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/ 	 THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 25, 1971 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 	 H. R. HALDEMAN 

FROM: 	 CHARLES COLSON\< ~ • 

SUBJECT: 	 Lou Harris Poll 

Lou Hq.rris has done an indepth analysLs, of, Ted Kennedy which 

will be t he subject of severa'l Harris colun:ms, over the next 

several we'~k s. The analy s i-s +,s based ' on aYf indepth survey of 

1614 eli~i'\:Jle voters cc:mducteci. b~tween 'June 9 an<l 15. 


It, i ff }!p:r ri~ 'consid~red -judgment , tha.t Ted Kennedy, if nomin­

ated; ' will l o se t n e elect'ion in, a 'mo pt 'uiv i$jve c a rppaign. Harris 

says ,there i s a very unusual phenomeno~l:w ' th r e spect to the 

Kennedy c q.fldidacy ~ pollthat doesn' t p.c.:cur with q.u ypther 

Democ,,r,a,£; h~ a r ous.e s bitt er' bostility ,Or ar d ent support but 

rarely any ,luk ewarm reaction s. 


Eight .statements ,were pre,sentedto 'intervi ewees., B o th answers 
and then' indepth COIllments we. r~ a~:Lalyzed. ' Ther¥.'ore, part of 
the following is s:atisticab,and p a rt"QLit i,s Harris' e gitorial analysis 

( ,of the comments;
'.. r, ; "" . 

'" I . , . ' . . 	 .~ . 

:~, 	 ~ ~he strong side, ' ~Ke ,nedy c cr m es _9< t ,6 [: - 20 po 'sitLveon the 
question of whether he 'is, a ,good sen a t or who worl(s ha;rd. Harris 
feels that he would be ha r d t Q a ttack on the is s ues or on his record . . - ', . ,'( 

in the Senate. ' '. 
 ," .' 

A second positive point is that he is, con s id'e red by a ~1-34 rating "one 
of the few politicians willing to take corura g eous stands on issues that 
ar~ before the counfryll., H<3;rris ,points out, that this i q a two edged 
sword. People may adrni:'re his courage in opposing tl?:e Washington 
police ' during May Day, for example, . but still vote against him. 
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It does not mean they agree with him. The breakdown of this 
category goes as follows: 

Catholics 60-26 

Blacks 77-8 

Young 52-34 

College Educated 41-47 (a surprise) 

Independents 47-40 


In the next category, Harris asked a loaded, but highly significant, 
question: "One day, he should run for President, but hels not ready 
for it now. II The public agreed 58-29. The interpretation is that he t. ' 

is considered a Presidential candidate but is also considered immature 
and not ready for the Presidency now. 

And the most important question of all: IIDoes he have the personality 
and leadership qualities a President should have? 11 34% say yes, 
51 say no. Significantly, he is weakest on this in the West (27 yes, 
62 no), among college educated (23 64) and an'long Independents (28-56). 
Among youth he is 36-48 (a real surprise). In the East 38-46; Mid-West 
38-47; South 31-52; among Catholics 43-42 and among WASPls 26-59. 
Harris believes from analyzing the comments and the raw numbers that 
this is where Kennedy may be fatally vulnerable. A majority of the 
people do not believe that he has the necessary qualities of leadership 
to be President. (A very strong contrast can be drawn with the President). 

In response to the question as to whether he has gotten where he is 
because of his name, 57 agree and 35 disagree. 

On the question of whether he is in the same league as his brothers, 
48 agree 37 disagree. 

In response to the question, "Although he denies it, he is really trying 
to get the nomination 11, 44 agree 31 disagree. 

Now, the shocker: "Because of what happened at Chappaquiddick, he 
does not deserve the Presidencyl!. 33 agree, 51 disagree. The breakdown 
is: 

Catholics 21-65 

Blacks 12-69 

WASP!s 43-31 

Republicans 50-34 

Independents 32-51 

Union Members 29-57 
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This is, of course, a loaded question deliberately designed to find 
out the lIhard corell of people who would vote against Kennedy because 
of Chappaquiddick. In other words, this question tells that one out of 
three people and most importantly one in four Democrats believe 
Chappaquiddick alone disqualifies him. On men and women, the 
break is about the same except women over 50 seemed to be much 
stronger on this issue. 

Harris I analysis of Kennedy's candidacy obviously should be discounted 
because he is trying so desperately to please us, He is convinced 
today that Kennedy cannot be elected, that in a two-way race right 
now, we would beat him (thos'e figures have not yet been collated) 
and that in the heat of a campaign his candidacy would generate bitter I· 

antagonisms and divide the country, which would cause him to lose 
ground. 

Teddyl s strength is in the East and upper mid- West. He is very weak 
in the South and West. He is strong among Catholics and union members 
(71% of union members are Catholics and it should be noted). So there 
is considerable overlap. Harris believes that the religion issue is still 
latently there; that it is different than 1960, but is still very much a 
factor. 

Harris says that Muskie is dropping somewhat and his basic support 
is very soft. Humphrey was coming on strong, but Harris I personal 
opinion is that the revelation of the Kennedy-Johnson papers will kill 
him and that the next poll will reflect this. 

One very surprising conclusion is that Kennedy is not as strong with 
the young as had been expected and Harris urges that we do not give 
up on the· youth particularly if the war ends well before the next election. 

Harris tells me that the gossip among his Democratic friends is that 
it l s now a Muskie -Kennedy race, but Jackson is getting no grass roots 
appeal and that the McGoverns and Bayhs are out of it. He also says 
that McGovern is clearly a Kennedy "front" and that without any question, 
Kennedy's people are maneuvering him for the race. Harris feels that 
the liberal left will give Kennedy an edge over Muskie, particularly in 
view of the nature of the delegates to the convention. 
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At the moment, in H~!"ri:" \ opinion, Muskie is a more viable opponent 
than Kennedy, allhll .. ;;h \\\t'ris feels that if the economic issue shows 
any upturn at all wn'Ii 0';;,,, either one of them. He believes that if 
the economic uptur'n ":oe::> Hot take place, we would still beat Kennedy, 
for the reasons that t,~e l\\'l2,atives are s~ strong that he simply cannot 
command a majot'il,'f' 

As an aside, Hart'l~: be~i~"es that the economy has in fact turned up 
but that the public t.ld};.;,y \., tnore negative on the economy than it has 
been in the last Hi III('C:::::'~ He points ~ut that historically, public 
confidence in the (q'(,r.~j::~::,\ 1ags behind the actual recovery by 6 months. 
He said that this i 11 rd·.".:~·~'\'l y what happened in England. The economy 
had recovered and W l~ '5;)'., 1 inied the election for the economic recovery. 
The public attitudt'll 1'..<:.'.:.::. '1 yet caught up with the facts. If the election 
had been 2 n)Qnth~( litt-=.::- : 1 \ l'ris believes Wilson would have been 
re-elecled (he may hr; ':';':'1 justifying his and Gallup's failure to call 
it right). 

One final point, Hill' rL3 ~"~\·y.rs the advise that in a campaign against 
Teddy, we shodd pf() j "= ''::: , Inoderate, calm Nixon against the flaming, 
hot, di vi s i Ve T edd y. :' ";' ,:,~\" should be made to appear s trident and 
immature, lackinr! in 1<;:;.., "';'ship qualities. This is where we must 
exploit his vulner.\bilit~... -''It not slash back at him. We must rise 
above him. Harl'i:1 11(;:":';;, 'sthat the doubters will swing to us in large 
numbers ncar !!1C ('lId f,,: campaign, that the dou?tful vote rarely'''t'> 

goes in large m:.:ntH' I'~, " .~ candidate who engenders the kind of 
strong negatives t h.d v·~::" "'uy does. Against Muskie we would have 
a very differer.~ ~itllat.i"~:' His blandness makes it difficult to draw 
the kind of cont;:"3~1 Wt; .~. '';d draw with Kennedy. 

I know you don I: au t:l. [-:;'" ''is; nor do 1. I do think he is a better pollster
than some of U~ ~\\'t' hi.::. "edit for, however, and I am also firmely
convinced that ~',,, W.IIIL',_ i,erately to weasel his way in with us and 
that he honcstl~,. (,q' wf:.~ , \ er motive, wants to see us re-elected. 
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