential election, when he 
lost by a landslide to Lyndon Johnson. This pattern 
thus indicates that in 1976 the electorate is highly 
unlikely to vote for an all-out conservative for President. 
(Harris, 5/6/76) 

This estimate was confirmed by widely respected conservative political 
analyst Kevin Phillips. In the May 28 edition of Phillips' newsletter, 
American Political Report, Phillips predicted that Reagan would carry 
only a handful of smaller states with very few electoral votes. 

There are three major reasons why a Reagan loss in 1976 would be a 
loss of landslide proportions: 
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1. Governor Reagan's strength is in the wrong places; 

2. Governor Reagan is far too ~onservative to attract the 
large munbers of middle-of-the-road voters any Republican 
must get in order to win; 

3. The hidden '~Wallace" or "new conservative" voters which 
are supposed to bring Reagan victory are not going to vote 
for Reagan. 

Governor Reagan's strengths will do him little good and his weaknesses 
mean a certain Democratic victory in November. 

Governor Reagan claims enough strength in the South and West and in 
traditionally Republican areas to bring him victory in November. There's 
just one problem with Reagan's claims - - they' re not true. Look at the 
facts: 

The West - - A recent Field poll in California, the center of Reagan's 
Western "strength," showed Reagan losing to Carter by a wide margin. 

Ford Carter Reagan Carter 

40 41 38 46 

A Gallup poll released on June 27 showed that Ford runs better than 
Reagan against Carter throughout the entire West: 

Ford Carter Reagan Carter 

44 46 42 47 

Reagan has no advantage in the South. Carter has a 2_9_ point lead over 
both candidates as measured by Gallup, Harris, CBS and NBC. 

So Governor Reagan is strong only where Carter is stronger -- the 
difference between Ford and Reagan is that Ford is strong in areas 
where Carter is weakest -- and these are areas where political 
analysts are agreed that the polls and the primaries both show that 
Reagan has no chance of winning. 

Reagan is too conservative to win the votes of essential moderates. 

As the attached chart shows, Governor Reagan is placed by the voters 
at the extreme right. 



GM (McGovern) 

l 
15 14 13 ,12 11 10 9 8 

LIB ERA L 

() 

•. \ 
-:, 

\'(.~~~~, .;7 

7 6 

CARTER 

Lr 1 

HHH 
JFK 

5 

AS (Stevenson) FORD 

5 4 3 2 1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

GOLDWATER 
WALLACE 

• 
11 

REAGAN 

l 
12 13 14 

CONSERVATIVE 

15 
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Past Presidential elections have repeatedly shown that a candidate 
as extreme as Governor Reagan (or someone equally far off-center 
to the left) will go down in defeat~by a wide margin (see attached 
table). The reason for this is that the middle-of-the-road voter is 
the center of gra\rity in American politics. Any candidate who 
doesn't get a lar

1
ge share of moderate votes loses badly. Reagan's 

position on the ideological spectrum means that he won't get those 
votes, and his support in the primary states shows that he won't 
get those votes . 

Another 1964 would cost the GOP dearly. In 1964, the GOP lost: 

6% of its United States Senate seats (2) 
20% of its United States House seats (38) 
602 seats in state legislatures 

A repeat of that performance in 1976, combined with GOP retirements 
already announced, could reduce GOP House membership to just 
over 100 members -- the lowest sumber since 1934. This would 
give the Democrats complete and unchallengeable control over the 
Federal government for the first time since the New Deal. 

At the st;:l.te level, substantial GOP losses in 1976 could mean that 
the GOP would end the year with control of only eight of the state-
houses across the country. 

It should not be forgotten that in the 1964 debacle it was conservative 
Republican candidates who suffered most. 

Reagan is not going to get the "Wallace" vote which is an essential 
element of his "New Majority. 11 

Reagan has, as everyone knows, been the recipient of the largest 
share of crossover votes cast in the primaries by former Wallace 
voters. But most of the former Wallace voters this year either 
did not vote or voted Democratic, usually for Jimmy Carter. Kevin 
Phillips estimates that the Wallace vote split 4 to 1 for Carter .over 
Reagan in the primaries (Phillips, 5/28). There is no evidence 
from the primaries which suggests that Reagan will get a large enough 
share of this vote to offset the losses that his candidacy will produce 
in other numerically more important parts of the voting population. 
In fact, the Democratic party has nominated a candidate that George 
Wallace feels comfortable with and has endorsed. 



PRESIDENT FORD -- THE WINNER IN NOVEMBER 

I. Gerald Ford has a strong record as President. 

A. Under his leadership, inflation has been cut in half and there 

are 3. 6 million new jobs. 

B. President Ford is the first incuxn.bent since Eisenhower who 

can campaign with the nation at peace. 

C. President Ford has restored trust and confidence in government. 

II. President Ford runs ahead of Reagan against Carter in every national 

Harris 6/23 

Gallup 6/21 

NBC 6/15 

California 
5/31 - 6/5 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri 

Michigan 

poll. 

Ford Carter 

40 53 

39 53 

37 52 

40 41 

46 43 

47 46 

38 44 

Undecided Reagan Carter Undecided 

7 35 58 7 

8 35 58 7 

11 35 58 7 

AND IN STATE POLLS 

19 38 46 16 

11 39 46 15 

7 41 50 9 

18 31 49 18 
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III. President Ford has a national appeal. 

Harris 

NBC 

Gallup 

Gallup 

A. He is the national choice of Republicans. 

Ford Reagan Undecided 

60 

60 

51 

30 

30 

41 

10 

10 

8 

B. He is the national choice of Independents. 

Ford Reagan Undecided 

52 33 13 

c. President Ford is the only candidate in either Party to 

win primaries in all sections of the country. 

NH 4 NY 41 KY 9 

VT 3 PA 27 TN 10 

MS 14 D. C. 3 OR 6 

FL 17 WV 6 RI 4 

IL 26 MD 10 NJ 17 

WI 11 MI 21 OH 25 

ELECTORAL VOTE TOTAL ............ 2 54 

Reagan has won only one primary outside the Sunbelt. The 144 

total electoral vote strength of his primary victories is far 

short of the 270 needed to win. 
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A REAGAN CANDIDACY WOULD MEAN A REPEAT OF 1964 

A Reagan candidacy in 1976 will result in a loss of landslide proportions. 
National polls taken in recent months show Governor Reagan from 18 to 
23 points behind Carter. The two most recent polls show Reagan further 
behind Carter than ever before, indicating that Reagan is losing ground to 
Carter. More importantly, Reagan is nearly as far behind Carter now as 
Stevenson was behind Eisenhower in 1952 and 1956 - - and Stevenson lost 
both elections. Reagan trails Carter by more than Humphrey ever trailed 
Nixon in 1968, when Humphrey lost. 

This evidence shows that Reagan cannot close the gap and would lose to 
Carter. The pattern of the inevitable Reagan defeat indicates that 
Republicans nationally would fare as badly as they did when Reagan was 
Governor of California. When Reagan became Governor in 1967, 
Republicans in California had: 

Before Reagan Governor 

2 U.S. Senators 
17 of 38 Congressmen 
19 of 40 State Senators 
38 of 80 State Assemblymen 
5 of 6 Statewide Offices 

Said independent pollster Louis Harris: 

After Reagan Governor 

None 
15 of 43 Congressmen 
15 of 40 State Senators 
25 of 80 State Assemblymen 
1 of 6 Statewide Offices 

The pattern now being run by Reagan against Carter 
is highly reminiscent of that of Arizona Senator Barry 
Goldwater in the 1964 Presidential election, when he 
lost by a landslide to Lyndon Johnson. This pattern 
thus indicates that in 1976 the electorate is highly 
unlikely to vote for an all-out conservative for President. 
(Harris, 5/6/76) 

This estimate was confirmed by widely respected conservative political 
analyst Kevin Phillips. In the May 28 edition of Phillips' newsletter, 
American Political Report, Phillips predicted that Reagan would carry 
only a handful of smaller states with very few electoral votes. 

There are three major reasons why a Reagan loss in 1976 would be a 
loss of landslide proportions: 
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1. Governor Reagan's strength is in the wrong places; 

2. Governor Reagan is far too conservative to attract the 
large nurn.bers of middle -of-the-road voters any Republican 
must get in order to win; 

3. The hidden 11 Wallace 11 or 11 new conservative" voters which 
are supposed to bring Reagan victory are not going to vote 
for Reagan. 

Governor Reagan's strengths will do him little good and his weaknesses 
mean a certain Democratic victory in November. 

Governor Reagan claims enough strength in the South and West and in 
traditionally Republican areas to bring him victory in November. There's 
just one problem with Reagan's claims - - they' re not true. Look at the 
facts: 

The West - - A recent Field poll in California, the center of Reagan's 
Western "strength, 11 showed Reagan losing to Carter by a wide margin. 

Ford Carter Reagan Carter 

40 41 38 46 

A Gallup poll released on June 27 showed that Ford runs better than 
Reagan against Carter throughout the entire West: 

Ford Carter Reagan Carter 

44 46 42 47 

Reagan has no advantage in the South. Carter has a 1-Q_ point lead over 
both candidates as measured by Gallup, Harris, CBS and NBC. 

So Governor Reagan is strong only where Carter is stronger -- the 
difference between Ford and Reagan is that Ford is strong in areas 
where Carter is weakest - - and these are areas where political 
analysts are agreed that the polls and the primaries both show that 
Reagan has no chance of winning. 

Reagan is too conservative to win the votes of essential moderates. 

As the attached chart shows, Governor Reagan is placed by the voters 
at the extreme right. 
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Past Presidential elections have repeatedly shown that a candidate 
as extreme as Governor Reagan (or someone equally far off-center 
to the left) will go down in defeat by a wide margin (see attached 
table). The reason for this is that the middle-of-the-road voter is 
the center of gravity in American politics. Any candidate who 
doesn't get a large share of moderate votes loses badly. Reagan's 
position on the ideological spectrum means that he won't get those 
votes, and his support in the primary states shows that he won't 
get those votes. 

Another 1964 would cost the GOP dearly. In 1964, the GOP lost: 

6% of its United States Senate seats (2) 
20% of its United States House seats (38) 
602 seats in state legislatures 

A repeat of that performance in 1976, combined with GOP retirements 
already announced, could reduce GOP House membership to just 
over 100 members -- the lowest sumber since 1934. This would 
give the Democrats complete and unchallengeable control over the 
Federal government for the first time since the New Deal. 

At the state level, substantial GOP losses in 1976 could mean that 
the GOP would end the year with control of only eight of the state-
houses across the country. 

It should not be forgotten that in the 1964 debacle it was conservative 
Republican candidates who suffered most. 

Reagan is not going to get the "Wallace" vote which is an essential 
element of his 11 New Majority. 11 

Reagan has, as everyone knows, been the recipient of the largest 
share of crossover votes cast in the primaries by former Wallace 
voters. But most of the former Wallace voters this year either 
did not vote or voted Democratic, usually for Jimmy Carter. Kevin 
Phillips estimates that the Wallace vote split 4 to 1 for Carter ,over 
Reagan in the primaries (Phillips, 5/28). There is no evidence 
from the primaries which suggests that Reagan will get a large enough 
share of this vote to offset the losses that his candidacy will produce 
in other numerically more important parts of the voting population. 
In fact, the Democratic party has nominated a candidate that George 
Wallace feels comfortable with and has endorsed. 




